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Abbest'of  Mb,  Mttepht,  the  pBOTESTAin?  Lectureb — Questions,  Mr.  Qxeene, 

Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bruce       ..  ,,411 

Navy — ^Adiciraltt  Clebeb — Questi<m,  Lord  Henry  Lramoxj  Answer,  Mr. 

Childers  . .  . ,  . ,  , .  . .     412 

Bankruptcy  {re-oommiUed)  Bill  [Bill  97]— 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee     [^Progreai  ISth  June']  ,.  . .     414 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported  ,■  as  amended,  to  be  coiuddered 
upon  JFViday,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  to  be^n^.     [Bill  169.} 

Imprisonment  fbr  Debt  {re-eommiUe^  Bill  [Bill  98]- 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee    ^Progreee  18(S  June']  ..     421 

After  short  time  roent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  ISriday,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
PoOB  Law — ^boi.utioit — Moved, 

"  That,  ia  the  oiriDion  of  tbi*  Houae,  a  oloaer  and  more  harmoniooa  eorreipondenM  ba- 
tmen the  Centnl  and  Local  Poor  law  aaChorltiei,  and,  in  oonwqnenoe,  a  more  uniform 
and  efflcieot  Bjatem  of  poroobial  adnUDlitrBtion  would  be  eataUiifaed,  utd  tbe  inoldeoM 
of  Local  Taxation  would  be  nfelj  rectifled  If,  u  in  the  caae  of  EdooatiOD,  graiti,  ood< 
ditional  on  etBmnc^,  were  mads  fiom  National  lonroei,  through  the  mediuia  of  tba 
Poor  Uw  Board,"— (Jfr.  BaAbotu)  430 

After  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdratun. 
'BlTPOKTa  OF  Judges  ob  Klection  Inqdibiks — The  Querai's  AoBWtfV  to  Ad- 
dreaaea — Bridgwater  Election,  Beverley  Election,  Coshel  Electicm,  Sligo 
Borough  Election,  and  Norwich  Election — reported         . .  . .     477 

puBuo  HotrsEs,  &c. — BBSotunon — Moved, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  tbie  Hodm,  it  i>  expodient  that  anr  meaeon  Sat  the  general 
■Dundment  of  tbe  Lawa  fbr  Lieenring  Pnblia  Houna,  Beer  Hanaea,  and  Rafreahmmt 
Hooaee  ahould  inda^tbe  prohibition  of  the  aale  of  Liqnora  ob  Sandaj,"— {Jfr.  Rylmdt)     447 
After  Aort  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  viUheb-avm. 
New  Law  Cocbts — Motiok  fob  a  Sei.h(tt  GoKMn-rEs — 
Moved,    Hiat  a  Select  Committee   be  apppointed   "  to  inquire  into  Uie 

Site  and  charge  of  the  New  Courts  of  Law," — (Jfr.  Qlad»to»»)  . .     468 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Select  Committee  appointed. 
And,  on  June  28,  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee  C  Q  Q  Q  [  ^^ 
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Sunday  and  Itag^ed  Schools  Bill  [EiU  67]— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read        . .  . .  . .  . .     464 

After  short  debate,  Bill  comidwei  in  Oommittee,  and  nporUd;  to  be 
printed,  as  amended   [Bill  170] ;  re-eommttted  for  Ihriday. 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wi£s's  Sister  Bill  [Bill  23]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  QueBtion  [8th  June], 
"  That  it  bs  ftn  Imtraotion  to  the  CommittM  on  tbs  MurUge  with  *  Daoeued  Wife's 
Siiter  Bill,  that  thBj  hiTB  power  to  make  proTiaion  therein  for  «  woman  to  nwnr  Jw 
deceased  haaband's  brother," — (JSr.  CoUita}) 
Question  again  proposed : — Debate  returned  . .  ••     466 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Beresford  Bope:) — 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  52,  Noes  100  ;  M^ority  48. 
Queetaoa  again  proposed: — After  short  debate,  Jftr^rf,  " That  this  House 
do  now  adioum," — {Sir  Senry  Silwin-IbbeUon  :) — ^The  House  divided  ; 
Ayes  43,  Noes  101 ;  Majority  58. 
Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 

—(Colonel  BartUht.) 
After   further  short  debate,    Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  a^oumed  till 
Wednesday,  30th  June. 
Suburban  Commons  Bill — Ordtred^Mr.'Cowper,  Mr.  Liddell) ;   preteMed,  and  Mad  the 

flrettims   [BiUlT4]  ..  ..  ..  _      470 

Criminal  LnnatiCS  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.\KiyUdAi^Engeete«,  ifr.  Steretary  Briiee) ;  pr»- 

lenud,  and  read  tbe  Bnt  time   [BiU  173]  . .  . .  , .      470 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  2)  W\~Orier«d  {Ur.  Ortgory,  Cotanet 

Vamielettr) ;  preteiUed,  and  read  the  flrat  time    [Bill  178]  ..  ,  ,      470 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  23. 
Money  Laws  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  16]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Selahunty)     . .     471 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Sir 
Frederick  W.  Beyyate:) — Qnestion  proposed,  "fThatthe  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  tcitidraion : — ^Bill 
mthdraum. 
Medical  Officers'  Superannuation  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  48]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  Brady)  . .     486 

Aftier  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for 
Tuesday  next. 
Ghune  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill  (ifr.  MZagan)  [Bill  32]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  MZagan)       . .     499 
After  short  debate,  Order  discharged: — BiU  tciiJidrawn. 
Com  and  Qrun  Heasnrement  Bill— Onfowrf(M-.  Benry  B.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Ooiditey) : 

presenled,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  ITT]  . .  . .  , ,      50{ 

Stipendiary  K^istrates  (DepntleB)  Wl—Ordered  {Viieaau  Sanibut,  ifr.  Mmtu, 

Jfr.  iiotUoM) ;  |>rM<n(«d,  and  read  tbs  first  time    [BiU  ITS]  ..  ,,      6<H 

LORDS,  THDESDAY,  JUNE  24. 
Justices  of  the  Peace  Qualification  Bill  (No.  93)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (271*  £arl  of  Albemarle)  . .     S0( 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("now,")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 

months,") — {The  Duh  of  Richmond.) 
After  short  debate,   the  said  Amendment,  ori^nal  Motion,   and   Bill 

(by  Leave  of  the  House)  mthdrawn. 
BsHOAL  Bahx,   Bohbay  Bbakch  —  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Argyll  . .  . .  . .     6li 
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OOMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JUNE  24.  i>^« 

BxTTCTa  Horasa — Qnestion,  Mr.  Eykyn;  Answer,  Mr.  Bruce  . .     514 

Thb  Mobtauty  at  BABKHfo — Question,  Mr.  Eastwick;  Answer,  Mr.  Bnioe    614 

SuPPLT — Tsa  EoroATioiJ  Votbs  —  Quefltion,  Mr,  Samuekon ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  ..  ..  .,515 

HoTnrSLOw   Powdbk   MnJia — Questian,   Viscount   Enfield ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Bruce  . .  . .  . .  . .  , ,     515 

Endowxd  Schools  Act — The  CoMiaaaionHBB  Ami  Sbosktast  —  Question, 

Ur.   NeTilie-GrenTille ;    Answer,   Mr.  Gladstone  .,     516 

Ibelash — SEDinors  IiABonAaE  is  the  Queen's  Cou-eges  of  Oalway  and 

Bklfabt — Question,  Mr.  Dawson;  Answer,  Mr.  Oliichester  Fortescue       517 

AaBessed  Bates  {re-emmitud)  Bill  [BiU  149]— 

Bill  AmniferMf  in  Committee    ^Progrftg  2Ut  June]  ..  ..519 

Afier  some  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  178.] 

CivU  Offices  (Bensiona)  Bill  [Bill  133]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  emmdered     ..  ..  ..  ..     536 

After  debate,  Amendments  made : — Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill  [Bill  105>- 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..553 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of 

the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 

Select  Committee,"— {Jfr.  Ziidell,) — instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question." 
After   short  debafa.   Question   put:  —  The  House  divided;    Ayes    124, 

Noes  43  ;  MajoriW  81. 
Main  Question,  "l4at  Mr.  Speaker  do  now    leave    the    Chair,"  put, 

and  agreed  to  : — Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  neit. 

AxTssimAir  Was — ^Noionatioit  of  Select  Coumittee — 

Moved,  "  That  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Abyssinian  War "  . .  . .     566 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMTs  out  from  tho  vord  "Thtt"  to  theeod  of  tha  Qnaitton,  in  order  to  add  the 
wordi  "the  order  [Slit  Jone]  that  the  Select  Committee  oa  the  AbjruiDiBD  War  do 
ooDilit  of  ninateen  Memben  be  dUobarged," — {Mr.  OoH^nf,)— inrtead  thereof. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  pat,  and  agreed  to : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — 
Committee  noflu'niifAi: — ^List  of  the  Committee  ..  ..     567 


LORDS,  PEIDAT,  JTOIE  25. 

Bdl^oos,    Edaoati<»ial,    &c.    Societies  Incorporation  Bill 

(No.  116)— 
Order  of  th!e  Day  for  the  House  t«  be  put  into  Committee  {on  R«-eommit- 

ment)  read       . .  , .  , .     567 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee." 
After  dwrt  debate,  Motioo  (by  Iieave  of  the  House)  wii^A-own.     OoOqIc 
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South  'Kssenunos  If  rsaux — Qaestioii,  Loid  Elcho ;  Answer,  ICr.  W.  E. 


Fbizhiilt  Sogebtieb'  UsTusiTe — Questioii,  Mr.  W.  Lowther ;  Amnrer,  Mr. 

Bruoe  , ,  . .  . ,     871 

Ibklamd — Ieish  !PiSHKBiEa — Question,  Mr.  Blake  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ayrton    . .     571 

ImpriBonmeiit  for  Debt  Bill  [Bm98]~ 

Bill  eontidtrad  in  Conmiittee     [Fregrtu  22itd  Jom]  ..  , ,     673 

After  short  time  Bpent  therein,  Bill  rtporttd;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  DiMda^  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  to  be  prinUd. 
piU  179.] 

SiTFLT — Order  for  Gonunittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 
AasiouLnniAL  L&bou&kbs — BESOLortOR — Amendment  proposed, 
To  leufa  oat  from  th«  word  "  Thftt"  to  tbe  end  of  tbe  QautiOD,  in  order  to  add  tks 
«ord>  "in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  ths  ednestioQ  of  4p4oultur>l  Ubonrwt  ii  in 
general  in  lo  nnutii&etor;  ■  ooDdiCKW  tbAt  imnudute  legiibcion  upon  the  labJMt 
u  imperative!;  demtndrd  ;  tbi*  Hoiue  therefore  thinkg  that  the  OoTernment  on^t 
to  leglilate  npon  the  inhjeot  daring  tha  nsit  Seaaion  of  Pailivnent," — { Jfr.  Fanieetl,) 
— imtead  tbereof  £82 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Tords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrMm  .■ — Committee  itfwrtA  tUl  Monday  next, 

JKetropoIitan  Board  of  Works  [Loans]  Bill — Reiolitiona  reported,  and  agretd  (0  .■ — 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Dodtan,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exckequtr,  Mr.  Ootelun);  preiontti, 
and  rwd  Itw  flnt  tine    [BUI  181J  ..  _      ^g 


LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  28. 
Endowed  Schools  Bill  (No.  139)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  bo  now  read  2',"— {7»o  Lord  iV«tfwi() 
After  debate,  Motion  agroti  to : — Bill  read  2'  aooordingly,  and  oommitted 
to  a  Committee  of  tne  Whole  House  on  Tiueday,  the  6tit  of  Jvig  next. 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  28. 

"WsrrXBs"    m   the   Ccbtoub — Question,   Captain  Grosrenor;   Answer, 

Mr.  Ayrton 
AsicT — Medai.  tob  Sxbtigb  IK  India — Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Grant  Duff 
China — Aifaib  at  Pkxht — Question,  Ccdonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Otway 

SiTFPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 
Amirr  of  Pubuo  Accontrra — Observations,  Mr.  Gandlish ;  Eeply,  Mr, 

Ayrton : — Short  debate  thereon 
Slave  Thadb  froh  the  Socth  Sea  Ihlakds — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor 

Answer,  Mr.  Monsell : — Short  debate  thereon 
Ibelakd — Saluoit  Fassbs  oh  the  SHAinroK — Question,  Colonel  French 

Answer,  Mr.  Ayrton 
Main   Question,   "  That  Mr.  Speaker   do   now   leave   the   Chair,"  put, 

and  agreed  to. 


Cookie 
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SUPPLY — Cim.  SsETioz  Sbthuteb — mmtidertd  ia  Ckn&ioittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  £3A.11S,  to  eompl«t«  the  nm  for  Rofkl  F>1m«,  — Aftar  ibmi  debkte,  Vote 

agntdio  ..  ,,  ,,      6SS 

(t.)  Motion  nude,  and  Qnettion  propMed,  "  Tlutt  »  tam,  not  aieaadiny  £84,877,  ba 
grmnUd  to  H«r  Majstt;,  to  oomplete  the  lum  ntuvaarj  to  deftv;  the  Cbarie  iihich  viU 
dome  in  oonrw  of  parniBiit  during  tha  jear  ending  on  the  31it  day  of  Harsh  1870, 
for  Rojral  Parki  and  Pleuare  Gardani"  .,  ..  ..       OIH 

Altar  debate,  HotJon  made,  aad  Qneition, "  That  the  Itam  of  £02,  tOi  the  Oatekaaper 
■t  Olarenoe  Oate,  Boehamptoo,  be  omitted  fram  the  propoaad  Vote,"— (A6-,  Artlmr 
Otett.) — put,  and  agreed  to  .,  . .  . .  ; ,       SM 

Original  Quaition,  u  amended,  propoMd, "  That  a  anm,  not  eioeading  £8i,325,  Aa." 

After  further  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Qnealion  propoaed,  "  That  a  tun,  not  ex- 
imiiag£6S,0OO,Aa^"—i».CMAttf)  ..  ..      S65 

After  fiirtbar  debate,  Question  pat:— The  Committee  divided;  Ajm  41,  Nom  9S; 
M^oritj  56. 

Original  Qneition,  aa  amended,  again  propoaad. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeation,  "  Ttut  a  tom,  not  exoeeding  £71,700,  Ao.," — (tfr.  CaaiUy,) 
put,  and  n^^ivAf ; — Original  Queation,  aa  amended,  put,  and  i^reAl  10  ..      6T8 

(3.)  Motion  mads,  and  Qneition  propoaad,  "  That  a  sum,  not  eioeeding  £83,179,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeat]',  to  oomplete  the  turn  neeeiaat7  to  dein}  the  Charge  irtiich  wiU 
eome  iu  couraa  of  piymeDt  dnriDg  the  ;ear  ending  on  the  Slat  daj  of  March  1879, 
for  the  Maintenanoo  and  Repair  of  Fublio  Boildinga ;  for  proriding  the  neoeaaary 
auppir  of  Water  for  the  *ama  ;  for  renta  of  Ilouaea  for  the  tamporaiT  acoommodation 
of  Fublio  DepartmoDta,  aud  Chargea  attendant  thereon  "  ..  ..     STi 

After  abort  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  propoaed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £30,390, 
for  Fnel  and  Light,  be  rednosd  b;  the  mm  of  £1,320,"— -(Jfr.  CemdliA)  . .       e?S 

After  (iirtber  abort  debate,  Qaeation  pat,  and  n^aUvtd .- — Original  Quealion  put,  and 
agrtedto. 
{4.}  Motion  made,  and  Queitlon  propoaed,  "That  a  anm,  not  exceeding  £10,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  turn  nacesurr  to  defraj  the  C  harge  which  will 
eome  in  aonraa  of  pajment  during  the  fear  ending  on  the  Slat  da;  of  Haroh  1870, 
for  the  Supply  and  Repair  of  Furniture  in  the  Fublio  Departmeoti "  . .        ATS 

Uotiou  made,  and  Queation  propoaed,  "  That  a  aam.not  exceeding  £0.000,  Ae.," — (ifr, 
Br^gden:) — After  ahort  debate,  Qaeation  put: — The  Committee  dividtd ;  Ayei  S3, 
Noea  112 :   Hajoritj  60  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(j.)  £17,000,  to  complete  the  aum  for  aequiiitlon  of  Land!  for  the  Kew  Palaoe  of  Veat- 

minitar.— After  ahort  debate.  Vote  agr^  to  ..  ..  679 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaeation  propoaad,  "  That  a  anm,  not  exceeding  £84,02fl,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^jeatr,  to  oompfeta  the  aum  neoeisary  tode&ajr  the  Charge  which  will 
eome  in  eourae  of  pafment  during  the  jear  ending  on  the  Slat  da;  of  Maroh  1870, 
for  the  Bnildinga  of  the  Hontea  of  Farliameut"      ..  ,,      079 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed,  "  That  a  lam,  not  eioeeding  £32,8DS,  te.," — (Ur. 
Mmi:)—A&eT  short  debate,  Qaeation  put  :— The  Committee  divided;  Ajw  SI, 
Noea  ISO;  Majority  78. 

Original  Qneation  again  propoaed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaad,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoeading  £31,^36,  dw.,"-«- 

(jfr.  White)       ..  ..  :  ..     ees 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  pnt,  aod  negatived. 

Original  Qaeation  anin  propoaed. 

Motion  made. and   Qnaatirai  proposed,  "That  a  ran,  not  exoeading  £SSfi2$,  d(o.,"_ 

IMr.  Locke  Extuf)  ..  ..  ..       68i 

After   fiirtber  stort    debate,   Qneation   put:  —  The  Committee  divided;    Ajea  13, 

Noea   131  ;  M^orit;  79  : — Original  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to, 

Seaoiutione  to  be  r^orted  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;   Ccaainittett 
to  tdt  again  upon  WMhuedatf. 

Shipping  DoM  EzeiiQ>tioa  Act  (100?)  Ameodmeitt  Bill— 

Cmtiifsrai  In  Oommittee  ..  ..  ..       685 

BeeUued,  That  the  Chairman   be  directed  to  more  the  Honae,  that  leaT«  b*  glnn  to 

bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  oF  "  The  Shipping  Dues  Exemption  AM,  1SS7,"'— 

[Mr.  SiuteU  Oumey.) 
Raaolntion  agreed  to,   and  reported  1— BUI  or&red  {Mr.   Ruu^l  Qwnty.  Mr.    WilHam 

Ctneptr) ;  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  184.] 

Seeds  Adolteiatioil  Bill — SeUot  Committee  iwmitiated : — IJat  of  the  CowmittM 

VOL.  cxovn.  [thisd  BEBiM.]        [  c  ]  yCoo'^lc 
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Irish  Church  BlU  (No.  109)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittfie,  read  _  . .     686 
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Answer,  Mr.  OUdstone  .,  ..   1172 

PaopoBED  HoirmiEin'  to  Fabaday — Question,  Dr.  Lyon  I^jfair ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .:  ..  ..  1173 

Dublin  Freemen  Commission  Bill  [Bill  189]— 
Moved,   "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Attorney 
Gtmral  for  Inland)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1174 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  'word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Sir 
Frtdimck  W.StygaU:) — After  short  debate,  Questiori  put,  "That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  pait  of  the  Question :" — The  House  divided ;  Ayes 
246,  Noes  126 ;  Majority  120. 
ICain  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommtled 
for  ITiursday. 

BoTFLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  Mr.  Speaiker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:" — 
PABLiAKEirr — Hosirma  StrriNas — Observations,  Mr.  Bentinck;   Beply, 

Mr.  Gladstone : — Short  debate  thereon     . .  . .  . .  1164 

SxoEEansB  ASD  AuDiT  Aoi  OF  1866 — Observatione,  Mr.  Hunt;  Beply, 

S{t.  Gandliah : — Short  debate  thereon        ..  ..  ..  1190 

Beoiha  t.  Ovbbeto,  GTmuET  &  Co. — Observations,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Eeply, 

The  Solicitor  General  , .  . .  . .  , .  1194 

Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speakerdo  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  thread  to. 

BUPPLT — Civil  Service  EsTiuATiiB — eontidered  in  Conuuittee 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(t.)  £40,000,  to  oomplatB  the  nun  for  PabUe  OflleM  Sits.— Aflsr  ihort  dstwta,  VoU 

agreed  ta  .,  .,  ..  ..  ..     1300 

(2.)  £33,000,  to  oompleta  the  ■am  for  New  Home  kod  Colonial  OfBoM. 

(3.)  £30,000,  to  wmplet*  the  »nm  for  Public  Record  Repoutorr. 

{4.)  £3,130,  to  oompleto  the  Mca  for  Cbapter  Home,  Weitmlnater.— -After  >hort  debate, 

Votao^MiIto     ..  ..  ..     1300 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Qoeition  propoaed,  "That  a  aura,  not  eioeeding  £6,3S1,  be 

footed  to  Her  Majeatj,  to  oomplete  the  aum  neoMury  to  difraj  the  Charge  irhioh 

will  ooma  in  oonrae  of  pajment  daring  the  jear  eoding  on  the  Slat  dajr  of  Ibroh 

lSTO,for  Eipenae*  coDneoted  with  the  Probata  Court  and  Regiatriei"  ..     1210 

Motion  made,  and  QuaatloD  propotod,   "  That  a  tarn.  Dot  eioeeding  £5,036,  Ae." — 

(Mr.  Mont.) — After  abort  debate.  Motion,  bj  leare,  withdrawn. 
Ongioal  ttneetkui  again  propoted. 
HotioD  made,  and  QoMtion  propoaad,    "  That  a  inm,  not  eia«eding  £3,TB1,  Aa," — 

(Jfr.  William  C«wptr)  ..  ,,     I91I 

After  farther  ahort  debats,  Qoeition  put: —  TheComaiittee  (KutAd;  Ajai  60,  Noe* 
131 :  Majority  71. — Origloal  Qaeitlon  put,  uiiagrtedto. 
(fi.)  £19,018,  to  oomplete  the  aum  for  Sheriff  Court  Houhi,  Sootlaad. 
(T.)  £1S,000,  to  complete  the  lom  for  National  Gallerj  Enlargemsnt. 
(S.)  £30,000,  lAMmpleta  theiam  for  UuiTBratt]' ofLoodon  (Buildiaga). 
{9.)  £13.000,  to  oomplete  the  lara  for  Glaagov  Uniieraitf. 
(10.)  £T,000,  to  MmpLet«  the  luduatrial  Muaeum,  EdioWgh.— After  abort  dstwie,  Vote 

•^" ,Coogf?" 
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8vmT—dTn.immnm  Enanw-^JgmniittBB    emtinittd. 

(ii.)  Motion  nude,  and  Qs«^oa  i«t>powd,  "Thftt  a  niM,iMt  asEMading  iJUJBtt,  be 
gnntad  to  Her  H^ett;,  to  oomplelo  the  lam  BeoenHy  to  delnf  U>*  Cturge  whiob 
will  come  in  eoum  of  p*jment  dariDg  the  jeti  endlag  on  the  Slit  day  ot  March 
ISTO,  for  eractiog  a  new  Boildiag  on  the  aite  of  the  wian  of  Bnrlington  Hooae  and 
lir  H<nrBafldingi&)r(haooon|MitioD  of  TBrioni  LcanwdBodlo"  ..     IBIS 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestlon  propoied,   "  That  a  ram,  not  eioeedin;  £3S,S31,  Ao." — 

(Jfr.  00UMy  ij—AAer  ahort  debate,  Motioti,  b;  lesre,  tntUrawM. 
Original  tlneition  agkin  propoaed. 
Uotion  made,  and  QoutioD  pnt,    "That  a    anm,    not  eioeeding  £48,040,  Ao." — 

(afr.  Goldnes)  ..  ..     1314 

Tb*  ComtDiUea  duiidtd.-    A^  79,  NoM  118  ;    Mtjontr  S9 :  —  Original  QuMtioa 
pat,  and  offretd  to. 
BeaoliitiCHis  to  be  iworted  lii-Morrov,  at  Two  of  the  dock ;  Conunittoo 
to  ait  again  upon  WeinMday. 

ElBCTKIO  TsLEORAPES — COUMTTTEE — 

Contid«r»tl  in  Committee  . .  . .  1214 

After  ahort  time  apent  ihw«in,  It«edluttons  agrted  to :  to  be  reported 
lb-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

L0ED8,  TDESDAT,  JULY  6. 
IfiEUin) — Beliqiotts  DisTrrsBAROse  —  Question,  The  Duke  of  Aberoom; 

Anawer,  Eail  Spencer  . .  . .  . .   1226 

Irish  Camndi  BiU  (No.  109>— 

HouBe  again  in  Committee  (aocording  to  Order.) 

Clause  68  (Ultimate  trust  of  aurplus)         . .  . .  . ,  1228 

Clause  69  (FroTiaioii  as  to  Aota  relating  to  United  Church  of  England 

and  Ireland)  . .  , .  . .  1260 

Clause  70  (Saving  ri^ta  as  to  proprietaiy  ohapele  and  ohapels  of  ease)  1261 

Clause  71  (Saring  of  Act  of  39  &  40  G.  3,  c.  67)  . .  . .  1261 

Clause  72  (Interpretation)    . .  . .  , .  . .  1261 

Clause  19  (Bepeal  of  lews  prohibiting  holding  of  Bynods,  &o.)  ,,  1261 

Clause  20  (Existing  law  to  subsist  by  contract)  , ,  . .  1267 

Clause  21  (Abohtion  of  ecclesiastical  courts  and  ecclesiastical  law)       . .  1267 

Clause  22  (Incorporatiou  of  church  body)      ..  .,  1268 

Fteamble,  as  amended,  agrtad  to ;  Title  read,  and  agreid  to  . .  1268 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be  receiTed  on  Friday  next ;  and 
Bill  to  hBjprintid,  as  amended.  (No.  172.) 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  6. 
CteifERAi,  OouiTciL  OF  Medigaz,  EDUCATION  Ajm  BeaisnuTioiT — Question, 

Sir  John  Gray ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bruce  . .  . .  . .   1269 

SsDUCTiOK  OP  WmB  DnriBS — Question,  Mr.  Ahroyd ;  Anewer,  Mr.  Ayitaa  1270 
Oontagioiu  DiBeases  (Animala)  (No.  2)  Bill  [BUI  103}— 

Bill  eentHortd  in  Obnuuittee     . .  . .  . ,  . .   1271 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Committee  xepoii  Progreea  ;  to  at  again 
Upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Eleottons  (Wales) — BssoLmoM — Moved, 

"That,  tn  the  opinion  of  thii  Houia,  the  prooeedingi  of  eartain  laodlorda  la  WsIm 
toward!  tbeir  ImahIi  on  MaoDnt  of  the  ft**  exeroln  of  the  FimnohiM  ti  Cleotiont  an 
Of praailTa  and  unoonititntioDal,  and  an  lofidngament  of  the  li^kta  oonlKMd  bj  Fsrlia- 
nwitt  on  the  people  of  thia  oonntry,"— { Jfr.  Semy  Jittarrf)  >•  , ,    1294 

After  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  teitMrawn. 
Ln>u — East  Ikdia  (Hon  Aocothrtb) — ^Motion  sob  PixEBB — 

Movtd,  "  That  tba  Home  Aooonnti  of  the  QoTerament  of  India  [prennted  lOft  Ust], 

be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Pnblie  Aooonnti,"— (AV  Sv^ard  Nor&aaU)  , ,    1329 

After  abort  debate,  MotioB  agrud  to.  ,-  ^ 

;,L.oo^[e 
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CoTEHTBY  EtaunoiT — Motion  for  a.  Select  CoiairnxE — 

Jfetwl,  Tlut  ■  Saleot  Committee  b«  ki^iatad  "to  inquire  into  the  allegitloni  of  tbe 
Petition  of  Oluria*  Flint  vid  othen  [preientad  )Oth  Joae],  respecting  tlu  l&te  ioqniry 
into  the  Election  of  Hemben  for  tbe  Oity  of  Conntrr,  uid  to  report  their  opinion  ai 
to  what  praoeedlngi,  If  inj,  (hoold  be  taken  thereon  ,"--{Jfr.  BvuvtrU)  ,  ,    1330 

After  abort  debate,  Qaestion  put,  and  n«gatwed. 
FooK  Lat  (Bemotai.  of  Cmuisss) — Bxboldtion — 

tUmtd, "  That  hi  »bj  turn  when  a  board  of  goanUan*  or  anr  parisb  or  DnioD  (hall  ham 
mads  doe  proriiioD  within  the  workboote  or  diitriot  lohool  lor  the  inrtraotion  In  tbwr 
owa  hith  of  ehildren  not  of  the  Eelabliihed  Chnroh,  their  retigiooi  rights  beiag  amplf 
•Be«red  and  the  qmit  of  the  law  eflbotnaH;  earned  out,  it  •«  iiw]^*dieDt  that  the 
Poor  Iaw  Board  should  eiereiM  it*  diioretioiuu?  power  to  snlbrDe  the  removal  of  sooh 
ohildren  to  iohools  not  under  the  control  of  tbe  gnardiani  or  of  tbe  pariah  antborities," 
—{tb^.  namoM  Chamben)  ,.  ..  _,    I334 

After  short  debate,  tbe  Houee  iwiied:  Ayes  29,  Noee  71 ;  Majority  42. 
Eleotzifi   TekKTSpb    KU — Beeotntlou   Ttportid,    and  affrted  to: — Bill  ordered  (Ifr. 
DoiUott,   The  iiarquttt  of  EartittgKm,  Mr.  ChofueUor  of  iha  Exchtguar,  Mr.  Ayiion) ; 
jn-MM(«i,  and  read  the  flnt  time   [Bill  197]  ..  ..  ..    1341 

Xetropolltan  Bnilding  Act  (1S56)  Amendment  Bill— Ordnvd  (Mr.  KaatehbaU- 

Eugfttn,  Mr.  BeertUuy  £ntec)       ..  ..  ,,  __    1341 

Jamaica  Loana  Bill— Onbr;.;  {Mr.  Stantfeld,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  At  fMiegtwr)         . ,   1341 

Poor  Law  (Iieland)  Amendment  (So.  3)  BUI— 

Seleot  Conunittee  nominaUd: — lilt  of  the  Committee  •>  . .   1341 

COMMONS,    WEDNESDAY,    JULY    7. 
Caps  of  Good  Hofb — ^Boebs   of  the  Trans-taal  Bepubuo— Qaeetioa, 

Mr.  B.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Mr.  Monsell       . .  , .  . .   1342 

Ikklahd— JoKT  Fabel  (MoHAOHAif) — Qaestioii,  Mr.  Downing;   Answer, 

Tbe  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  . .  . .   1343 

Trades  "CTnions,  &c.  BUI  [BiU  6B]— 

Mbetd,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  aeoond  time," — {Mr.  Hiomm  Stiflui)  1344 
After  abort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To'tnerroto. 
Savings  Banks  and  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  BiU— K<*olation  reptrtei,  and 
agreed  to  .—Bill  ordered  {Mr.  DodtM/Mr.  Slanefild,  Mr.  Otaneellor  of  One  Eeehe- 
flier) ;  iVMMCMl  and  read  the  flitt  time  [BiU  IBS]   ..  ..  ,.    1886 

L0BD8,  THUKSDAY,  JULY  8. 
Bbprbskktative  Pb2r  Foa  Ikeurd — 
Writs  and  Betums  electing  tbe  Earl  of  Bantrya  Bepresentative  Peer 
for  Ireland  in  tbe  room  of  tbe  late  Earl  of  WicHow,  deceased,  with 
the  certificate  of  tbe  Clerk  of  tbe  Crown  in  Ireland  annexed  thereto — 
Delivered  (on  oath),  and  certificate  read. 

BSPBEBBNTATIVX  PkBE  FOB  ScOTLABD — 

The  Olerk  of  the  Farbamenta  delivered  a  certificate  of  tbe  Clerk  of  the 
Oown  that  tbe  Earl  of  Kellie  bad  been  elected  a  BepreeentatiTe  Peer 
for  Scotland  (fifteen  Feers  of  Scotland  only  having  been  duly  elected  at 
the  election  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland  to  ait  in  the  House  of  Peers  in 
the  preaent  Parliament  of  tbe  United  Kingdom) :  Certificate  read. 
LUb  Peerages  BiU  (No.  113)— 

Mowd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  y,"-~(The  Harl  BiuttB)  . .  13B7 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("now,'^  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months,") — (The  Earl  of  Maimeebury.) 

On  Question,  Thai  ("now")  stand  part  of  tiie  Motion? — ^Their  Lord- 
riiips  divided;  Contents  76  ;  Not-Ccmtents  106 :  Majority  30 : — Bstokei 
in  the  Negative  :  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  ihit  day  three  montht. 
Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  ..  r"    "  ^^^^ 

VOL.CKOVIL     [TfflBDBBRIM.]  [rf]  C   :,z.u;.L.OO^le 
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Bankruptcy  BiU  (No.  1S4)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»," — (7R«  Lord  Chancellor}  . .   1403 

After  short  debate,  Motion  lyreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitUd  to  a  Committee  of  the  "Wliole  House  on  Friday  the  16tA  In*t<mt. 

Himidpal  Franchise  Bill  (No.  12S)— 

Movtd,  "ThattheBi]n3enowread2',"— (;2:S<£<w(o/iMA;foM)  ..   1417 

Motion  agreed  to :  —  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Ttutday  next. 

Contaefioiui  Diaeasee  Prevenlaon  (Metropolis)  Bill  [b.l.]— iV«»«ite<i  ( The  Mdrqaet$ 

STtMntSend) ;  r*»d  1' (No.  178)        ..  --  ■•  ..1417 

COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JULY  8. 

Ikdia — BAnaA.aKS  at  Moras — Question,  Sir  David  Wedderhum;  Answer, 

Mr.  Grant  Duff  ..  ..  ..   1418 

PooE  Law — Catholic  Ceildben  in  ■WoEKHonsEs — Question,  Mr.   Eeke- 

wich;  Answer,  Mr.  Qoschen  . .  . .  . ,  I4I9 

Abut — Beliep  of  Bbodiehtb  di  India — Question,  Mr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer, 

Captain  Vivian  . .  . .  . .  . .    1421 

IssLAXD — Clebk  of  THE  Cbown  FOB  BJHo's  CouuTY — Questions,  Sir  Patrick 

O'Brien ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  . .  . .   1421 

Iia>lA — AppEAiB — Question,  Sir  Charles  Wingfield ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  1423 
India — ^Bailwats — Question,  Mr.  Einnaird  ;  Aubwot,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .  1424 
India — Uedal    fob    Bhodtan — Question,   Mr.    Einnaird  ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Grant  Duff     ..  ..  ..   1424 

Spain — Teeaty  of  Commbbce — Question,  Mr.  Bazley ;  Answer,  B£r.  Otway  1425 
EscKKT   Negotiations   with    the   United    States  —  Obserrations,   Mr. 

Gladstone;  Beply,  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  . .  . .  1425 

STTPFLT — Miscellaneous  Ebtiuateb — Beeolutions  [28th  June]  reported. 
Besolutions  1  to  5  agreed  to. 
Besolution  6  read  a  second  time, 
"That  ■  mm,  not  sieeedirg  £34,0E6,  be  gnu>ted  t«  Her  Majntf,  to  oomplBte  tha  nim 

neaeiurj  lo  dernj  the  Charge  which  will  come  ia  cOBraa  of  piTinent  during  the  jtu 

CDdiDgon  the  Slat  dajof  Maroh  1870,  for  theBaildingiof  theHoa*Mof  FarlisnieDt"  .  .    1429 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out    "£34,026,"    in   order   to   insert 

"  £28,526,'*— (Jfr.  i>("B«7y»,)_inatead  thereof. 
After  debate.  Question,  "That  ' £34,026 '   stand  part  of  the  proposed 

Besolution,"  put,  and  negatived. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  £28,536  '  be  there  inserted." 
Amendment  proposed   to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  by  leaving 

out  "  £28,526,"  and  inserting  "  £31,026,"— (ifr.  Zoyorrf,)— instead 

thereof. 
After  further  debate.  Question  put,  "That  '£28,526'  stand  part  of  the 

said  proposed  Amendment : " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  97,  Noes  187 ; 

Majority  90. 
£31,026  inserted. 
Besolution,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

SvppLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 
Canada  Rulwat  Loan — Bbsohitioii — ^Amendment  proposed, 
To  lesTB  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  QuMlion,  in  order  to  add  tho 
word*  "thia  Iloaw  1*  of  opinion  that  the  npplicatlon  of  monof  ntiaed  under  the  Im- 
perial guarante*,  in  purtuanee  of  •  The  CsQada  Rsilwaf  I.OB11  Act,  1867,'  to  the 
MdemplioD  of  a  portioD  of  the  debt  of  the  Canadian  Doininion  ia  contnuy  lo  the  in-   , 
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(ention  of  tfaat  Aet ;  and  that  no  fortlwr  gnuantco  ihould  ba  given  bf  the  Com- 
nluioDsn  of  Her  Majeit;')  Treaiory  under  the  ibore  Aet,  exoepl  in  looh  fbnn  and 
manner  u  shall  eniare  the  dinct  application  of  the  mone;  lo  guaranteed  to  the 
oonitrnation  of  the  Intenolonial  Railway," — [Mr.  Sitielair  ^yloun.P-iaitead  thereof  1445 
Qaefltion  pnpoeed,  ' '  TliSit  the  'words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
tlie  Question :" — After  short  debate,  Amendmeat,  by  leave,  v>ithdrtuon. 
Uain  Qaeation,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
oj/reedto. 

SUPPLT — Orvn.  Sebvioe  EBnuATEB — eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
(i.)  £Sl,DiS,  to  complete  the  nun  for  Poet  Office  Bnd  Inland  Berenne  BnJtdingi.— After 

■bortdBl---  " ■"- 

(i.)  £66,4 

iS-i  £3.300,  to  eomplete  the  mm  for  Portland  Birhom-. — Votea^«Jto  .. 

(4.)  £7,000,  to  ooroplete  the  lum  fbr  MBtropolitao  Fire  BrJ|fBde. 
(j.)  £19,830,  to  complete  the  inm  for  lat«e  on  GOTernment  Property.— A fUr  abort 
debkte,  YoteaffrtedU) 
(6.)  £I,SOO,  to  ooroplate  the  mm  for  Wellington  Monument. 
(7.)  £3ST,  to  complete  the  mm  for  Palmenton  MoaameDt. 
(8.)  Motion    made,  and  Qneitlgo  propoied,  "Tfaat  a  >am, 
granted  to  Her  Majetty,  to  oomplete  the  lum  Deceaearj  b 

will  come  in  conrie  of  pajmeut  during  tbe  year  ending  on  the  31>t  day  of  Hareh 
ISTO,  lot  EreoUng,  Repairing,  and  Uaiataloing  the  aeveral  Publie  Buildingi  in  the 
De^tment  of  the  CommlMlouer*  of  Fubllo  Woiki  in  Ireland"  ..     lUO 

Kotion  made,  and  Qaeetion  propoied,  "  That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  £BT,667,  Ac." — [Mr. 
GMrfliri.)— After  abort  debate.  Motion,  bf  IsaTe,  wi(Adnii«n  .■—Original  Qneiti<Hi  put, 
Mnia^rtedlo  ..  ..  ..     11S3 

(9.)  £3,363,  to  eomplete  the  mm  for  Ulster  Canal. 
(10.)  £86,810,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr  Ligbthonaei  Abroad.— After  abort  debate,  Vote 

agrtedto  ..     1M3 

(it,)  Motion  made,  and  (^Deation  propoied,  "That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £087,  be  granted 
to  Her  Mi^eety,  to  oomplete  the  mm  neoeaaary  to  defray  the  Charge  irhioh  vill  cone 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tfae  Slat  day  of  Mareb  18TD,  for 
the  Haintenanee  and  Repaira  of  Embassy  Houaea  Abroad  "  .,  ..      1U9 

After  short  debate.  Motion  mads,  and  Question  propoied,  "  That  the  Item  of  £135,  for 
Salary  of  tbs  Clerk  of  the  Worki  in  ehaive  (inelading  allovanee  for  Lodging),  be 
omittedlrom  the  pvposed  Vote,"— (ifr.^Sifrt)     ..  .,  ,,      IISB 

After  .further  abort  debate,  Atoendmeat,  by  lesTe,  wicAdraum; — Original  Question  put, 
and  agrted  to, 
(ii.)  £ST,68S.  to  complete  the  aum  for  Embnaay  Honiea,  and  Oonsnlar  Baildioga,  Cca- 

atantiuople,  Ohina,  Japan,  and  Tehran. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agretd  U  . .     1168 

(13O  £31,438,  to  complete  tbe  mm  for  HooH  of  Lords  Ofiee*. — After  abort  debate. 

Vote  a^retd  to        ..  ..  ..  ..  . .     IITI 

(U.)  £36,433,  to   complete  the  aum  for  Hoase  of  Commoui  OfBoes.  —  After   abort 
debate.  Vote  agrted  to  ..  . .  . ,  . .     I4T6 

(■J.)  £3B,37S,  to  eomplete  tbe  aum  for  Treuory  aail  Subordinate  Departmenta.— After 

Aarl  debate.  Vote  agr»«d  to  ..     1478 

(16,}  £37,604,  to  oomplete  the  mm  for  Home  Ofllee  and  Subordinate  Department*. — 

After  abort  debate.  Vote  ayrtod  to  ..     IIBO 

Moved,  "  That  the  GhaimiaB  report  Frogreaa," — {Mr.  Vanet.) 
Motion  agrMd  to : — Beaolutions  to  be  reported  Tb-morrew,  at  Two  of  the 
clock ;  Committee  to  dt  again  To-morrotc. 

Valoatloii  of  Property  (Metroptdis)  {rt-eommittei)  Bill  [Bill  ioo>- 
Bill  «m»id«rtd  in  Committee     . .  , ,  , .  , ,  1482 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  f^tdn 
upon  Monday  next. 

PuUio  Workl  (beland)  "KH—Oriend  {Mr.  Afrton,  Mr.  Chaneelhr  of  t/te  Exehiquer) ; 

jHvientnl,  and  read  the  Brat  time  [Bill  903]  ..  ,.  ..     1488 

Clerk  of  Awiie  Wl—Ordertd  [Mr.  AyrUm,  Mr.  ChaMtUor  of  Ae  Exchtqutr) ;  sit»uU*d, 
and,  read  tbe  Bnt  ti; 
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WorehoitBuif  of  Wines  and  Spirits.  &o.  Bill— «»i»fcw^  in  OmbbUh*  :— BwrtttBan 
ogrMd  to,  aad  njwrtfd  :—Bm  onInvd(irr.  S(aM/«U,  ^.  ChaitaUor  of  tht  EKAtpui); 
pr«t#nl£d,  ud  raul  til*  lint  tiRM  [BlUSOl]  ..  .■     lUS 

LOEDS,  FETDAT,  JULY  9. 
IrlBh  Church  BlU  (No.  172)— 
AjnendmentB  reported  (according  to  Order)    . .  ■ .  •  ■  1484 

Clause  2  (OisBolution  of  legiuative  union  between  Qmiohes  of  Ei^Iand 
andlrelaiid)  ..  ..  ..  ..   M89 

Clause  10  (Prohibition  of  future  appointments)  . .  . .   1489 

Clause  12  (Cliurch  properiy  vested  in  ComnuBBionera  under  Act)  ..   1490 

Clause  69  (Ultimate  trust  of  surplus)  . .  _     . .__  1490 

Clause  13  (Dissolution  of  ecclesiastical  corporations,  and  oessatioi] 

right  to  sit  in  House  of  Lords) 
Clause  14  (Compensation  to  ecclesiastical  persona  ottor  than  curates) 
Clause  21  (Existing  law  to  subsist  by  contract) 
Clause  27  (Enactments  with  respect  to  burial  groonds)  . . 
Clause  28  (Enactments  with  respect  to  ecclesiastical  residences) 

Division  list,  Contents  and  Not-Oontents 
Clause  30  (Enactments  with  respect  to  private  endowments) 
After  long  debate,  Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  JTimiiiy 
next,  a^  to  be  prinUd,  as  amended.  (No.  182.) 

COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  JULY  9. 
Jsws   IK   Bodunu — Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons;   Answer,  Mr. 

Otway  ..  ..  ..  1S24 

Cakada — Hdiwok's  Bat  OouFAinr — Question,  Sir  Hany  Vemey ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Monsell    ..  ..  ..  1S26 

Inbolvbmt   Debtobs   ahd    Babkbupicv   Bbfbai.    [Bz-paticbnt    of   Dk- 

OLAiHBD  DiviDEHDS^ — Besolutlon  reported  .,  ,.  1626 

After  short  debate,  Beeolution  agreed  to. 
Insolveitt  Debtors'  and  Bankmptey  Bepeal  {rf-oonwittti)  BUI 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee     , ,  . .  . .  . .  1527 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

on  Monday  next. 
Ckintagions  Diseases  (AiiinialB)'(lfo.  2)  (re-i:ot»<»t'^f«i7}BilI  [Bill  IDS] 
Bill  eormdered  in  Committee.     \Progreti  Uh  Jtdt/]  ..  . .   1528 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  agtda 

upon  TuMday  next,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

BuPfhY — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  prapoeiod, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair;  " — 
Law  of  FoKrEiruxx  ov  CoirviOTroK  ob  Fslokt — Question,  Mr.  0.  Fonter ; 

Answer,  Th?  Attorney  General  . .  , ,  . .  1642 

AanEBT  OF  Mb.  MtntPBT  at  Bibuikoeak — Question,  Mr.  Nvwdegato; 
Answer,  Mr.  Bruce  . ,  . .  . .  . .  1642 

Cestbal  Asia — Question,  Obsemttions,  Mr.  Eastwiok ;  Beply,  lb.  Qrant 
Doff : — Debate  thereon        . ,  . .  . .  1544 

PABLiAMSirr — The  Ladies'  Gallsxt— Bssolutioh — 
Amendment  proposed. 
To  lekTB  out  from  tha  word  "  Tbtt "  to  tlw  Mid  of  the  Qaaition,  in  ard«r  to  add  tlw 
word!  "  In  the  opinioD  of  thii  Houm,  tbe  fTBtlng  In  front  of  the  I«dlet'  Qtllmj 
ilunldbtraiiuirad,"— (Jfr.f#r6«rt,)-4nrte»dt>ienor  ..  ..   1SS3 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  pnHMmed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  fk 
the  Question ;" — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  lesve,  mtMrmn. 
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pASTf  FaooEsaioNS  (iREiuUfD]  Act — Qaeetioii,  Ur.  Sowning;  Answer, 
Mr.  Chichester  Forteooue :— Short  debate  thereon        ..  ..  1 598 

BiosiiT  Chabqs  of  FuBioue  Bidiko  m  Hxdk  Paae — Obaervstioiifi,  Oaptain 
White ;  Bepl;f,  Mr.  Bruce :— Short  debate  thereon        . .  . .  1591 

MotioD,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  by  leave,  untMramt : 
— Conuaittee  dt/§rr§d  till  Mondof/  next. 

Boadt  and  Bridget  (Sootland}  Bill— Onbred  (Tftt  Lord  AAiotate,  Mr.  SotkUor 

<?#MraJ/«r  An(laaii);pn*Mtw^udn^tlwftrittiaM  [BiUaOT]    ..  ••tS93 

Drainage  and  ImproTBmsnt  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act  (1863)  Amendment  Bill— 
Ordered  [Mr.  Ayrtim,  Mr.  ChanMOer  <i4  M*  St/^tt^mt) ;  prawMed,  uid  Tsid  (ba  flnt 
tim>[BiU30SJ      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1592 


Heritable  Bights  "SiSl—Ordmei  [The  Lard  AthetaU,  Jfr.  SMetior  Otiural  fir  Beet- 

land)  i  fTtttalsd,  mad  nmit^  am  tim»lBiaaM)  ..  ,,    1593 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  12. 

School  of  MirsxBT&r  at  Htthb— AnDsaes  »»  a  Bbpobx  oit  Sabitaix 
8t4tb — 
Moutd, "  Thkt  BD  hnmbla  Addreu  be  preientod  to  Her  Hiyeit;  ibr  >  Report  on  the  DDiUry 
tttte  of  the  School  of  HnAstr;  at  Hfthe,  the  onmber  at  offloen  reported  ilok  betwMii 
tbg  lit  of  Mwoh  >Dd  the  30th  of  April  IMS,  uid  eoit  of  DuiaMiniag  (hs  ertkblitb- 
ment  of  the  School  of  Btuiketiytbere  lor  one  7eu,"—{2'Aa  Lord  JCanoMd)  ,,    ]5g4 

After  abort  debate.  Motion  agraed  to. 
Irish  Ohuroh  BUI  (No.  182)— 
J/bf»rf,  "ThattheBinbenoTreadS'," — (37ti  Sari  GframilU)  ..  1595 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("now    )  and  infiert  ("thia  day  three 

months,  ")—(7%0  £arl  of  Ckauartj/.) 
After  debate,  Amendment  (by   leave  of  the   House)  wiiMrateit: — Tho 
original  Motion  a$re«il  to ; — Bill  read  3'  accordingly,  with  the  Ameud- 

AA«r  fiirther  long  debate,  Amendments  made. 

IKviflion  liste,  Contents  and  Not-Oontents  , .  1623,  1657 

On  Question,  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  obieotod  to ;  on  Quefition,  agreed 

to  ;  Bill  patted  accordingly,  and  sent  to  uie  Commons. 
Peotioth  ■aaaxas — 
Againet  the  Third  Beading  of  the  £iU  ..  ..  ..1661 

Affoitut  the  Failing  of  the  £iU  ..  ..  ..   1662 

•/  CamperdMm);    read   l> 

..   1663 

00MM0N8,  MONDAY,   JOLT   12. 
FoLtOB  CoiraiABUSs — Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bnme  . .   1663 
'Earn — Smtz  Oahal — Qoeetion,  Mr.  Oonrley;  Answer,  Mr.  Otway  . .   1664 

Irslahd — ^BiOT  AT  PoKTAimwH — QusstioQ,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Chichester  F<ntescne     . .  . .  . .  1665 

Ibelaiid — Fbooluiatioit  of  thniDAiiK  Ain>  Louth — Question,  Mr.  CaUan ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescoe  . ,  . .  1666 

EoiTG  EoNO — GAHBUsa  HouHES — Question,  Colonel  Bykes;  Answer,  Mr. 

Monsell  .,  ..  ..  ..  ..  1667 

Oysteb  Dredohtg — Qaestion,  Mr.  Blake ;  Answer,  Mr.  Biigbt  . ,  1667 

Ibslaitd — PBooLAiiATioii  OP  LonMNDSKBT— Question,  Sir  Herrey  Btooe; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chichester  Forteaoae  . .  . .  r'   ^^ISB 
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Ieelabi)— TTss  OF  Fibeabhs  bt  the  Irish  Cokbtabitlast — Qaestion,  Hr. 

Vance ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chicliester  Fortescue  . .  . .   1668 

A  THY — Cu3£EAN  pBiZE  MoifET — Question,  Colonel  North;    Answer,  Mr. 

Ayrton         . .  . .  , .  . .  . .   1669 

Pabuaicent — PuBLio   BrBCEsa — Question,  Mr.   Crawford;   Answer,   Mr. 

aiadstoue       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1669 

B\spyvT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  QueBtion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
Uetbopous — New  Fdblio  Offices — ObservatiDne,  Mr.  Goldney;  Beply, 
Mr.  Layard : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  1669 

FoBEiQN  Office — Unpaid  Attaches — Besolittioit — 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  Irom  tba  irord  "  That"  to  (he  end  of  the  QueatioD,  ia  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opiaion  oF  thii  Home,  the  unpaid  Attachfii  in  the  Diplomatio  SerTioe 
an  entitled  to  aalartee  «qual  to  thoM  now  giTSD  to  the  Junior  Clerlu  la  the  Foreign 
Oaee"— (Mr.  Wiiliam  Ltnethar, )—imttMi  tbanot  ..  ,,    1672 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  QueBtion :" — ^Aiter  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
draum. 

Main  Question,   "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
offrtedto. 

SUPPLY — Civil  Seeviob  Estojates — comiderei  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £47,413,  to  eomplate  tba  mm  Cor  the  Foreign  Offloe.— After  ihort  dehate.  Vote 

agretdto  ..  ..  ,.  ..     ISTT 

(a.)  £23381,  to  complete  the  tom  for  the  Colooial  Office. 
(3.)  £27,413,  to  oomplete  the  lum  for  the  Priif  CoudoU  Offlee  and  Department!. 
(4.)  £6S,033,tooDmplete  the  lum  for  the  Board  of  Trade  and  Depaitmaata.— After  ihort 

dehate.  Vote  i^ned  1«  ..  ..  ..     1680 

U.)  £1.931,  to  complete  the  ram  far  the  Ftitj  Seal  Office. 

(6.)  £13,2Sa,  to  complete  the  aum  for  the  Charity  Commiaaion. — Aft«r  abort  debate. 

Vote  curre*d  to       ..  ..  ,.     IMS 

(;.)  £6.094,  to  complete  the  ii 
(8.)  £13,381,  to  complete  the 

— ARor  ahort  debate.  Tote  agreed  to 
(9.)  £7i009,  to  oomplete  the  aum  for  the  Inolomre  and  Drainage  Aota  Expenaea. 
(lO.)  £3S,331,  to  oomplete  the  imn  fitr  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General'i  Depart- 

(II.)  £33,030,  to  oomplete  the  nm  for  the  General  Begiater  Offiae.  — After  abort 

debate,  VoUoffretdto 
(11.)  £3,000,  to  oomplete  the  aum  ior  the  Lonae;  Commlaaion.~-AAer  abort  debate.  Vote 

ayned  to 
(■3.)  £30,SSO,  to  oomplete  the  anm  for  the  Hint. 
(14.)  £11,110,  to  oomplete  the  aom  for  tb«  National  Debt  Offlee. 
(1  j.)  £3S,eeg,  to  oomplete  the  nim  for  the  Patent  Ofltoe.— After  abort  debate.  Vote 

aynedU)  .,  ..  ..  •. 

(t6.)  £1S,417,  to  oomplete  the  anm  for  the  Pajmaater  Geoeral'a  Dffloe. 
{17.)  £176,703,  to  oomplete  the  anm  for  the  Poor  I^w  OommiMion.— After  debate.  Veto 

lareedta 
(18.)  £14,034,  to  eomplete  tba  nm  for  the  Reoord  Offloe.— After  abort  debate.  Vote 


(i9^ff^oa9,  to  et 
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(19.)  £8,009,  to  oomplete  the  aum  for  the  PBblio  Worka  Loan  and  West  India  IiUnda 
Relief  Commiaaiooa. 

(10.)  £1,684,  to  oomplete  the  aum  for  the  Regiatrart  of  Prieodlr  Soeietlea. 

(ai.)  Molioamads,  and  Queation  propoaed,  "That  a  anm,  not  eioeedieg  £131,136,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeatj,  to  complete  the  aum  neeeaaarj  to  defraj  the  Charge  whleh 
will  oome  in  oonrse  of  payment  during  the  jeer  endiog  od  the  Slat  daj  of  Hareh 
18T0,  for  Stationer?,  PriDliag,  Binding,  and  Prinlml  Booka  for  the  seTaral  Pnhlio 
Departmflata,  and  far  Stationery,  Printing,  Binding,  and  Paper  for  the  two  Houaet  of 
Parliament,  includiag  the  Salariea  and  Eipenae*  of  the  Stationerj  Offloe  "  . .     16S3 

After  debate,  Motion  nude,  and  Queation  propoaed,  "That  a  aum,  not  eioeedlng 
£363,185,  tv.;'—iMr.  MilUr)  ..  ..  ..     17D0 

Question  pat :— The  Committee  ifi'utifAJ  ;  Ajea  U,  Meet  110;  H^ritf  70 ;— Original 
Qn^eetion  put,  and  i^TMd  fo. 


,,  Cookie 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
IJnlj/ 12.]  Fig* 

(la.)  MolioD  nuds,  uid  QnMtioa  propoud,  "  That  &  anm,  not  ttateilng  £18,397,  b« 
gnvM  to  Hsr  Majeatj,to  oompUte  ths  Bum  DTCeiurjto  delhijths  Cbarga  vhioh  irill 
some  in  ooaras  of  paTmeut  during  tbe  jaar  onding  on  the  Slit  da;  of  Hanih  ISTO, 
fi>r  the  Salaries  lad  Eipeniei  of  tbe  OSliM  of  Wowii,  Foretti,  and  Land  ReTenuu, 
aod  or  tbo  Office  of  Laud  RereDaa,  Reoordl,  and  larolmeata "         . .  . .     1701 

After  ibort  debate,  Motion  made,  and  QueitioD  propoeed,  "  That  a  mm,  not  eioeeding 
£1S,0S4,  ^.."-iSir  Patrici  (yBrinH)  ..  ..     ITOl 

AAar  farther  abort  debate,  Motion,  ij  leave,  uiiAdravm  .■—^Uriginal  Qoeatioa  pat,  and 
agrttd  to. 
(13.)  Uotion  made,  and  Qaeition  propoaad,  "Tbat  a  enm,  not  eioeedins  £18,733,  be 
granted  to  liar  Mijeat;,  to  oompleta  the  aam  neoeaaarj  to  defrar  the  Obarge  which 
tUI  oome  in  oonrae  of  payment  during  the  jear  ending  on  tbe  Stit  d«7  of  Marab 
IBTQ,  for  the  Salariei  and  Eipeniei  of  tbe  Office  of  the  Comminicnen  of  Her 
Hajeitj'a  Worka  and  Pnblio  Baildingi "  . .     170fl 

Aflvr  abort  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Queition  propoeed,  "  Tbat  a  tarn,  not  exceeding 
£lfl,T33,  *o.,"_(ifr.  Crtntfurd)      ..  ..     1708 

After  further  abort  debate,  Q,neationpnt,  and  M^tittivi:— Original  Qneition  put,  and 

(14.)  £18,000,  Foreign  and  other  Secret  Serrioei. — Vote  ^md  to     ..  ..     1710 

(ij.)  Motion  made,  and  Qjieation  propoaed,  "  That  a  aam.  not  eioeeding  £i,317,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^itj,  to  complete  the  aam  neoeaaarf  to  de&af  tbe  Charge  which 
will  come  in  coune  of  pajment  during  tbe  jear  ending  on  tbe  Slat  daj  of  March 
1870,  for  tbe   Salariea  and   Eipenaei  of  the  Department  of  tbe  Q,ueen'a  and   Lord 
Treamrer'a  Remembranoer  in  the  Exchequer,  Scotland,  of  certain  Offloen  in  Scot- 
land, and  other  Chargei  former);  paid  from  the  Uereditarj  aeienue  "  . .      1710 
After  abort  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Q,ueatlDa  propoaed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £317  \St., 
tor  Qneen'a  PUtea,  be  omitted  Irom  tbe  propoaed  Vote,"— (ifr.  Lutk)                       . .     1710 
After  farther  abort  debate,  Queation  pat ; — Tbe  Committee  iiuided  ;  A;at  73,  Hoea  191 ; 
Migoritj  118  : — Original  Qaeation  pnt,  and  agretd  to. 
BesolutiDiiB  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wedn»siay. 

Paroohial  Schools  (Scotland)  BlU  {L»rdt)  [Bill  164]- 
Mavtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {ITie  Lord  Advoeate)  1711 
After  debate,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for  2h-morrow. 

Vitro  aireerine  Bill— 
Comidertd  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  , ,   1736 

Se*oUMd,  "  Tbat  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  more  the  Honte,  that  leare  be  giren  to  bring 

in  a  Bill  to  prohibit  for  a  limited  period  the  importation  and  to  reitriot  and  regulate  the 

carriage  of  Nltro  Gircerine," — (Sir  John  Bay.) 
Reaolution  reporlMl : — Bill  ordertd  {Sir  John  aay,  Mr,  Alderman  Lawrenet,  Mr.  Oravti]  ; 

prt*mltd,  and  read  the  Brat  time    [Bill  3il.] 

LORDS,  TtlESDAT,  JULY  13. 

ichester;   Beply, 

..   1737 
Education  of  Children  BUI  (No.  88)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"~{7J»  Marquest  Townthtni)       . .  1738 
Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  insert  ("  this  day  three 

montha,")— (7»*  Zori  Frmdmt) 
On  Qneedon,  That  ("  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? — Setoktd  in  the 
Negatvit!  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  th%>  day  three  monthi. 

In&nt  lAfy  Preservation  Bill  (No.  89)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Heading,  read  ..  1739 

After  ^ort  debate.  Order  dueharged : — Bui  wUMrauin. 

Bishops  Besignation  Bill  (Kc  171)— 

Moved,  •'  That  tbe  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7A«  Arehbithop  of  Canterbury)     1740 
After  debate.   Motion   agreed  to  : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eom- 
miittd  to  a  Comioittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  2%w»day  next 
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Charl^  CommlaBioners  BUI   <No.  170)-- 
Jfoiw^  "That  the  B;U  be  now  read  2>,"—(7%«  Zen;  OAmwSw-)  ..  1748 

Motion  agrud  6).—- BUI  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommitttd  to  a  Committoe 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Tvttda^  cezt. 
Special  Balls  BUI  (No.  166)— 
Jfoeai,  '■  That  the  BOl  be  now  read  2\"~{Tht  Zori  ChaneeOor)  . .  1749 

Motion  agretd  to : — Kll  road  2'  aooordingly,  and  evmmitUd  to  a  Committoe 
of  the  Whole  Hoiuie  on  I^tdtday  next. 
ABseued  Bates  BUI  (No.  174)— 
Moved,  "  That  tha  BiU  be  now  read  2',"—(_Th«  Lord  iVwy  Seal)  . .  1750 

After  ahort  debate,  Motion  agrttd  to  : — Bill  read  2*  aooonun^y,  and 
eommitted  to  a  Coiamittoe  of  tiie  Whole  Houee  on  7\tMday  next. 
SoxroH  Saluok  Fisheby  Act,   1862 — Question,   Lord   Abinger  ;    Answer, 

The  Earl  of  Moriej  ..  175S 


COMMONS,  TTJESDAT,  JULY  18. 

Oixuasa  YBssBLa  at  the  Ovnou  Houbx — Qae§ti<Hi,  Mr.  GtaTW ;  Answar, 

Mr.  Ayrton     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1764 

Mbtbofolis' — St.    Paxg&u    Wobkhocsb — Qoestioii,    Colonel   Barttelot; 

Answer,  Mr.  GoBohen  ..  ,,  ..  ..  1754 

Oontagioiu  DiBeasee  (Animals)  {No.  2)  {rt-eommitted)  BUI  [Bm  103] 
Bill  oontidered  in  Oommittee    \Progret»  9th  July]  . ,  , .  176fi 

After  some  time  ^lent  ther^n,  Bill  rtforUi;  as  amended,  to  be  oon- 
Bidered  upon  Fndtiy,  and  to  be  printtd.   [Bill  212.] 
Malta — Bbsolutiow — Movtd, 

"  That,  Id  the  opinion  of  thii  Hoow,  it  ii  expadisnl,  in  Moordkooa  with  pM^ei  (iTNi  in 
tha  Dime  of  Cbs  SoTereign,  to  rsitora  to  the  people  of  Ualta,  with  neh  modiflBationi 
U  preieat  oiroamatuimi  nujr  reqaire,  their  kDoient  repretentitiTB  inititBtloo,  the  ■  CoD< 
gnuo  Popohtre  i*  to  re-eit&bliih  the  '  EiMmtiTe  Connoll '  u  t,  4iit)nat  bod;,  aiding  th« 
GoTemor  in  sdminiit«riB{  the  Ciril  A&ire  of  the  Iiland  ;  and,  rareriJBg  to  the  poll*]' 
aUndoned  in  IBCB,  to  mtr  the  offloa  of  <  Cnil  OoTeraor'  from  tiat  of  •  ComMMtttr  tt 
the  Fonwe,'"— (Xr.  JM«r<  Z^MTVMJ  ..  .,    1774 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  witMraton. 
Ceuta  (Thbatz  ob  Timr-Tsm) — Monos  fob  Fafebs — Movtd, 
"  That  an  hmnhle  AddroM  be  prefuted  to  Her  litjmltf,  tiwt  She  will  bo  gtaoioiulj 
pleaied  to  give  direetiooi  that  there  be  Uld  before  thi>  Hooie,  Copies  of  the  Hemorial 
of  the  Cbambv  of  Commaroe  at  Shanghai  to  Sir  Eotharford  AloooL  and  bii  K^r  to 
the  Memorial  addraeied  to  CoDinl  Hedbunt.  dated  the  23rd  da;  of  Marob  lait : 
And,  of  all  Gorreepondenoe  of  tbo  Forairn  OSe«  with  Sir  Rntberfbid  Aioo^  on  tho 

■nhjeot  of  th«  renewal  of  the  Traatf  of  TiaB-tiin,"— <Cali>n«J  Syfaf)  ,,    1779 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  vithirMB*. 
Hoiras  Tax — BxsoLinioB — Movtd, 
"  That  the  Hoqm  Tai  onght  to  be  aboliihed  beoanio  H  inpoeet  Iqjorioni  and  iinnnniMarr 
reebriotioni  apeo  the  ereelloo  of  dwelling  Ibr  the  Working  OtaMoi,  tod  beoaM*  titt  Tax 
preiMt  Tsr^  aneqoaU;  upon  diSerent  olaam  of  tha  oommotiiljr,  and  ialii  moat  heaTilf 
npon  panoni  of  moderate  income," — [Mr.  Alderman  W.  LawrtnM)  1802 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  wittdrcfm. 
Cattle  Plaoitb  (Cheseibe) — Bbbolutioii — 3f«vtd, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Home,  the  dtflraaa  oooaaioBad  bf  tha  Catda  Ptagne  to  tba 
Ratepafen  of  the  DOnntj  of  Cheater  ontitlei  them  to  the  faTonrable  coniideration  of 
Her  UajaitT*!  OoTemmeot,  with  a  riew  U>  teme  remiMJon  of  tlie  heavf  dabt  Inesrrad 
for  the  atDOont  of  oompensaUoD,"— <£»^  t'n'wnur)  ..  ,,    J607 

After  debate,  Qaestlon  put: — The  House  dtciitd;  Ayes  85,  Noes  126; 
Majorit;  41. 
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Packet  ahd  Tslbqbaph  OoNTBAora — Bebolxttion — 

Movei,1hB.t  the  first  Eesolutdon  of  the  House  ot  the  24tli  of  July,  1860— 

**  That  in  all  ContnotrezteDdiDg  OTer  &  period  of  jean,  and  onHtting  a  pablio  otuvga,  aatnal 
or  proipeotiTe,  entered  into  b}  tbe  Goreniment  tor  Che  Gonrejaooe  of  Miili  1^  Sea,  or 
fbr  the  parpoM  of  Totegrapliia  CommnoioatiODa  bajcrnd  Sea,  there  should  be  iaaerted  the 
ooDdition  that  the  Contract  ihall  not  be  biBdioi  until  it  has  been  laid  upon  tbe  Table  of 
the  Hdqh  of  OommoDi  lor  one  Month  without  dtsapproTal,  nnleu,  prerlaos  to  the  lapse 
«f  that  period,  it  ha*  been  approved  of  bj  a  Keaolotion  of  the  Hooae," 
be  read  and  Teecinded ;  and  in  lieu  thereof,  that  it  be  reHolved — 

"  That  in  all  Contlaets  extending  orer  a  period  of  jeors  and  ortating  a  public  oharge,  ootual 
or  prospeotlTe,  entered  into  b;  the  Groreniment  for  the  ConTEjaDae  of  Hails  bj  Sea,  or 
for  the  porpoea  ofTelegraphie  ComranBieatloa*  bejoad  Sea,  there  shoDldhe  iasertAd  the 
oondition  that  the  Contract  shall  not  be  binding  until  it  has  been  approved  of  by  a  Reso- 
IntioD  of  the  Home," — {Tha  Marqugn  of  SartioffUm)  ..  ,.    1818 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  sud  RoMilDtion,  and  tbe  Retolntioni  oF  tbe  HooM  of  the  94th  Jnly 
ISeo,  be  Standing  Orders  of  tibi*  House. 

Ketropolitan  Bnilding  Act  (1B66)  Amendment  Bill— i^wmtsd,  and  read  the  flnt 

time  [BillSM]         ..  „  ..  ..  ..    I8I9 

Trades  TTnioiu  (Protection  of  Fands)  "KR— Ordered  [Mr.  Secretary  Brute,  Mr. 

J&Kd«UliU-^ti^«m):  prvjMleif,  and  read  the  Brat  time  [Bill  aiS]     ..  ,.    1819 


COMMONS,    WEDNESDAY,   JULY   14. 
SiiLL-BoBir  OHiij>Bxir — Question,  Dr.  Brewer;  Answer,  t5x.  Bruce  . .  1S19 

Mbibofolis — St.  Pahobas  Wokxboitbe — Question,  Dr.  Brewer;    Answer, 

Mr.  Goeehen  ..  ..  .,  1820 

Beal  EBtate  Intestacy  BUI  [Bill  45]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Lq<^  Smg)  , ,  1820 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 
Beret/ord  Hope :) — After  debate.  Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  169,  Noes 
144;  Majority  25: — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to; — Bill  read  a 
second  time,  and  committed  for  Wednttday  next. 

Public  8oho«U  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr.  Seerelary  Bruee,  Mr. 

&)Kri(er6«MraJ):jir«Mile<^  and  read  the  Brat  time  [BUI  317]  ..  ..    1864 


LOEDS,  THUaSDAY,  JULY  15. 

Ohildren,  &o.  Erotectioii  Bill  (No.  84}— 
Jfiiwrf,  "ThattheBillbonowpead2',"— (7X«  iKwjHM»Jb«wA«»ii)         ..  1864 
Amendment  movad  to  leaye  out  ("now")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 

months,  "WJ^J  Earl  o/Airlie.) 
On  Question,  Tiiat("now")  stand  part  of  the  Motion?    Sesohed  in  the 
Nfj/atiee ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  this  da*/  three  monthe. 

Endowed  Schoola  Bill  (No.  139)— 
Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committoe," — {The 
Lord  Pretident)  ..  ..  ..  1866 

After  debato,  Motion  (^Mil  fa ; — House  in  Committee  accordingly  ..  1875 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  the  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be  re- 
ceived on  liieidaf  next;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  192.)    . 
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Bm»iM  07  Bkidqbb — Question,  Sir  Herbert  Croft ;  Answer,  Mr.  Knatchbull- 

Hugeaeen        ..  ..  ..  ..  1886 

PABLIAMKHTAEY  BETttBiTS — Queation,  Mr.  Peek ;  Answer,  "Ht.  Ayrton      . .  1887 
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Abut — Colonslb  in  thb  Iin>iAiT  Abkt — Question,  Colonel  Nmrtli ;  Answer, 
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Thb  West  Ikdieb — Question,  Sir  Charles  Adderle; ;  Answer,  Mr.  Monssll  1889 
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LORDS. 


NEW  "PEEBS. 

Tbjday,  Jtjlt  2. 
Lord  Bollo  of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  called  Scotland,  having  been 

created  Baron  Dunning  of  the  United  Kingdom — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 

introduced. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Monday,  JuifS  21. 
The  Lord  Hawke,  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother. 

TuKSDAT,  Jdhb  22. 
The  Lord  Stuart  of  Castie  Stuart,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

HOHDAY,  JOBE  28. 

The  Lord  Ashburton,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

Thubsday,  Jin,Y  1. 
The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

EEPEBSENTATIVE  PEERS.  {Writi  and  S»twnu.') 

Thubsday,  July  8. 
The  Earl  of  Kellie  {Jor  Scotland),  Certificate  read. 
The  Earl  of  Biuitty  (for  L-eland),  v.  The  Earl  of  Wioklow,  deceased. 


COMMONS. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWOKN. 
Thtihsdat,  Jcsk  17. 
Nottingham  Twcn— Charles  Seely,  the  younger,  esquire. 
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First    Session   op    the    Twentieth    Parliament  op    the 

United    Kingdom    of     Great    Britain    and  Ireland* 

Appointed     to     meet     10     December,     1868,  in    the 
Thiett-Second  Yeae    of  the   Reign    op 

.     HER    MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTORIA. 


FOURTH    VOLUME   OF    THE   SE88IOW. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
JTiuriday,  MtkJune,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— Fdblic  BiLLi—J'im  Reading— 
Pier  »nd  tlvboar  OHen  Confirmation  "  ( 134). 

Second  Readinff—imh  Cbnrcb  (109),  debate  ad- 
journed :  Oyater  aad  MubmI  Fiiheriei  Sapple- 
menUl»(129);Ei<jhequBrBoDdi(£3^00,000)"; 
SeaFisbariM  Act  (1868)  Supplemental*  (133). 

MR.    BRIGHT'S   LETTER.— QUESTION. 

LOBD  CAIRNS:  My  Lords,  theQues- 
tion  whicli  I  .am  about  to  put  to  tlie 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ckilouies  is  oue  whicIi,  in  eome  degre 
connects  itself  with  the  debate  vhich 
about  to  be  reeumed ;  but  I  have  tboug^ht 
that  it  would  be  more  consistent  with 
the  gravity  of  that  debate,  and  at  the 
same  time  more  fair  towards  Her  Ma- 
jesty's QoTemmeiit,  if  I  were  to  endea- 
vour, so  i&t  as  I  am  concerned,  to  dis- 
oonnect  the  subject-matter  of  that  Ques- 
tion from  the  debate  itself.  My  Lords, 
anyone  who  has  watched  the  progress 
of  the  debate  up  to  the  present  time 
cannot  fiiil  to  have  been  struck  witb  one 
VOL.  OXOVn.    [THutD  sEEiBa.] 


cirGumstance — namely,  the  strong  sense 
of  responsibility  under  which  every 
f^eaker  upon  each  aide  of  the  House 
appeared  to  feel  with  respect  to  the 
course  which  he  was  about  to  take.  My 
Lords,  in  determining  the  course  to  be 
taken  upon  any  public  question  which 
may  come  to  be  decided  Dy  your  Lord- 
ships, it  is  natural  to  feel  considerable 
anxiety,  even  when  nothing  more  has 
to  be  considered  than  the  abstract  merita 
of  the  question  itself.  But  when,  in 
addition  to  the  abstract  merits  of  the 
question,  we  find  that  the  decision  at 
which  we  may  arrive  may  not  be  in 
unison  with  the  expressed  determination 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the 
situation  becomes  one  of  much  graver 
magnitude  and  anxiety.  My  Lords,  the 
first  condition,  as  it  appears  to  me,  to- 
wards the  exercise  of  the  task  which  we 
have  then  to  undertake  is  that  every 
bearing  of  the  question  to  be  decided 
should  be  apprehended  and  considered 
by  minds  free  from  passion  and  from 
prejudice ;  and,  above  all,  free  from  any 
appearance  of  pressure,  except  the  pres- 
sure which  arises  from  the  overwhelm- 
ing sense  of  public  duty.    Now,  if  ther? 


;,COO'^[C 


Mr.  Srighfs 


j  LORDS  j 


Zetter —  Qtuttion. 


be  any  quarter  to  wliicli  we  may  more 
rightly  look  than  another  for  aid  in  the 
discharge  of  this  task,  under  these  con- 
ditiona,  it  is,  I  think,  to  Her  Majeely's 
GoTemment.  It  is  for  them  to  en- 
deavour, as  f ar  aa  possible  both  by  the 
character  and  by  the  conduct  of  the  le- 
gislation they  propose,  to  secure  the 
harmonious  working  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  and  if  there  be  one  thing 
which,  more  than  another,  would  be 
calculated  to  max  or  to  thwart  that  har- 
monious working,  it  would  be  any  at- 
t^upt  to  represent  to  this  House  that  its 
deliberations  should  be  influenced,  uot 
by  reason  or  persuasion — not  by  the 
merits  of  the  question  or  by  those  con- 
siderations of  public  policy  and  expe- 
diency properly  attaching  to  it — but  by 
some  selfish  and  timid  apprehensions  as 
to  our  personal  interests,  or  under  the 
pressure  of  menaces  as  to  our  safety  as 
an  institution.  My  Ijords,  on  this  score 
I  certainly  have  no  complaint  to  make 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  the  Secretaiy 
for  the  Coloaies.  Some  nights  a^  a 
noble  Xiord  on  this  side  of  the  House 
(Lord  Bateman)  proposed  a  Question— 
which  I  beheve  in  point  of  form  was  not 
actually  put — which  led  to  some  ohser- 
Tations  from  the  noble  Secretaiy  of  State. 
Seferring  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  seen  the  noble  Earl  that 
day  on  the  subject,  the  noble  Earl  said — 

"  Hold  him  IcoaldqaiMundentand  th«  aniistj 
which  STer;  Member  of  the  floute  muit  feel  with 
reipcoC  to  the  preciM  pDaition  io  which  ther  atood 
with  regard  to  the  Iriih  Churoh  Bill,  and  1  could 
klio  Dnderstand  the  with  of  noble  Lords  for  tome 
information  with  regard  to  the  Ibreati  to  which 
he  hu  rclerred  ■■  baving  been  held  out  towards 
tbii  llouie  in  case  jour  Lordabipe  should  think 
proper  lo  adopt  a  oeriain  polio;.  1  have  teen 
those  tbreatu  quoted  in  BOms  detail  in  Ipeechea 
made  out-of-doors  ;  but  I  am  uttertf  unaware  of 
an;  foundation  there  can  posiiblj  be  for  them.  1 
afaall  not  answer  the  noble  Lord's  queelion  now. 
but  I  ihall  take  an  opportnnit},  on  Monda;,  of 
explaining  to  the  Ijouse  in  a  manner  which  I  traat 
will  be  tatiaractorjr  to  an;  reasonable  man.  that 
Her  Majesty's  GOTOminent  neither  has  nor  ever 
had  anj  intention  of  departing  from  that  proper 
and  respectful  course  which  it  ia  the  dot;  of  Her 
Majeslj's  SGrranla  to  follow,  whether  thej 
dealing  with  the  Bouae  of  Commons  or  with  j 
Lordships' Ucuse."-^3if<insar(l,cxDTi.  1580-81.] 
That  was  said  upon  the  11th  of  June — 


upoi 
I  think  upon  Friday  night  of  last  week. 
And  when  the  second  reading  of  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  came  to  be  proposed 
on  the  Monday  night  following,  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  was  charged 
with  the  duty  of  explaining  the  measure 
Lord  Cairtu 


to  your  Lordships.  I  need  not  say  that 
that  duty  was  discharged  with  the  great 
ability  which,  on  all  occasions,  is  dis- 
played by  the  noble  Earl,  and  with  that 
concihatory  manner  which,  I  think,  on 
no  other  occasion  was  ever  more  con- 
spicuously manifested.  The  noble  EaVl 
stated  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  he  insisted 
upon  the  aj^^nmenta  in  its  iaTour  on 
which  he  was  disposed  to  rely  ;  he  ap- 
pealed to  your  Lordships'  judgment,  to 
your  reason,  to  your  patriotism  ;  and  on 
that  appeal  he  was  satisfied  to  rest.  I 
repeat,  therefore,  that  I  have  nothing 
to  complain  of  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Ear!  opposite.  But  whUe  this  was  going 
on  within  your  Lordships'  House,  a  some- 
what different  scene  was  being  enacted 
out-of-doors.  I  think  my  memory  serves 
me  right  when  I  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment  to 
the  BUI  gave  notice  of  his  intention  of 
so  doing  upon  the  Monday  of  last  week. 
"Well,  a  few  days  thereafter,  a  public 
meeting  was  about  to  be  held  in  Bir- 
mingham for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
the  opinion  of  those  assembled  at  it  upon 
the  merits  of  the  Irish  Church  BOl,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  petitioning  your  Lord- 
ships' House  upon  the  subject.  A  very 
eminent  Member  of  the  Cabinet — the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade— whose 
name,  I  think,  appeared  upon  the  back 
of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  when  it  waa  first 
introduced — was  invited  to  attend  that 
meeting,  which  was  to  be  held  in  the 
borough  which  he  represents.  He  waa 
unable  to  attend;  but,  if  my  information 
is  correct,  he  foTwarded  to  the  secretary 
of  the  meeting  a  letter,  which,  if  it  be 
correctly  reported,  appears  obviously  in- 
tended to  be  read  at  the  meeting ;  in  the 
first  place  to  account  for  the  unavoidable 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  the  second  place  to  express  his  opinion 
as  to  the  subject  upon  which  the  meeting 
intended  to  deliberate.  I  will  take  tha 
liberty  of  reading  tlmt  letter  to  your 
Lordrfiips.    It  is  as  follows : — 

"  London,  June  9. 
"Dear  Sir, — I  must  ask  mj  frienda  to  excuse 
mo  if  I  am  unable  to  aooept  tlieir  invitation  for 
the  meeting  on  Mondaj  next.  The  Lords  are  not 
verj  wise,  but  there  ia  semeCimea  profit  to  the 
people  even  In  their  nnwiidom.  If  the;  shrald 
delaj  the  pasting  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  for 
throe  laonths  tbey  wQl  stimulate  discussion  on 
important  questions  whiob,  but  for  their  in- 
fatuation, might  hare  sliiinbered  for  man;  jears. 
It  is  possible  ibat  a  good  manj  people  may  ask, 
what  is  the  apeoial  value  of  a  oonatitotion  which 
giiea  a  miijorit;  of  100  in  one  House  for  a  given 
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polief ,  and  B  n^oritjof  100  in  uiDthir  Home 

sgunil  it  )  It  m&jbe  Biked,  aIbo,  vfa;  tbeCrawD. 
through  it)  Hiniilen  in  the  Boum  of  CommonB, 
■hould  be  found  in  bknuouy  with  the  nation,  while 
the  Lordi  are  geDenll}  in  dire«t  opposition  to 
Itf  Instead  of  doing  a  lictlg  childish  tinkering 
about  life  peerages,  tt  would  be  well  if  the 
Peen  oould  bring  themaelTei  on  a  tine  with  the 
opinion!  and  neoeuitiei  of  our  d*f .  In  bormonj 
with  the  nation,  thej  may  go  on  for  a  long  time  ; 
but,  throwing  tbemaelTsi  attiwart  it)  conraa,  the; 
laa;  meet  with  aooident)  not  pleaMnt  for  them  to 
think  of.  But  there  are  not  a  few  good  and  wise 
men  among  the  Paen ;  and  we  will  hope  that  their 
eoanoils  may  prsTail.  I  am  nue  jou  will  fbrgiTe 
me  if  I  oannot  ceme  to  yonr  meeting. 

"Job*  BkiBBt." 

Havuig  read  thie  letter  I  desire,  mth 
your  Lordships'  permiasion,  to  make  a. 
very  sUg'ht  digression  before  comment- 
ing furUier  upon  it.  We  have  lately 
been  ocxnipied  wit^  the  consideration  of 
a  Bill  upon  the  subjec^t  of  life  Peerages. 
When  that  Bill  was  first  Introduced, 
many  Members  of  yoor  Lordships'  House 
entertained  ve^  cMnsiderable  doubts 
vith  respect  to  its  expediency.  It  was 
sot  B  GoTemment  Bill,  but  it  was 
warmly  advocated  by  the  Qoremment. 
We  vere  told  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  OrauTille)  that  he  attached  very 
considerable  value  to  the  measure,  and 
tbat  he  considered  its  passing  would  be 
of  great  importance  to  the  public ;  and 
we  were  accordingly  urged  by  him  to 
accept  the  Bill  wit£  or  without  Amend- 
ments. Coneidering  the  uncertainty 
which  at  first  prevailed  in  many  of  your 
Lordships'  minds  with  respect  to  the 
expediency  of  that  Bill,  I  have  no  doubt 
you  were  considerably  influenced  by 
this  statement  of  the  representative  of 
the  Government  in  this  House  of  their 
opinion  as  to  its  value  and  expediency. 
Moreover,  I  think  an  observation  was 
made  to  the  effect  that  it  was  a  some- 
what dangerous  experiment  to  send 
down  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
a  Bill  inviting  their  consent  to  sji  alter- 
ation in  our  constitution  ;  and  no  doubt 
this  fact  alflo  weighed  with  your  Lord- 
elupe— that  the  Government  having  ap- 
T^oved  and  endorsed  the  Bill  in  this 
House,  it  would  be  commended  to  the 
other  House  by  the  Government,  who, 
posaeseiiig  a  considerable  majority  in 
that  House,  might  have  urged  it  there 
under  circumstances  which  ought  to 
have  led  to  its  favourable  reception. 
X  cannot  but  think,  tlierefore,  that  some 
of  your  Lorddiipa  must  have  been  sur- 
prued  when,  after  this  course  had  been 


taken  by  the  Government  in  this  House, 
an  eminent  Member  of  that  same  Govern- 
ment, before  the  Bill  had  left  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  before  even  the  other 
House  could  be  supposed  to  be  cognizant 
of  its  contents,  rushed  into  the  coimtiy, 
and  before  one  of  the  most  important 
constituencies  in  the  kingdom  proclaimed 
that  he  regards  this  Bill,  ^proved  of 
by  Ms  GoUeE^es  in  this  House,  as  a 
mere  bit  of  "  childidi  tinkering"  witb 
our  Constitution.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
wish  to  mate  any  comment  upon  two  of 
the  expressions  contained  in  the  letter 
which  I  have  read  to  your  Lordships — 
the  expreEsions  that  "  the  Lords  are  not 
very  wise,"  and  that  the  course  which 
they  intend  to  take  is,  or  amounts  to, 
"  itkfatuation."  These  are  matters  of  opi- 
nion on  which  I  do  not  care  to  enter  into 
any  discussion.  But  I  may  be  permitted  to 
express  some  doubt  whether  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  who  is  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature,  and  firom 
whom,  as  a  Minister,  sitting  in  one 
branch  of  the  Iiegislature,  some  appear- 
ance,  at  all  events,  of  outward  respect 
towards  all  branobea  of  the  Legislature 
might  be  looked  for — I  say  I  may  be 
permitted  to  express  a  doubt  whether  a 
Minister  placed  in  such  a  position, 
though  he  may  be  acquitted  on  a  charge 
of  want  of  courtesy,  does,  by  Uiese  ex- 
pressions, exhibit  a  laige  share  of  that 
excellent  quality  the  possession  of  which 
he  denies  to  your  Lordships.  But,  pasa- 
ing  by  any  comments  on  the  words  of 
the  letter,  there  appears  to  me  to  be  in- 
volved in  the  document  four  statements, 
not  the  less  remarkable,  and  not  the  less 
palpable,  from  the  circumstance  that 
they  are  stated  obliquely  and  indirectly. 
These  statements  I  ^lall  mention  to  your 
Lordships.  There  is,  in  the  first  place, 
the  statement  that  the  Lords  are  gene- 
rally in  direct  opposition  to  the  will  of 
the  nation.  There  is,  in  the  second  place, 
the  statement^-obliquely  if  not  directly 
made — that  if  the  Ineh  Church  BiU  be 
rejected,  a  fair  question  will  be  raised 
whether  the  House  of  Peers  should  con- 
tinue as  a  part  of  the  Constitution. 
There  is,  in  the  third  place,  the  state- 
ment, that  the  rejection  of  the  Irish 
Church  Bill  might  very  possibly  lead  to 
the  overthrow  of  the  House  of  Lords — 
deeanibed  by  the  euphemistic  expression 
of  there  possibly  "meeting  with  acci- 
dents not  pleasant  for  them  to  think  of," 
B2  -.iv 
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And  there  is,  in  the  fourth  place,  the 
Etatement  —  which  perhaps  involves  a 
proposition  more  remarkable  than  any  I 
have  stated — that  if  by  any  means  tiiis 
Bill  were  rejected  there  might  arise  a 
tumult  of  the  people.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
do  not  comment  upon  these  propositions. 
I  might,  indeed,  be  permitted  to  express 
the  opinion  whether  the  direct  conse- 
quences of  statements  of  this  kind,  made 
m  this  way,  may  not  be  somewhat  dif- 
ferent to  that  which  the  writer  of  the 
letter  might  desire,  and  whether  some  of 
the  Menkbers  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
in  consequence  of  a  letter  of  this  kind, 
might  not  even  be  driven  to  record  s 
vote,  which  otherwise  you  would  not 
hare  recorded,  against  the  Bill  of  which 
I  have  been  speaking.  I  desire  not  to 
be  misunderstood  on  this  point.  I  myself 
lun  anxious  in  my  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Harrowby)  ;  but  I  should  regret 
if ,  in  a  matter  of  so  great  gravity,  any 
of  your  Lordships  should,  by  reaso 
the  menaces  contained  in  this  letter,  be 
deterred  from  voting  for  the  Amendment ; 
and  I  should  regret — even  more — if  it 
were  to  happen  that  by  that  species  of 
recoil,  whicli  frequently  arises  in  gene- 
rous minds,  in  consequence  of  this  letter, 
a  single  vote  should  be  recorded  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  which  would  not 
otherwise  have  been  given  to  it.  But 
the  question  which  I  put  to  myself  is 
this — Are  these  expressions,  and  is  this  a 
letter,  which  ought  to  have  been  written 
by  &  Cabinet  Minister  of  the  Crown  ?  I 
maintain  that  they  are  not.  I  maintain 
that  no  letter  of  a  similar  kind  has  < 
before  emanated  from  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  My  Lords,  I  venture  to  ask  you 
this  question — If  it  had  been  the  ease 
that  ttie  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  snat  in  your 
Lordshipe'  House,  and  if  the  expressions 
contained  in  his  letter  had  fallen  from 
him  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  would 
it  be  possible  that  your  LordRhipa  should 
have  consented  that  the  discussion  upon 
this  subject  should  have  continued  in  the 
face  of  the  menaces  contained  in  this 
letter?  My  Lords,  I  want  to  know  what 
is  to  be  said  of  these  expressions  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  coming  from  him 
not  in  debate  in  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  but  in  a  letter,  not  intended 
as  a  private  communication,  but  meant 
as  a  manifesto  to  be  i-oad  at  a  public 
meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  consi- 
Lord  Cairn* 


dering  the  policy  which  was  being  pur- 
sued f  I  ask  further,  on  what  principle 
is  the  conduct  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  reference  to  this  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ?  We  all  know — 
we  reco^iize  most  gladly  on  both  sides 
of  this  House,  however,  we  may  differ 
in  opinion  from  him — not  only  the  cour- 
tesy, but  the  dignity  with  which  tho 
conduct  of  the  Government  proceeds  in 
the  hands  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  opposite.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  ask  is  the  result  to  be  this — that  the 
Government  is  to  be  managed  something 
like  a  business  firm, with  an  affable  Mem- 
ber within  the  House,  who  is  to  appeal 
to  our  reason  and  persuasion  with  bland 
accents  in-doors,  while  there  is  out-of- 
doors  another  member  of  the  same  £rm 
throwing  all  considerations  of  reason  and 
persuasion  to  the  winds,  and  coarsely 
substituting  for  them,  as  his  only  argu- 
ment, a  menace  threatening  onr  vory 
existence  ?  Now,  that  leads  me  to  say  a 
word  as  to  the  responsibility  of  any  Go- 
vernment for  the  acts  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers. A  short  time  ago  we  had  a  con- 
versation in  this  House  with  reference  to 
some  expressions  upon  a  question  of 
policy  which  had  fallen  from  a  Member 
of  the  Government — I  think  the  same 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  defence 
made  at  that  time  by  the  Government 
was  of  this  kind — It  was  said — "Mr. 
Bright  has  always  entertained  certain 
views  of  his  own  upon  the  Irish  land 
question.  The  Government  have  not  aa 
yet  announced  any  policy  upon  that  sub- 
ject. Mr.  Bright,  in  me  course  of  a 
debate  in  the  other  House,  announced 
his  adherence  to  a  policy  which  he  had 
recommended  before.  '\\Tien  the  proper 
time  arrives  the  Government  will  con- 
sider what  policy  they  shall  recommend, 
and  it  will  then  be  seen  whether  they 
agree  with  the  pohcy  of  Mr.  Brirfit,  or 
whether  he  agrees  with  theirs.  In  the 
meanttme  the  discussion  of  the  question 
is  premature,  and  no  Government  con 
be  held  answerable  for  expressions  which 
have  fallen  imder  those  circumstances 
from  one  of  its  members."  Now,  I  con- 
fess that  although  there  might  be  a 
certain  amount  of  inconvenience  in  the 
state  of  things  so  described,  yet  the 
answer  of  the  Government  was  reason- 
ably BufBcient  as  regarded  those  expres- 
sions. But  it  is  a  very  different  matter 
when  the  question  is  not  one  of  some 
future  policy  not  yet  presented  to  Par- 
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meut,  but  relates  to  aa  act  actually  and 
really  done  by  a  Member  of  the  Ad- 
mmifltratiou.  I  say  it  ie  vain  to  call  tliis 
letter  a  private  communicatiott ;  it  is  a 
manifeBto  as  much,  addressed  to  the 
public  as  if  it  trere  addresBed  to  them 
through  the  mediimi  of  a  debate  in 
either  House  of  Parliament.  The  joint 
and  entire  responsibility  of  a  Govern- 
meut  for  the  acts  of  one  of  its  members 
has  been  bo  well  established  that  if  I 
refer  to  it  at  all  it  is  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saying  that,  so  far  as  I  kno'w, 
only  one  exception  has  been  made  to 
that  responsibility  ;  and  that  exception 
is  this — that  if  a  Member  of  a  Qovem- 
meut,  alone  and  without  any  communi- 
cation with  his  Colleagues,  performs  any 
particular  act  connected  with  the  course 
of  policy  of  the  Government,  and  if  the 
Government,  not  having  known  of  the 
act  before,  on  being  informed  of  it,  do 
not  approve  of  it,  and  state  their  disap- 
proval forthwltii,  it  would  be  the  height 
of  pedantry  to  suppose  that  the  respon- 
eibOity  of  the  whole  Cabinet  existed 
with  regard  to  that  act  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. But  then  the  condition  of 
freedom  from  such  responsibility  is  this 
— the  immediate  disapproval  of  the  act 
in  which  they  are  not  disposed  to  con- 
cur. Now,  that  is  a  test,  which  ought, 
X  think,  to  apply  to  the  letter  to  whidi  I 
am  referring,  I  think  that  with  regard 
that  letter  tie  Government  can  only  take 
one  of  two  courses.  They  may  say — 
"  We  did  not  know  of  this  conmiunica- 
tion ;  we  did  not  authorize  this  mani- 
festo ;  but  now  that  we  see  it,  we  think 
that  the  expressions  in  it  are  perfectly 
justifiable,  and  the  opinions  contained  in 
it  are  such  as  we  are  fully  prepared  to 
maintain."  My  Xjords,  I  do  not  th'TiTr 
the  Government  will  take  that  course ; 
but  still  it  is  a  course  which  is  open  to 
them.  If,  however,  that  course  is  not 
token  by  the  Cktvemment,  I  maintain 
that  there  is  only  one  other  which  is  open 
to  them,  and  that  is  to  say — "  We  knew 
nothing  of  this  manifesto  before  it  was 
issued ;  we  have  now  considered  its  con- 
tents ;  we  do  not  agree  with  the  expres- 
sions contained  in  it,  or  with  the  opinions 
which  it  represents ;  we  repudiate  both, 
and  we  stand  &ee  from  all  reeponsihility 
for  that  which  we  have  not  authorized." 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  Government 
most  take  one  of  these  two  courses,  and 
that,  if  they  do  not  take  one  of  them, 
they  will  thereby  introduce  a  principle 


which  puts  an  eud  to  the  collective  re- 
sponsioihty  which  has  hitherto  prevailed 
among  Governments.     It  would  be  im- 

Sossible  the  Government  should  be  con- 
ucted  upon  the  footing  upon  which  it 
has  hitherto  been  conducted,  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  maintain  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  the  doctrine  that 
one  of  its  Members  may,  out-of-doors, 
eimunciate  opinions  and  contend  for 
consequences  as  to  a  policy  respecting 
which  they  are  not  bound  to  state  whe- 
ther they  approve  or  disapprove,  and 
which,  however  serious  it  may  he  as 
affecting  the  most  venerable  institutions 
of  the  country,  they  are  content  to  leave 
without  any  expression  of  approval  or 
disapproval.  My  Lords,  I  trust  we  shall 
hear  from  the  noble  Earl  opposite  a  re- 
pudiation of  the  sentiments  to  which  I 
have  referred ;  and  in  the  hope  of  hear- 
ing that  repudiation,  I  put  to  him  the 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
—  Whether  a  letter  which  has  appeared 
in  the  public  newspapers  bearing  the 
signature  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  read  at  a  public  meeting 
at  Birmin^am,  was  written  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  concur  in  the  ex- 
pressions and  pinions  in  that  letter? 

Eaui,  GRANVILLE ;  The  noble  and 
learned  Iiord  has  put  to  me  the  two 
Questions  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
and  he  has  also  been  good  enough — 
which  I  was  not  aware  was  the  usual 
practice— to  supply  me  with  the  exact 
answer  which  he  wishes  me  to  give  to 
those  Questions.  I  hope,  however,  I  shall 
not  depart  from  that  concOiatory  line 
which  he  has,  with  great  courtesy,  attri- 
buted to  me  if  I  take  my  own  way  of 
answering  the  Questions — which  will  be 
to  state  tdl  that  I  know  upon  the  sub- 
ject— and  I  beheve  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  will  admit  that  the  most  willing 
witness  cannot  with  propriety  do  more^ 
and  I  will  end  with  a  declaration  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
have  made  it  my  duty  to  ascertain  that 
the  letter  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  read  t«  externa  was  written  by  Mr. 
Bright.  But,  while  admitting  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  letter,  I  must  guard 
myself  against  being  bound  to  admit  the 
correctness  of  the  paraphrase  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  afterwards  gave 
of  it.  I  think  it  may  be  satisfactory  to 
your  Lordships  that  I  should  begin  by 
telling  you  all  that  I  know,  as  far  as  iha 
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Government  is  concerned,  with  respect 
to  this  partioular  Bill  and  their  relations 
to  your  Lordships'  House.  I  am  not 
aware  that  even  any  independent  Mem- 
ber haa  uttered  in  the  other  House  eny 
threat  agBinst  your  Lordships'  House, 
although  I  have  no  doubt  your  Lord- 
ships remember  that  frequent  threats 
wore  uttered  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  to  what  your  Lordships  would  do. 
With  regard  to  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, I  do  not  believe  that  one  Member 
of  it  made  any  allusion  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  alone,  on  the  last 
stage  of  the  Bill,  in  the  most  respectfiil 
terms,  explained  that  he  had  no  causi 
•f  complaint  whatever  against  the  deci- 
sion of  this  House  last  year,  and  that  he 
felt  the  greatest  confidence  that  your 
Lordships  now  would  act  in  a  manner 
due  to  the  coimtry  and  ta  your  own 
sense  of  utility  and  wisdom.  These 
vords,  I  apprehend,  could  not  have  been 
offensive  to  any  one  individual  in  your 
Lordships'  House,  unless  anyone  by  any 
unfortunate  accident  should  think  at 
the  bottom  of  his  heart  that  he  was 
going  to  do  a  useless  or  a  foolish  thing. 
WitMn  the  last  hour  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  I  believe,  haa  another 
opportimity  of  expressing  himself  upon 
this  subject  in  exactly  tiie  same  tone 
and  he  added  that,  having  received  over- 
tures from  different  parts  of  the  country 
to  answer  the  challenge  which  has  been 
laid  down  by  several  Members  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  great  position,  and 
to  test  fho  numbers  which  literally  and 
bodily  the  Govcmmont  could  bring  into 
the  field,  he  had  used  all  his  influence 
to  prevent  that  from  occiirring,  especially 
with  reference  to  what  might  in  any  way 
be  considered  an  attempt  to  overawe 
the  deliberations  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  cannot  help  saying  that  that 
course,  it  appears  to  me,  was  more  truly 
Conservative  than  that  of  those  who 
have  made  so  much  and  boasted  so  much 
of  certain  lai^e  assemblages  in  different 

EEirts  of  Ireland  and  England.  My 
ords,  I  have  now  stated  all  that  I  know 
vrith  regard  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  may  freely  state  that  I  do  not 
think  one  Member  of  the  Gfovemment 
believed  a  fortnight  ago  that  there  was 
any  possibility  of  your  Lordships  taking 
the  step — which  they  thought  unwise  to 
the  public  and  unwise  even  in  a  party 
viow— of  rejecting  this  Bill  at  the  aecond 
Earl  GrantiUe 


reading.  Bnmonrs,  however,  arose  about 
ten  days  e^  that  that  was  to  be  the 
result.  Wdl,  what  did  we  do  P  Why, 
there  was  an  unanimous  opinion  among 
the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  that  we  had 
no  right  to  presume  that  your  Lordships 
might  take  any  particular  course,  and 
that  we  would  absolutely  abstain  bam. 
discussing,  even  among  ourselves,  what 
the  line  of  policy  should  be  if  an  event 
which  we  certainly  thought  would  be 
most  unfortunate,  should  occur.  That 
course  was  not,  I  think,  disrespectful  to 
this  House.  I  am  not  aware,  moreover, 
that  any  one  Member  of  the  Cabinet  hes 
stated  what,  in  his  opinion,  should  be 
the  course  pursued,  supposing  your 
Lordships  were  to  reject  the  second 
reading,  with  one  exception — namely, 
Mr.  Bright.  Mr.  Bright  was  pressed 
ten  A&yn  ago  to  say  what  would  happen 
if  this  Bill  was  rejected.  I  do  not  know 
whether  your  Ixirdslups  will  care  to 
know  his  answer.  Etis  answer  was, 
that  he  supposed  in  that  case  there 
would  be  a  Cabinet  Council  —  an  an- 
swer which  appears  to  me  the  very  per- 
fection of  red  tape,  and  which  strongly 
confirms  what  I  have  already  men- 
tioned as  a  fact — ^that  we  had  resolved 
not  to  discuss  or  open  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  the  letter  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  read,  I  know  as  a  fact 
that  none  of  Mr.  Bright's  Colleagues 
knew  that  it  was  written  before  it  was 
sent,  and  that  the  first  time  they  had  an 
opportunity  of  reading  the  expressions 
contained  in  it  was  on  the  day  on  which 
it  appeared  in  the  public  papers.  Now, 
I  do  say  that  this  being  the  view  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  the  in- 
dividual Members  of  it  being  totally 
unacquainted  with  the  expression  of  the 
letter,  although  I  could  give  an  answer 
which  would  be  perfectly  satia&ctoiT  to 
your  Lordships,  I  think  your  Lordahipe 
will  hardly  expect  me  to  establish  the 
precedent  that  I  am  to  answer  as  to  the 
individual  opinion  of  a  Cabinet  Minister 
on  passing  events,  when  the  subjeot- 
matter  has  not  been  brought  before  the 
Cabinet,  and  when  they  have  not  con- 
sulted upon  the  matter.  ["Order."!  I 
am  glad  to  find  that  Order  is  called, 
fbr  I  think  it  is  better,  when  this  House 
taking  up,  with  an  almost  sensitive 
feeling,  an  offence  to  itself,  that  we 
diould  state  what  we  think,  and  that 
individual  Members  of  the  House  should 
not  yield  to  the  impulses  of  "iftVing 
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noiseB  wtucK  have  not  much  argument 
in  them.  "With  regard  to  Mr  Bright, 
I  read  in  the  newspapers  qwte  recently 
a  report  of  a  conversation  of  Mr. 
Stunner's.  In  that  conTersation  Mr. 
Sumner,  complaining  of  Mr.  Bright, 
said  that  notwithstanding  the  grandeur 
of  character  of  Mr.  Bnght,  l£ere  was 
a  "  John  Bnllism  "  in  tiim  which  would 
break  oat.  He  added  that  this  was 
a  quahty  which  was  not  sufficient  in 
Mj.  Cobden  to  do  any  harm.  Now, 
I  venture  to  say  that,  althouc;h  I  am 
not  inclined  to  agree  generally  with 
Mr.  Sumner's  opinions,  I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  agree  with  the  opinion 
which  he  then  laid  down.  X  believe  he 
described  the  character  which,  united 
with  great  ability,  haa  fflven  Mr.  Bright 
a  great  hold  upon  public  opinion ;  and 
i  alao  beheve  that  Mr.  Bright  has  an 
amount  of  "  John  Bnllism  "  which  your 
Lordahips,  perhaps,  may  not  have  recog- 
nized, and  which,  I  dare  say,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  himself  not  aware  of. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  it  possible  that 
influenced  at  the  time  oy  that  somewhat 
rash  combative  feeling  which  "John 
Bidl "  is  supposed  to  possess,  Mr.  Bright 
— exaggeratmg  I  admit,  the  latitude 
which  exists  even  with  regard  to  a  letter 
to  a  constituent^  &om  a  person  who, 
besides  being  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
is  a  Minister  of  the  Crown — may  have 
felt  some  little  desire,  having  been  so 
constantly  attacked  in  a  place  where  he 
ooold  not  defend  himself,  at  last,  like  a 
real  "  John  Bull,"  to  hit  out  in  return. 
f"Oh,  oh!"]  There  is  another  quality 
which  I  thi^k  may  be  attributed  to  his 
"John  Bullism" — which  is  a  &ank  ex- 
planation of  anything  he  may  have  done ; 
and  I  am  now  giving  Mr.  Bright's  own 
interpretation  of  the  letter  which  he  has 
authorized  me  to  make.  Mr.  Bright  has 
authorized  me  to  say  that  when  he  wrote 
that  letter  he  was  not  acting  under  any 
feeling  of  indignation  at  any  act  of  your 
Lorde^ips  as  a  whcde ;  but  that  he  did 
feel  very  much  moved  by  the  account 
he  had  heard  of  the  proceedings  and 
nieeches  at  a  certain  meeting  in  St. 
James's  Square,  which  has  now  become  a 
matter  of  history.  As  to  threats  with  re- 
gard to  your  Lordships'  House,  Mr. 
Bright  distinctly  reputUates  having  ii 


nions  as  to  matters  of  fact  and  matters  of 
judgment  which  he  beheves  have  since 
been  either  stated  or  implied  in  the 
speeches  of  some  of  the  most  eminent 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House;  and 
further,  he  has  authorized  me  to  say  that 
if  any  expressions  in  that  letter  have 
given  pain  to  your  Lordships,  collectively 
or  individually,  he  regrets  that  pain 
should  have  been  given  to  you,  and  as- 
sures you  through  me  that  it  waa  not  his 
intention  to  do  ho.  Now,  I  certainly  feel 
regret  that  Mr.  Bright  should  ever  have 
applied  the  word  '  'unwisdom' '  to  a  House 
to  which  I  belong.  I  also  regret  that 
Mr.  Bright  should  have  applied  the 
epithet  of  "  tinkering"  to  legislation 
which  has  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  and  in  which  I  took 
part— though  I  am  very  much  a&aid 
that  notwithstanding  the  high  cha- 
racter for  conciHatiou  which  has  been 
given  me,  I  used  almost  a  similar  phrase 
in  describing,  as  a  whole,  the  Junend- 
ment  which  was  at  one  time  proposed  in 
Committee  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  ,  But  is  this  my  only  regret? 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  witJi 
great  force,  and  amid  the  cheers  of  both 
sid^  of  the  House,  of  the  reaponsibilily 
which  all  who  speak  in  this  House 
should  feel.  He  spoke  of  the  delicate 
relatdons  between  uie  two  Houses,  and 
the  necessity,  where  some  difference  of 
opinion  existed,  of  care  being  taken  to 
avoid  any  irritation.  May  I  not,  then, 
feel  a  little  regret  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  in' a  speech,  the  brilliancy  of 
which  it  is  perfectly  impossible  to  ex- 
aggerate, should  have  begun,  at  a  time 
when  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
words  are  so  true,  even  before  he  waa 
warmed  by  that  great  eloquence  which 
he  possesses,  by  saying,  amid  the  cheers 
of  the  leading  Bench  opposite,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  '  *  howled  down  " 
every  attempt  to  atgue  against  the  Bill? 
The  Bishop  of  PETKRBOEOUGH  : 
1 1  feel  compelled  to  interrupt  the  noble 
Earl.  I  did  not  say  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  "howled  down"  anyper- 
eon.  What  I  said  was,  in  that  House  cer- 
tain persona  were  howled  down.  L"  Oh, 
oh !"]  That  is  a  very  different  thing. 
I  take  it  that  the  acts  of  the  House  of 
Commons  are  the  collective  acts  of  the 


tended  in  his  letter  to  convey  any  such  i  whole  body.  I  did  not  use  the  words 
threats" whatever.  Mr.  Bright  says  that  \  "  House  of  Commons  "  in  my  speech  at 
what  he  meant  to  convey,  and  believes  he  I  all ;  nor  did  I  say  or  mean  that  the 
did  convey,  in  that  letter,  was  those  opi-   House  of  Commons  had  howled  any 
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pereoa  dovn.    I  did  say  tliat  oertain 

Eereona  in  the  House  of  CommonB  did 
owl  down  certain  Bpeakers. 
'F.t.Ki.  GRAKVTLLE:  I  accept  any 
interpretation  the  ri^ht  rev.  Prelate  may 
think  fit  to  give  of  hie  worde,  and  I  only 
hope,  if  by  chance  any  Members  of  that 
Houise  should  be  present,  it  will  be  satis- 
iactK)ry  to  them  to  learn  that  no  want  of 
courtesy  was  intended  to  their  House. 
But  I  will  go  further,    I  muat  also  ex- 

EresB  regret  that  one  of  the  most  kind- 
earted  men  in  this  House — the  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill — should  have  accused  the  party 
to  which  Mr.  Bright  and  I  belong  of 
haring  been  dishonest  in  the  course 
which  we  took.  I  must  express  regret 
that,  by  a  Uember  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench,  the  Govenunent  to  which  Mr. 
Bright  and  I  belong  should  be  accused 
of  being  spoilers  of  die  Church  and 
robbers  of  uie  poor. 

The  MAMUEas  of  SALISBURY:  I 
rise  to  Order.  The  question  before  the 
House  relates  to  Mr.  Bright's  letter,  and 
I  appeal  to  your  Lordships  whether  it 
is  a  convenient  practice  that  all  the  hard 
words  which  have  been  used  during  the 
last  three  months  should  be  re-produced. 

EablGRANYILLE:  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  really  enforced  the  point  of  my 
argiunent,  for  I  think  it  is  not  desirable 
that  we  should  be  discussing  every  hard 
word  which  has  been  used.  I  think  it  is 
undesirable  that  we  should  use  such  words 
either  on  the  one  side  or  the  other ;  but 
1  must  be  permitted  to  say— and  it  is  a 
matter  perfectly  relevant  to  the  question 
which  has  been  raised— that  if  I  am  to 
be  called  one  thing  or  another,  I  should 
prefer  being  described  as  "  tinkering  " 
and  "unwise,"  to  being  described  aa 
dishonest  and  a  thief. 

The  Earl  of  HAEROAVBY  :  1  wish 
to  explain.  I  admit  that,  commenting 
on  the  course  taken  by  the  party  now  in 
power  to  prejudice  Lord  Mayo's  Bugges- 
tions  for  improving  the  position  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  priesthood,  I  asked, 
"Is  that  honest?"  but  I  cannot  see 
that  that  language  is  un-Farliameutary. 
If  I  used  expressions  which  appeared 
to  cast  imputations  on  the  Members  of 
the  Government,  it  was  unintentionallv, 
and  I  tbinV  the  noble  Earl  should 
particularize  the  occasion  and  circum- 
Btances.  Surely  one  may  be  permitted 
to  describe  a  roecihc  course  of  action 
as  dishonest  without  being  supposed  to 
Tht  Bitkop  of  Peterhorousk 


make  a  general  charge  of  dishonesty 
against  on  individual. 

Eakl  GEANTILLE  :  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  it  was  perfectly 
unintentional  on  the  part  of  my  noble 
Friend  that  he  used  the  words  he  did. 
After  describing  the  course  which  the 
party  with  whi5i  I  am  connected  took 
last  year,  he  turned  round  to  your  Lord- 
ships and  asked  the  question — "Is  this, 
my  Lords,  honest?"  But  I  entirely  be- 
lieve that  the  noble  Earl  had  no  inten- 
tion of  applying  such  a  dishonourable 
imputation  to  the  Government  with 
which  I  am  connected.  Now,  will  your 
Lordships  allow  me  to  eay  one  word  as 
to  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  yotir 
Lordships'  House  ?  I  suppose  we  shall 
admit  that  where  there  are  400  or  500 
persons,  there  must  some  of  us  be  less 
wise  than  others;  but  this  I  will  take 
upon  myself  to  declare — and  I  believe 
I  am  not  moved  by  any  esprit  de  eorpi 
in  saying  it — that  there  is  no  assembly 
in  the  world  which,  considering  that  it 
is  not  specially  select«d  for  a  special 
purpose,  contains  among  its  members 
more  men  of  ability,  Imowledge,  and 
experience  than  your  Lordships'  House. 
If  there  was  any  doubt  upon  the  ques- 
tion I  would  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
debates  which  have  been  going  on  the 
last  two  nights,  to  the  brilliant,  original, 
and  imaginative  speeches  of  two  right 
rev.  Prelates,  and  to  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary  expositions  I  ever  heard 
or  read  of  tiie  principles  of  Protestant 
Christianity  from  another  Member  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench.  When,  too,  I  am 
asked  whether  I  agree  with  certain  opi- 
nions, I  vrill  venture  to  refer  to  the 
logical  awument  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches — 

The  Eael  of  DERBY :  I  must  really 
rise  to  Order.  The  noble  Earl  will  have 
another  opportunity  of  replying  to  any 
observations  which  have  been  offered 
on  this  or  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  must  be  aware  that  it  is  quite  ir- 
regular to  refer  now  to  anything  which 
has  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 

E4BL  GRANVILLE:  On  the  point 
of  Order  I  yield,  and  I  will  not,  there- 
fore, state  what  I  think  are  strong  points, 
showing  how  perfectly  justified  I  am 
with  regard  to  my  opinion  of  the  wisdom 
of  this  House.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
and  when  the  noble  Earl  complains  of 
me,  it  is  rather  strange  that  tlie  noble 
and  learned  Lord  ehould  not  onlj  havft 
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been  allowed  to  ask  a  QueatioD,  but  to 
preface  it  by  a  speech  of  twenty-five 
mmutee,  and  that  in  answering  that 
speech,  &om  my  point  of  view,  I  should 
be  repeatedly  called  to  Order  and  inter- 
rupted. I  will  not,  howBTer,  refer  to 
what  I  was  going  to  say,  and  which  I 
believe  it  would  not  have  been  disagree- 
able to  your  Lordships  to  hear.  I  re- 
member fourteen  or  fifteen  years  ago — 
th's  reference  I  wish  to  mtuie,  because 
it  hae  some  bearing  on  my  present  point 
— that  the  financiid  policy  of  an  eminent 
Member  of  the  other  House  was  per- 
petually attacked  by  a  noble  Lord  who 
IB  not  now  present,  and  that  he  was  re- 
minded that  it  would  have  been  more 
convenient  if  some  of  those  attacks  had 


Now,  I  cannot  but  think  that  a  course 
has  been  taken  this  Session  to  which  the 
same  remark  would  apply.  I  do  not, 
however,  complain  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  having  put  this  Question, 
for  I  think  it  must  be  agreeable  to  your 
Lordships,  as  it  is  satisfactory  to  me, 
tbat  I  should  have  another  opportunity 
of  most  emphatically  declaring,  as  I  de- 
clared the  other  night — not  as  an  indi- 
vidual Peer,  nor  as  an  individual  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  but  speaking 
with  authority  for  the  whole  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government — ^that  we  utterly 
repudiate  any  notion  of  menace  or 
threats  to  this  House;  though  I  entirely 
^ree  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that,  whether  those  menaces  should  oome 
from  us  or  from  parties  having  strong 
infiuence  in  the  sister  country,  your 
Lordships'  line  is  to  follow  only  that 
course  of  duty  which  your  consciences 
may  dictate, 

Eakl  GKEY  :  I  think  the  House  has 
good  ground  of  complaint  both  f^ainst 
Uie  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  my 
noble  Friend,  for  departing  from  the 
ordinary  rules  of  its  procedings ;  and 
the  character  of  the  discussion  is  still 
more  to  be  regretted,  for  I  entirely  con- 
cur with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  as  to  the  irregularity 
of  references  to  what  has  happened  in 
former  debates.  It  was  natiiral  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  should 
ask  whether  the  Oovemment  approved 
the  letter  which  had  been  written  by 
one  of  its  Members;  but  I  wish  he 
had  done  so  without  a  preface,  which 
haa  led  to  a  long  reply,  and  a  reply 


which  has  ended  without  containing 
that  which,  I  confess  I  had  hoped  for, 
and  we  had  a  right  to  look  for — a  state- 
ment that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
as  a  body,  decidedly  disapprove  a  letter 
which — I  cannot  forbear  from  saying, 
'  ,  in  my  judgment,  in  the  highest  de- 
gree indecorous  and  improper  for  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  to  have  written, 

IRISH  CHURCH  BILL— (No.  109.) 

(rA<  Eart  ChamiiUe.) 

SECOND  READINO. 

DEBATE  RESUMED.      [tHIBD  HIOHT.J 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Debate  on  the  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
for  the  Second  Eeading — which  Amend- 
ment was  to  leave  out  ("now")  and  in- 
sert ("this  day  three  months  ")^(  3^ 
£arl  o/Sarrowiy)— read. 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

The  Eabi.  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  now  addresa 
yourselves  to  the  discussion  of  the  im- 
portant question  now  before  you  with 
that  calmness  and  deliberation  which 
you  are  accustomed  to  give  to  alt  great 
queations.  I  am  grateful  for  being  al- 
lowed the  opportuni^  of  speaking  on  a 
question  in  which  I  have  taken  bo  much 
interest  for  so  long  a  period  of  time  at 
an  hour  when,  though  I  feel  how  in- 
capable I  am  at  any  time  of  doing  jus- 
tice to  the  subject  itself,  or  to  my  own 
deep  feeling  upon  it,  I  am  rather  lesa 
incapable  than  I  should  be  at  any  later 
period  of  the  evening.  Even  now,  I 
feel  some  difBculty  in  addressing  your 
Lordships  while  there  are  still  ringing 
in  my  ears,  as,  I  doubt  not,  in  those  of 
your  Lord^ps,  the  words  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough), who  on  Tuesday  night  kept 
your  Lordships  entranced  in  rapt  atten- 
tion to  a  speech  containing  witiiin  itself 
the  most  cogent  and  most  conclusive 
ai^uments  upon  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion, while  its  fervid  eloquence  and 
impassioned  and  brilliant  language  have 
never  in  my  memory  been  surpassed, 
and  rarely  equalled,  during  my  long 
Parhamentaiy  experience.  X  do  not 
pretend  to  imitate  the  eloquence  and 
power  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate ;  but  I 
wish  t«  lay  before  your  Lordships,  in 
plain  and  simple  language,  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  object,  not  alone  to  the 
details,  but  to  the  main  principle  and 
[Second  SMdinff— Third  Night. 
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suTtstanoe  of  tbe  Bill  before  yon.  I  can 
assure  70UT  Lordships  that  if  this  ques- 
tioa  had  beea  one  merely  of  expediency 
or  of  policy — nay,  if  it  had  been  an  ex- 
periment, Thich  if  proved  unsuccess&l 
you  might  retrace — I  should  have  been 
diapoeed,  however  much  I  might  have 
doubted  its  expediency  and  policy,  to 
bow  my  individual  judgment  to  the  opi- 
nion of  that  large  majority  which,  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  has  sup- 
ported the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  at 
every  stage  of  this  Bill.  But  when  we 
are  called  upon  to  decide  a  question  of 
which  I  think  I  may  say  tbat  in  the 
course  of  the  present  century  there  has 
been  none  of  greater  moment  or  fraught 
with  more  important  consequences  to 
ourselves  and  to  posterity — when  the 
question  involves  a  complete  revolution 
in  the  Constitution  of  this  country — when 
it  is  one  which  strikes  at  the  very  root 
of  proper^'  of  all  descriptions  and  ahakes 
the  confidence  of  the  country — when  it 
is  one  which  if  you  once  adopt  and 
hastily  accept  you  can  by  no  possibility 
recall — then  I  venture  to   say  it  is   a 

Question  on  which  it  is  your  bounden 
u^  neither  to  listen  to  the  eivium  ardor 
praeajubmtium,  nor  to  the  vuHu«  inttantia 
tj/ranni,  personified  by  the  most  imperi- 
ous, absf^ute,  and  at  the  same  time  most 
erratic  Minister  who  has  ever  swayed 
the  destinies  of  this  country.  It  is  not 
very  long  since  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
table  (Earl  BusseU) — and  many  of  hla 
Colleagues  agreed  with  him— expressed 
the  opinion  tiiat  a  Bill  for  the  absolute 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  Irish  Church  could  not  be  carried 
without  the  horrors  of  a  revolution  ;  and 
the  noble  Earl  added  ,that  if  a  Bill  of 
that  description  came  up  to  your  Lord- 
.  ships'  House  it  would  be  your  bounden 
du^  to  reject  it.  I  entertain  the  same 
opinion.  When  I  speak  of  a  revolution, 
I  speak  of  a  bloodless  revolution — of  eui 
entire  social  revolution.  I  speak  of  a  re- 
volution that  will  make  an  entire  change 
in  the  feeling  and  habits  of  the  people. 
I  speak  of  arevolution  that  will  seriously 
affect  the  relatione  between  town  and 
countiy — a  revolution  which  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  instead  of  being  the  mee- 
sage  of  peace  and  conciliation  which  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  contended  it 
would  be,  baa  kindled  to  a  degree  beyond 
all  possible  conception  the  strongost  feel- 
ings of  anger  and  animosity — widch  has 
been  a  sword  sent  to  Ireland  and  placed 
Hu  Earl  of  Derby  ' 


in  evety  man's  hand,  so  that  a  mui's 
nearest  neighbours  have  been  converted 
into  his  deadliest  enemies.  My  Lords, 
that  revolution,  you  may  depend  upon 
it,  is  in  progress,  and  God  knows  when 
it  will  cease.  Is  it  possible  that  your 
Lordships  can  conceive  what  will  be  the 
feelings  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
when  they  find  themselves,  as  they  as- 
suredly mil,  if  this  Bill  should  pass,  not 
only  injured  but  insulted;  when  they 
find  Uiemselves  betrayed  by  their  re- 
liance on  your  protection,  and  thrown 
over  by  you  in  a  matter  where  their 
fondest  hopes  and  dearest  interests  ar« 
so  deeply  concerned?  Can  you  expect 
that  those  men  will  etiU  retain  for  the 
Parliament  of  England  that  loyalty, 
that  attachment,  and  that  devotion  to 
the  cause  of  the  Union  between  the 
two  countries  which  has  so  long  cha- 
racterized them,  and — whatever  impru- 
dence a  portion  of  them  may  have  been 
chargeable  with  at  times — that  loyalty 
and  that  affection  towards  the  Crown 
and  people  of  England  from  which  they 
have  not  for  a  single  moment  faltered  P 
My  Lords,  may  I  venture  upon  an  illus- 
tration of  a  very  simple  kind,  with  which 
all  your  Lordships  are  probably  ac- 
quainted, and  which  none  of  your  Lord- 
ships can  have  read  without  having 
been  touched  by  its  simple  pathos.  Its 
language  represents  the  feelings  of  a 
poor  gipsy  when  she  and  her  tribe  were 
driven  out  from  the  homes  in  which  they 
had  for  many  years  found  a  shelter,  and 
driven  out  by  a  man  to  whom  they  had 
long  looked  for  protection — a  protection 
which  they  had  repaid  with  the  most 
affectionate  devotion.  Hear  the  language 
in  which  that  poor  woman  addressed  t£e 
former  protector,  but  now  oppressor  of 
herself  and  her  tribe.  The  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  will,  per- 
haps, excuse  me  if  I  fail  in  giving  the 
right  accent — 

"  Bids  your  wajri,  Lwrd  of  El!«ngow»n  !  Elds 
jonr  WB7>,  Godfrey  Bertram  !  Thii  day  hftTe  ja 
queDobed  isTsn  amoking  hearthi ;  lea  if  the  flj* 
in  joDr  Bin  parlour  burn  the  blythar  for  that. 
Ye  baTB  riven  the  th&elc  off  levea  cottar  hoiuei — 
look  if  jour  nin  roof-tree  atand  the  filter.  ,  .  . 
There'a  (hirtf  heart*  there  that  wad  hae  wanted 
bread  ere  je  had  wanted  inDketa,  and  apent  thsir 
life  blood  era  ;e  had  wratohed  jour  finger." 
My  Lords,  it  is  with  sentiments  like 
these — ^with  sorrow,  but  with  resentment 
— that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  may 
look  upon  you — ftaia  whom  thw  expec- 
ted protection,  a  protection  which  they 


Google 


SI 


Irith 


IJtoe  17,  1869} 


Cnmreh  Bill. 


23 


repaid  with  most  foithM  loyalt?,  when 
they  now  find  you  laying  upon  them  the 
heavy  hand  of  that  which  I  must  con- 
sider on  undeserved  oppression.  They 
may  say — "  Go  your  way,  yo  Ministers 
of  England !  Ye  have  thiB  day,  so  " 
as  in  you  lay,  quenched  tho  light 
spiritual  truth  in  1,600  pariahea.  Seeif 
your  own  Ohurch  stand  the  faster  for 
that.  There  are  not  seven,  not  thirty, 
but  700,000  hearts  and  700,000  more, 
though  not  of  our  own  communion,  who 
have  connected  themselves  with  you  ii 
the  loyal  attachment  to  the  Sovereign 
for  the  sake  of  that  Protestant  religion 
which  you  both  profess — who  in  defence 
of  that  Union  woich  you  induced  them 
to  form  would  have  shed  their  dearest 
life-blood,  but  now  find  that  from  you, 
to  whom  they  looked  for  protection,  they 
meet  with  oppression."  Remember  who 
tiiese  men  are.    These  are  the  men  whom 

Ci  invited  to  settle  on  the  soil  of  IrO' 
d,  for  the  establishment  and  support 
of  the  Protestant  religion.  These  are 
tiie  men  who,  at  the  time  of  the  sorest 
trial  of  the  Crown  of  England,  came  for- 
ward to  support  "William  the  Deliverer, 
and  who  at  the  battle  of  the  Boyne  vin- 
dicated the  freedom  of  Ireland  and  the 
rights  of  the  Protestant  religion.  These 
are  the  men  who,  invited  by  you  to  settle 
in  Ireland,  converted  Ulster  from  a 
barren  waste  into  a  thriving  province, 
and  who,  by  their  energy,  their  mdustir, 
by  their  loyalty,  and  by  their  steady 
conduct,  have  made  the  Province  of 
Ulster  not  only  the  garden  of  Ireland, 
but  the  most  gratifying  and  wonderful 
contrast  to  those  parts  of  Ireland  in 
which  the  influence  of  the  Protestant 
religion  does  not  prevail.  Was  it,  my 
Loida,  at  their  desire  that  they  aban- 
doned their  independence  and  constituted 
themselves  a  portion  of  this  Empire  ? 
No,  my  Lords,  it  was  at  the  earnest 
Bohcitation  of  England.  It  was  for  Im- 
perial objects  that  they  were  persuaded 
to  abandon  their  Farhamentary  inde- 
pendence ;  and  when  they  had  the  game 
m  their  own  hands  and  could  have  done 
as  they  pleased,  they  consented  to  be 
associated  with  you.  And  what  was  the 
ofi'er  you  made  them  ?  The  offer  you 
made  them  was  this — that  if  they  con- 
sented to  relinquish  their  independence 
they  would  be  associated  with  this 
great  Empire,  and,  above  all,  their 
Church  should  be  firmly  established,  and 
their  Protestant  Establishment  dionld 


be  placed  upon  the  basis,  by  theirnnion 
with  you,  from  which  nothmg  could  re- 
move  it.  Do  you  think  they  would  have 
consented  if  Uiey  had  tnown  that  the 
very  step  which  you  induced  them  to 
take  OS  a  means  of  promoting  and  sup- 
porting the  interests  of  their  Church  ■ 
would  be  made  the  means  of  their  de- 
struction ?  You  have  led  them  forward 
by  vain  expectations,  and  by  the  most 
solemn  promises  guaranteed  by  treaty, 
and  at  the  expiration  of  sevenly  years — 
a  comparatively  short  period  in  the 
history  of  nations — you  make  the  very 
Act  upon  which  they  depended  as  the 
support  and  maintenance  of  their  reli- 
gion the  means  of  destroying  it.  My 
Lords,  I  heard  with  regret  that  portion 
of  tiie  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
(the  Bishop  of  Peterborough),  in  which 
he  put  aside,  or,  at  least,  laid  httle 
stress  upon,  the  Act  of  Union.  I  can- 
not agree  with  him.  I  confess  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land have  a  perfect  right  to  look  upon 
the  Act  of  Union,  as  it  was  looked 
upon  at  the  time,  as  indissoluble — an 
Act  in  which  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church  is  an  essential,  cardinal  condi- 
tion. Can  you  be  surprised  that,  de- 
ceived and  betrayed  in  this  manner,  Uie 
Protestants  of  the  North  should  remem- 
ber before  all  things  that  they  are  Irish- 
men ?  Dissolution  of  the  Union  between 
this  country  and  Ireland  would  be  disoa- 
trous  for  this  country,  but  would  be 
ruinous  to  Ireland; — yet  can  you  feel 
surprised  that,  smarting  under  a  sense 
of  intolerable  wrong  and  injustice,  feel- 
ing that  they  have  been  deceived,  duped, 
and  betrayed,  they  should  remember 
that,  above  oU,  they  are  Irishmen,  and 
ehoiild  cast  in  their  lot  with  their  own 
Boman  Catholic  countrymen  rather  than 
rely  upon  the  country  which  has  so  be- 
trayed them?  Nothing  can  be  more 
dangerous  and  more  alanning  than  that, 
smarting  under  a  sense  of  severe  injury, 
men  should  not  always  take  the  most 
prudent  course,  and  if  it  should  so  hap- 
pen that  the  Frotestante  of  the  North 
and  the  lai^  body  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  the  South  should  foi^t  their 
internal  dissensions,  and  agree  in  de- 
manding the  repeal  of  that  Union  of 
which  you  have  broken  the  essential  and 
cardinal  conditions,  I  ask  you,  then, 
what  means  have  you  of  enforcing  a 
continuance  of  that  Union,  not  upon 
this  or  upon  that  party,  but  upon  the 
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-whole  of  Ireland,  combined  in  t 

versal  lea^^e  to  resist  the  injustice  and  !  Oath,  which,  to  my 
treacheiy  yon  have  used  ?  Do  I  contend 
that  the  Act  of  Union  is  one  that  can 
never  be  altered  under  any  circum- 
stances ?  By  no  means.  No  Act  of 
Parliament  is  unalterable.  But  remem- 
ber that  this  is  not  a  simple  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  is  an  Act  of  Parliament 
founded  upon  a  Treaty — that  Treaty  en- 
tered into  between  you  and  the  Protes- 
tant Parliament  of  Ireland,  and  an  Act 
of  Parliament  founded  upon  a  Treaty 
can  only  be  legitimately  and  justly  dis- 
solved by  the  consent  of  those  who  were 
the  parties  to  that  Treaty.  Now,  my 
Lords,  apply  that  test  in  the  present 
case.  Befer  it  to  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland,  and  try  it  by  the  test  of  their 
feelings.  Have  you  got  a  single  Protest- 
ant to  say  that  he  recommends  and 
supports  the  passing  of  this  Bill  ?  On 
the  contrary,  mey  appeal  to  you  as  just 
and  honest  men  to  repeal  that  Act  of 
Union  altogether,  or  to  adhere  to  the 
essential  principles  upon  which  that  Act 
was  founded.  My  Lords,  it  is  rather 
remarkable  that  nobody  in  the  course  of 
these  debates  seems  to  have  referred  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  not  only  in  the  Act  of 
Union  with  Ireland  that  the  enipport  of 
the  Irish  Establishment  is  promised,  but 
that  in  an  Act  of  Union  passed  long 
before — in  the  Treaty  of  Union  between 
Hogland  and  Scotland — the  provision  is 
introduced  that  the  Sovereign  at  his 
coronation  shall,  in  the  presence  of  his 
Peers,  make  and  subscribe  an  Oath  to 
maintain  inviolate  the  settlement  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  its  doctrine,  dis- 
cipline, worship,  and  government  as  by 
law  estabhshed  throu^out  hie  dominion 
of  England,  Ireland,  and  Wales.  Even 
if  you  strike  out  that  provision  of  the 
Act  of  Union  with  Ireland,  here  is  a 
aeparate  guarantee  by  another  treaty 
entered  into  with  Scotland.  Here  you 
have  another  Act,  the  Act  of  Union  with 
Scotland,  which  guarantees  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Protestant  Establishment, 
not  only  in  England,  but  in  Ireland; 
and  if  Uie  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland  is 
done  away  with,  the  Act  of  Union  with 
Scotland  remains,  and  you  must  repeal 
that  provision  also  before  you  can  carry 
into  effect  the  objects  of  this  Bill. 

My  Lords,  I  wish  also  to  refer  to  the  Co- 
ronation Oath.  I  know  it  has  been  the 
habit  of  noble  Lords  on  the  other  aide  of 
tho  House  to  pooh-pooh  and  ignore  the 
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:gument  founded  upon  the  Coronation 
ath,  which,  to  my  nund,  is  one  of  very 
deep  importance.  I  am  not  going  to 
comment  on  the  particular  language  of 
the  Oath  either  as  taken  by  "William  III, 
or  Victoria.  Your  Lordships  will,  I  am 
sure,  feel  that  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion I  am  dealing  witd  it  in  the  ab- 
stract, and  with  all  that  affectionate  re- 
verence which  is  fitly  due  &om  me  to  a 
Sovereign  who  has  so  eminently  dis- 
charged her  public  duties,  whose  private 
virtues  are  known  to  eveiybody,  from 
whom  I  have  received  favours  and  kind- 
ness which  demand  the  whole  devotion 
of  my  life.  But  it  is  an  entire  mistake 
to  suppose  that,  although  the  words  of 
the  Oath  have  been  altered,  the  character 
of  the  relations  between  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country  and  the  Established 
Church,  whether  Boman  Catholic  or  Pro- 
testant, has  been  altered  during  the 
whole  course  of  our  history.  The  Crown 
has  been  at  all  times  bound  by  oath  to 
maintain  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Established  Church — and  not  only  its 
rights  and  privileges,  but  its  lands  and 
properties ;  and,  without  wishing  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  too  far,  Uiere 
are  some  veiy  remarkable  pass^es  to 
which  I  would  call  your  attention,  taken 
from  a  very  early  page  of  our  history. 
That  which  I  am  about  to  read  has  been 
sent  to  me ;  but  I  have  taken  the  trouble 
of  verifying  the  quotation,  and  it  is  cor- 
rect— 

"  Id  a  FarliuneDt  holdea  at  WeitminBter,  the 
eleienth  jeara  of  King  Henrf  IV.,  tho  Lower 
UoDso  eibibiled  ■  Bill  to  the  King  and  tba  Urdi 
of  tho  Upper  Ilousa,  in  effect  a>  fDlloveth  :— '  To 
tho  most  excellent  Lord  our  King,  and  to  all  the 
nobloa  in  thia  preaent  Parli&meat  aaaeinbled,  four 
faithful  CommoDB  doa  humbly  aigniflo  that  onr 
Soieraigna  Lord  the  King  might  have  of  tba 
temporal  poiaeisioni,  land),  and  rerenues  vbicb 
are  lewdlj  gpent,  consamed,  and  nailed  bf  th» 
Biibopi,  abbatu,  and  priora  wjtbin  tbis  realnie  lo 
much  in  Talue  aa  nonld  inffica  to  laitaine  one 
hundred  and  flfcj  earlea,  one  thouauide  and  fl*e 
hundred  knight*,  (iz  thoaiind  and  Ivo  hnndred 
csquirei,  and  one  hundred  bospitati  mora  than 
DOW  be.'  But  thia  petition  of  apoiling  the  Chunih 
of  her  goodly  patrimoniei,  which  the  pietj  and 
wisdom  of  BO  manj  former  agea  bad  congested, 
wa>  by  the  King,  who  was  ^und  by  oath  and 
reaaon  to  preserve  the  Bouriahing  estate  of  the 
Church,  10  much  deleited,  that  for  this  their  pro- 
poeition  he  denied  all  other  their  reqaasts,  and 
commandad  them  that  from  henoerorth  tbaj 
with  any  suoh 


Perhaps  your  Lordships  will  allow  me 
to  refer  also  to  the  frwik  and  honourable 
language  of  a  most  eminent  man,  the 
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ffifted  A]H3hbitilio|i  Whitgift,  to  one  of 
ue  proadeet  and  most  hauglily  Sove- 
reigns that  ever  reigned  in  this  country. 
There  hod  been  an  intrigue  carried  on 
by  the  Earl  of  Leicester  lor  the  aliena- 
tion of  a  portion  of  the  property  of  the 
Church,  and  from  the  favour  which  the 
Queen  bore  to  Leicester  it  had  been 
supposed  that  she  would  listen  to  it  with 
no  unwilling  ear.  Whitgift  addresses 
the  Queen  in  these  words — 

"  I  beiMob  70ur  H^sitf  to  hear  me  with  pft- 
tiance,  tad  to  belieTs  that  jour  and  the  Charch'a 
■afetjr  are  dearer  to  me  than  mj  life,  but  m;^  eon- 
•oienoe  deuer  than  both ;  and,  therefore,  gEre 
me  leave  to  do  mjdatj,  and  tell  joa  that  Princei 
are  deputed  ouning  fathera  of  the  Church,  and 
owe  to  it  their  protoetioQ  ;  and,  thererore,  God 
forbid  thai  7011  ihould  lie  ao  much  &>  paieive  in 
her  ruin  :  or  ttiat  I  should  forbear  to  tell  70UT 
Majeat;  of  the  tin  and  danger  of  iBorilege.  I 
bCKsoh  roar  MajeUj  to  coniider  that  King 
Edgar,  and  Edward  the  Confeaeor,  and  man; 
other  of  your  predeeeaaore,  and  many  priTate 
Chriatinna,  haie  given  to  God  and  to  bin  Church, 
mueh  land  and  manj  immunitiea  which  thej  might 
haTe  given  to  their  own  families,  and  did  not : 
bat  gHte  them  for  eier,  ai  ao  abaolule  right  and 
tacriBoe  to  God,  and  nith  theie  Unda  thej  have 
entailed  a  curse  upon  tlie  alienators  of  (hem.  Aa 
all  70ur  predeceasora  were  at  their  coronation,  ao 
Jion  alao  were,  awora  before  all  the  nobilitj  and 
Bishop!  (hen  preient,  and  in  the  preaenoe  of  God, 
to  maintain  (he  Cburch  landa  and  the  rights  be- 
longing to  it.  Hadam,  what  accoant  can  be  given 
/br  the  breach  of  (hi>  oath  at  the  last  great  6aj, 
If  it  be  wilfull;  or  but  negligBiitl)'  violated  I  hnow 

And  then  he  thus  ends  his  address  to 


"  Madam,  —  Religion  is 
eament  of  human  societies,  and  when  the;  whioh 
•erre  at  God'a  altar  aball  be  etpoaed  to  porert; 
religion  itself  will  be  exposed  to  acorn  and  iMconie 
oontemptihle.  And,  therefore,  as  700  are  in- 
troited  with  a'  great  power  to  preaerre  or  waa(e 
the  Church'a  lands,  dispose  of  them  for  Jesa'a 
take,  aa  joa  hare  promiaed  to  men  and  avowed  to 
God  ;  that  ia.  as  tbe  donors  intended.  Let  neither 
falsehood  nor  Satterj  beguile  jou  (o  do  otherwise. 
Pnt  a  atop.  I  beteeoh  jon,  to  the  approaching  rain 
of  God'i  Cbonh,  a«  ;ou  expect  comfort  at  tbe 
last  great  day." 

Hy  Lords,  I  think  you  will  ^ree  with 
me  that  iha  language  was  worthy  of  so 
high-minded  a  man,  and  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Queen  accepted  and 
acceded  to  that  language  waa  as  honour- 
able to  the  Sovereign  &a  the  frank- 
ness and  boldness  of  the  communication 
was  honourable  to  the  subject.  My 
Lords,  I  am  unwilling  to  trouble  you 
with  further  quotations,  and  I  am  quite 
aware  that  when  I  speak  of  the  times  of 
Henty  IV.  and  Elizabeth,  I  am  speak- 


ing of  times  when  the  Crown  had  much 
lees  restricted  powers  than  at  present, 
and  that  the  terms  of  the  Oath  admin- 
istered to  her  present  Majesrtj  were, 
that,  to  the  utmost  of  her  power,  she 
would  uphold  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Church.  Now,  "to  the  utmost 
of  her  power  " — these  are  limiting  words, 
and  in  the  present  day,  when  the  power 
of  the  Crown  is  much  lees  than  it  used 
to  be,  and,  perhaps,  than  it  ie  desirable 
it  should  be,  these  words  give  an  im- 
mense latitude  to  the  conscience  of  the 
Sovereign.  Because  the  case  may  be 
that  there  may  be  circumstances  in  which 
a  Government  ia  pressing  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty an  assent  to  a  measure  which  she 
may  individually  disapprove.  Of  course, 
my  Lords,  I  do  not  presume  to  say  what 
may  be  the  private  sentiments  of  Her 
Majesty.  That  is  a  matter  with  which 
I  have  nothing  to  do.  The  Queen,  how- 
ever, may  have  pressed  upon  her  by  a 
powerful  Minister  measures  which,  if 
thoy  were  not  so  pressed,  might  be  op- 
pressive to  her  conscience.  The  circum- 
stances may  be  such  as  to  make  it  im- 
possible to  form  another  Government; 
aud,  as  a  constitutional  Sovereign,  Her 
Majesty  is  bound  to  act  on  the  advice  of 
of  Iter  constitutional  Advisers.  There- 
fore, without  any  fault  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  without  any  imputa- 
tion on  her  of  violating  her  Oath,  she 
may  be  placed  in  a  position  in  which, 
even  when  wishing  to  the  utmost  of  her 
power  to  maiatain  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  Church,  she  may  be  so 
overborne  as  to  be  unable  to  do  anything 
but  yield.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  suppose 
it  is  within  the  competency  of  the  Crown 
— or,  at  least,  it  is  hardly  within  the 
competency  of  the  Crown — to  refuse 
her  Assent  to  any  measure  passed  by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  and  recom- 
mended for  her  Assent  by  her  responsible 
Ministers.  But,  I  say,  with  respect  to 
this  question,  that  if  Her  Majesty  in  her 
own  conscience,  unchecked  by  any  other 
feeling,  wero  bound  to  maintain  Oie  pro- 
mises she  made  at  the  time  of  her  coro- 
nation, and  if  her  conscienoe  were  over- 
borne by  the  presfiure  and  advice  of  the 
responsible  Stinisters  of  the  Crown,  then 
yon,  and  you  alone,  stand  in  the  way  of 
that  dilemma  between  the  Queen  and 
her  conscience  ;  and  that  you,  and  you 
alone,  have  the  power  of  rescuing  her 
from  the  deplorable  condition  of  being 
compelled  to  violate  her  oath,  or  placed 
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in  a.  poddon  vhich  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  her  to  maiatain.  U;  Lords, 
you  have  the  power  of  liberating  the 
Sovereign  &om  all  those  dlffiGulties.  You 
have  the  power,  by  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill,  of  maintauung  those  rights  which 
die  is  sworn  to  maintain ;  you  have  that 
power,  althoagh  tlie  Crown  has  not.  To 
you,  then,  I  appeal  to  place  this  matter 
upon  the  footing  upon  which  it  ought  to 
stand ;  and  to  de^nd  the  conscience  of 
the  Grown,  and  the  rights  and  privileges 
which,  as  Churchmen,  you  are  bound  to 
uphold. 

Now,  my  Lords,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  much  has  been  said,  and  much 
doubt  has  been  thrown,  on  the  parentage 
of  this  BiU.  In  cases  of  doubtful  pater- 
nity, the  likeness  of  the  offspring  to  the 
parent  is  a  strong,  though  not  a  conclu- 
sive ai^ument ;  but,  looking  at  the  Bill, 
I  cannot  trace  the  slightest  resemblance 
between  it  and  those  views  and  opinions 
which  were,  and  I  hope  still  are,  enter- 
tained by  my  noble  Friends  opposite. 
In  this  case,  however,  we,  happily,  are 
in  no  doubt  as  to  the  paternity ;  for  my 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  pointed 
out  that  all  the  main  provisions  of  the 
Bill  were  ontimerated  in  the  House  of 
Commons  some  years  ago  by  Mr.  Miall, 
in  very  considerable  detail,  and  that  at 
the  time  they  were  rejected  by  Uie  then 
Government,  many  Members  of  which 
are  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government.  My  noble  fViend  also 
seemed  to  think  that  there  had  been  a 
little  coquetting  with  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics. My  noble  Friend  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  said  he  had  no  recollection  of 
that ;  but  my  noble  Friend  the  Foreign 
Secretary  took  a  bolder  line.  He  said, 
"Mr.  Miall!  Who  is  Mr.  Miall?"  Mr. 
Miall  is  the  President  of  the  Liberation 
Society.  "  The  Liberation  Society,"  said 
my  noble  Friend,  "we  have  had  no  com- 
munication with  the  Liberation  Society ; 
and  as  to  its  views,  we  know  nothing 
about  them!" 

The  Eam.  of  CLAEENDON:  You 
allude  to  Mr.  Dillon. 

The  Eari.  of  DERBY :  Oh,  no !  par- 
don me.  I  am  not  alluding  to  Mr.  Dulon 
or  to  Mr.  Daunt,  I  am  talking  of  Mr. 
Miall ;  and  of  the  charge  of  my  noble 
Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment,  that 
this  is  Mr.  Miall's  Bill;  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  said 


"  Mr.  Miall!  we  know  i 
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Mr.  Miall  or  the  Liberation  Society." 
Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  in  a  state  of  profound  ignorance  with 
regard  to  the  secrete  of  his  own  Cabinet  ? 
■Will  my  noble  Friend  tell  me  that  ho 
believes  there  is  no  individual  Member 
of  the  Cabinet,  holding  high  jJace,  who 
has  connection  with  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety ?     Does  he  not  know  there  is  ? 

The  Eam.  of  CLARENDON:  No; 
I  do  not. 

The  Eael  of  DERBY:  You  do  not! 
Well,  "  ignorance  is  bliss."  Surely  my 
noble  Friend  does  not  need  to  be  told 
that  there  is  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
who  is  in  very  close  and  intimate  rela- 
tions with  the  Liberation  Society,  who 
is  almost  the  alter  ego  of  Mr.  Miall,  and 
who  has  exercised,  and  who  no  doubt 
does  exercise,  at  the  present  moment, 
considerable  influence  in  the  Cabinet  ? 

The  Eajil  of  CLARENDON  :  Who? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  Mr.  Bright. 

The  Eabl  op  CLARENDON:  Mr. 
Bright,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  when 
he  spoke  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  said  he  was  in  no  way  connected 
with  the  Liberation  Society. 

The  Eaiel  of  DERBY :  What !  Mr. 
Bright  not  a  friend  or  connection  of  Mr. 
Miall? 

The  Eakl  of  CLARENDON :  What 
I  said  was  that  Mr.  Bright  is  not  a  mem- 

ir  of  the  Liberation  Society. 

Teoi  Earl  of  DERBY :  I  did  not  say 
whether  he  is  a  member  of  that  society 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON :  You 
said  he  was  connected  with  it. 

The  Earl  op  DERBY :  What  I  said 
was  that  a  Member  of  the  Government 
was  in  intimate  connection  with  Mr. 
Miall,  who  was  intimately  connected 
with  the  Liberation  Society.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  say  that  this  Bill  in  a  great 
measure  proceeds  &om  a  measure  pre- 
pared under  the  auspices  of  the  Libera- 
tion Society,  and  introduced  into  the 
other  House  by  Mr.  Miall,  and  rejected 
by  the  Members  and  supporters  of  the 
present  Government ;  and  if  they  had 
only  taken  the  ordinaiy  care  of  looking 
bade  to  see  what  had  occurred  within 
so  short  a  period  they  would  have  been 
spared  all  the  auiriety  of  a  protracted 
Session,  and  all  the  anxiety  and  pain  of 
discussing  what  I  trust  inll  be  a  veiy 
abortive  measure.  But  the  f^  is  that 
this  Bill  has  been  carried  in  the  House 
>thing  about   of  Commona  by  the  combination  of  a 
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variety  of  lutereBts.  The  Liberation  So- 
ciety I  place  in  the  very  first  rank  ;  for 
I  think  that,  whatever  may  be  the  ig- 
norance of  the  Government  on  other 
subjects,  they  cannot  be  ignorant  of  this 
— that  to  the  unceasing  efforts  of  the 
liberation  Society  is  owing  a  cousider- 
able  portion  of  the  very  large  amount 
of  support  they  received  throughout  the 
ooontiT  daring  the  recent  elections.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretaiy  for  the  Colonies 
advised  us  before  we  came  to  a  decision 
to  look  forward  a  step  further.  Will 
the  noble  Earl  permit  me  to  return  him 
that  advice  F  Wnen  he  brings  in  a  mea- 
sure prepared  under  the  auepicee  of  the 
Liberation  Society  wiU  he  be  land  enough 
to  look  further  and  see  what  the  next 
step  will  be  that  he  will  be  called  upon 
to  take  7  My  Lords,  it  is  quite  true  mat 
the  Bill  has  also  been  supported  by  a 
number  of  the  Presbyterians  of  Soot- 
land,  and  I  have  been  asked  whether 
Uio  Presbyterians  of  Scotland  are  not 
some  of  the  stoutest  Protestants  of  the 
Empire.  Doubtless  they  are.  But,  in 
the  first  place,  have  there  not  been  con- 
siderable jealousies  between  them  and 
the  Church  of  England?  Moreover,  a 
very  larga  proportion  of  them  are  mem- 
bers of  tiie  Eree  Church  of  Scotland,  and 
are  enemies  of  all  Establishments,  and 
as  such  they  naturally  join  in  the  cry 
for  putting  down  the  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  as  being  the  weakest  part  of 
the  Establishment  of  the  United  King- 
dom. But,  my  Lords,  what  suiprises 
me  the  most  is  that  the  Boman  CathoHcs 
should  have  taken  the  part  they  have 
done  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  If  there 
is  one  thing  more  than  another  which 
is  opposed  to  all  their  feelings  and  prin- 
ciples, it  is  the  alienation  of  property 
once  devoted  to  the  service  of  Qod.  It 
may  be  that  they  think  that  this  prin- 
ciple is  not  applicable  to  a  heretic 
Church ;  but  if  it  were  applied  to  their 
own  Church  I  am  sure  that  they  would 
declaim   with    the   utmost   vehemence 

Xinst  the  adoption  of  that  principle 
ch  they  are  now  joining  with  me 
Dissenters  in  seeking  to  apply  to  the 
Irish  Eetablislunent.  But,  my  Lords, 
what  have  the  Boman  Catholics  to  gain 
by  the  measure  7  The  overthrow  of  on 
obnoxiouB  Church.  They  gain  for  them- 
selves nothing.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  per- 
mitted to  reid  upon  this  point  the  lan- 
guage of  a  well-Qiown  Liberal — no  less 
a  person  than  the  Dean  of  Westminster 


— who  says,  with  r^ard  to  this  precise 

"  The  demand  for  tbe  dcttraotion  of  ■  rival, 
without  adTanUgo  to  ounetTOi,  ma;  bo  ren- 
geanoe,  but  it  i»  not  Justice— mar  batbauvago 
«ar-ci7  of  the  aaaient  Gideonite,  but  i>  not  ibe 
legitimate  claim  of  a  (Jbriatian  State  or  of  a 
ciTilirad  Cburoh." 

And  all  this  is  to  be  done,  my  Lords, 
upon  the  ground  of  religious  equality. 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  let  me  ask  in 
what  part  of  the  world  in  which  the 
Boman  Cathohc  religion  is  the  dominant 
power  does  it  admit  for  a  moment  the 
notion  of  the  principle  of  religious  equa' 
lity  ?  It  is  a  principle,  they  say,  which 
may  be  all  very  well  for  the  Protestants; 
but  they  condemn,  under  the  authority 
of  the  Holy  Father,  not  only  the  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality,  but  absolutely 
that  of  religious  toleration.  In  Ireland, 
and  in  Ireland  alone,  wo  find  the  Boman 
Catholics  joining  in  the  cry  for  religious 
equality,  which,  if  they  had  the  upper 
hand,  they  would  not  for  a  moment 
countenance.  But  what  is  the  principle 
of  religious  equality  contended  for  oy 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill?  Is  it  the 
impartial  endowment  of  all  denomina- 
tions which  was  recommended  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Buesell)  in  one  of  his 
Letters,  and  which  was  also  recommended 
on  Tuesday  night  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Penzance)  at  the  table  of 
your  Lordships'  House  7  Certainly  not. 
Beligious  equality  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  means  an  equal  indifference 
to  all  religions.  It  is  not  the  universal 
endowment  they  recommend,  but  the 
universal  disendowment  and  disestab- 
lishment of  all  Establishments.  They 
agree  with  the  Eomaa  Catholics,  who 
say — "Wewill  not  have  an  endowment, 
and  therefore  no  one  else  shall  have  an 
endowment."  And  that  is  the  only  way 
in  which  it  is  proposed  to  introduce  re- 
ligious equality  into  Ireland.  But,  my 
Lords,  is  it  possible  to  introduce  practi- 
cally religious  equality  into  Ireland  ?  I 
undertake  to  assert  that,  in  the  event  of 
ite  being  diseatablisbed  and  disendowed, 
the  Iriui  Church  will  not  be  able  to 
hold  its  own  against  the  rival  Church  of 
Gome.  If  you  disestablish  a  Church,  you 
take  away  the  authority  of  her  Bishops, 
and  the  cement  of  the  law  which  binds 
together  men  of  very  different  opinions, 
and  allow  a  very  wide  latitude  of  ac- 
tion. Take  away  that  control  of  the 
law  and  the  Church  of  England  in  Ire- 
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land  will  be  s^lit  into  a  dozen  small  fac- 
tions, each  going  its  own  way.  Can  you 
for  a  moment  imagine  that  a  Bociety  so 
diseBtabliehed,  bo  dispersed,  and  eo  en- 
tirely separated  into  several  branches, 
distinct  each  &om  the  other,  can  for  a 
single  moment  contend  against  the  per- 
fect organization  of  the  C^urdi  of  Some, 
in  which  the  people  are  the  absolute 
alaTOs  of  the  priests,  in  which  the  priests 
are  the  obedient  servants  of  the  Bishops, 
and  in  which  the  Bishops  only  execute 
the  mandates  and  commands  of  the  Su- 
preme Pontiff?  And  then  with  regard 
to  endowment.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
epobe  in  very  forcible  language  last  night 
against  the  danger  and  evil  of  an  imen- 
dowed  Church,  and  against  the  volun- 
tary principle.  But  you  propose  to  ap- 
ply that  principle  to  the  scattared  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland,  and  pro- 
fess thereby  to  put  them  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  Soman  Catholic  Church. 
But  to  rank  them  with  the  Eoman  Oa- 
tholio  Church  as  resting  on  the  volun- 
tary system  is  the  greatest  abuse  of 
terms  that  can  possibly  be  made  use  of. 
I  recollect  that  in  the  last  of  the  Letters 
of  the  noble  Earl  at  the  table  he  reported 
a  conversation  he  had  had  with  aKoman 
Oath<^c  Bishop,  who  told  him  that,  for 
Bome  purpose — either  to  build  a  cathe- 
dral or  a  church — he  had  imposed  a  tax 
upon  the  parishes  of  his  diocese  amount- 
ing to  5«.  in  the  pound.  That  sum  was 
wrung  from  the  hard  hands  of  the  pea- 
santry, and  while  he  himself  enforced 
the  payment,  he,  perhaps,  was  encourag- 
ing the  tenants  to  cry  out  against  the 
gnping  hardness  of  grinding  landlords. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  the  Eo- 
man Catholic  priesthood,  whenever  they 
choose,  can  levy  their  dues  as  regularly 
and  with  as  much  compulsion  and  force 
as  Protestant  clerg3rmen  ever  did.  It  is 
my  firm  belief  that  if  you  could  get 
at  the  amount  of  the  incomes  of  the 
Protestant  and  the  Boman  Catholic 
clergy,  you  would  find  that  those  of  the 
latter  were  considerably  larger  than 
those  of  the  former.  To  give  an  in- 
stance to  your  Lordships  of  the  Bubeer- 
vience  of  the  Boman  Catholic  laymen 
and  clergymen  alike,  I  will  refer  you  to 
what  occurred  the  other  day,  when  Car- 
dinal Cullen  threatened  all  Boman  Ca- 
tholics with  excommunication  ipso  facto. 
And  for  what  ? — if  they,  attended  a  Ma- 
sonic ball  that  was  to  b©  given  in  honour 
of  the  son  of  Her  Majesty,  in  the  pre- 
Ttu  Earl  of  Dtrly 
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sence  of  Her  Majes^'s  representative  in 
Ireland.  For  this  they  were  to  be  ex- 
communicated, and  that  excommunica- 
tion was  to  apply  to  any  young  ladies 
who  might  think  it  a  good  opportuni^ 
of  enjoying  themselves  if  they  attended 
the  ball.  The  excommunication  was 
threatened  on  this  ground — that  the 
ball  was  gven  by  the  Society  of  Free- 
masons. J  can  only  say  that  if  his  Ex- 
cellency imagines  that  the  Freemasons 
of  England  stand  on  the  same  footing 
with  the  Carbonari  and  other  secret  so- 
cieties— if  he  imagines  that  they  are 
leagued  against  the  Throne — I  can  only 
say  that  it  is  a  signal  proof  of  the  igno- 
rance of  infiillibihty.  I  have  not  myself 
the  honour  of  belonging  to  that  society, 
but,  from  all  that  I  have  ever  heard,  I 
believe  that  a  more  loyal,  a  more  peace- 
able, a  more  charitable,  and  a  more 
universaUy  benevolent  class  of  men  does 
not  exist  on  the  face  of  the  earth  ;  and 
yet,  because  it  is  called  a  secret  society, 
all  those  Boman  Catholics  who  attend 
any  of  its  meetings  are  liable  to  be  ex- 
communicated. [A  noble  Lord  in- 
terposed an  observation.^  I  am  obliged 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  calling  my  at- 
tention to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Eto-l  of 
Zetland),  who  is  the  illustrious  head  of 
thatdangerous  society,  which  is  supposed 
to  be  hatching  all  manner  of  designs 
against  the  Church  and  State,  and 
whose  associates  are  liable  to  be  excom- 
municated by  Cardinal  Cullen.  Now, 
my  Lords,  another  of  the  many  objec- 
tions to  this  Bill  is  that  it  totally  disre- 
gards in  the  case  of  the  Church  the  pre- 
scriptive right  to  property  which  has 
been  enjoyed  for  300  years.  I  have  been 
told  that  there  is  a  great  distinction  be- 
tween private  property  and  ecclesiastical 
property.  All  I  can  say  is  that  if  there 
be  a  sanctity  attaching  to  one  more  than 
to  the  other  do.icription  of  property,  it 
would  be  to  that  which  had  been  dedi- 
cated to  the  service  of  God.  In  the  very 
able  speech  which  was  addressed  to  us 
on  Tuesday  evening  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  St.  David's),  he 
denied  altogether  that   there  was   any 

Seculiar  sanctity  attaching  to  proper^ 
edioated  to  the  service  of  God.  He  be- 
gan, in  the  first  place,  by  saying  that  aU 
acts  of  kindness  towards  our  fellow-crea- 
tures were  acts  of  worship  to  God.  I 
am  far  from  controverting  that  propod- 
tion.  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  ulus- 
trated  by  two  exaniples-^that  «f  tha 
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XQtuiMoeiit  gentleman  who  rebuilt  Dab- 
lia  Cathedral,  and  that  of  the  benevo- 
lent lad;  who  has  recently  conferred 
such  a  boon  upon  the  poor  of  the  metro- 
polis. I  do  not  mean  to  enter  with  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  into  the  distinction 
which  he  drew  as  to  the  giving  of  pro- 
perty for  religious  purposes.  I  have  no 
aoubt  that,  in  whichever  mode  it  is  giren, 
it  is  equally  acceptable  to  Him  who 
looks  not  meroly  to  the  act  but  to  the 
motives  by  which  it  is  dictated.  But  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  went  on  to  eulogize 
the  act  of  St.  Ambrose  in  gnintiitg  his 
church  for  purposes  most  meritorious  in 
themselves — the  relief  of  Chriatiim  sai- 
lors. He  said  he  considered  it  one  of 
tiie  most  meritorious  acts  of  that  vene- 
rable man's  life  ;  but  he  omitted  to  carry 
out  his  comparison  to  the  Aill  extent. 
The  other  two  donors  gave  up  their  own 
property ;  but  in  the  case  of  St,  Ambrose 
there  was  no  Himilnr  su^estion  as  to 
the  source  from  which  the  property 
came,  for  it  came  from  the  offermgs  that 
had  been  made  to  the  Church.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  bo  deeply  read  in  this 
matter  myself,  but  this  intormation  upon 
the  subject  was  sent  to  me  this  morning. 
Tertullian,  in  his  Apuiogyfor  the  Chrii- 
tiant  in  th«  Steond  Century,  thus  states 

"  WhaUoeTBT  vB  hme  Id  the  treuu>7  of  oar 
ohurohei  is  not  niwd  bf  taialion,  as  though  we 
pot  men  lo  ranaom  their  religion,  but  oTsry  man 
onoa  a  month,  or  whenaTaT  be  pleuei,  beitoweth 
what  he  thinka  good,  and  of  hii  oirn  free  will ; 
■nd  that  which  is  given  ia  not  beitowed  in  Tauit;, 
but  in  relieTing  the  poor  and  orphana,  and  main- 
tenance  of  aged  and  inSrm  penona,  men  wrecked 
bf  lea,  and  anch  aa  are  condemned  lo  metal  minea, 
Iwniahed  into  itlaoda,  or  oait  into  priaon,  profeia. 
ing  the  true  God  and  the  Chriatian  fiuth." 

Therefore,  in  dealing  with  these  offer- 
ings of  the  foithful,  8t.  Ambrose  was 
strictly  in  the  right,  and  was  applying 
them  to  the  rer;  purposes  for  whii^ 
they  were  pven.  But  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  has  omitted  to  notice  the  distinc- 
tion which  St.  Ambrose  ve^  carefully 
drew,  when  tlie  Emperor  Valentinian 
called  upon  him  to  surrender  the  church 
of  Milan,  with  its  righbi,  privileges,  and 
property.  This  was  the  noble  answer 
which  he  made — 

"  If  anjthing  were  required  of  ma  that  were 
mine — SI  TDj  land,  mj  honae,  mjr  gold,  or  mj 
ailier — whatnieier  were  nine  I  would  wiUingI; 
oB^r  it ;  but  I  can  take  nothing  from  the  Churiih, 
nor  deliver  that  to  othen  whioh  I  mjaelf  reeeiTod 
but  to  keep,  and  not  lo  deliTar." 

VOL.  CXOVn.    [thibd  SBEua.] 


extends  to  all  the  acts  of  that  holyman's 
life ;  but  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  fol- 
lowing the  act  which  he  especially  se- 
lected for  commendation,  should  find  his 
congregation  or  any  of  them  in  a 
critical  position,  and  to  relieve  their  ne- 
cessities should  dispose  of  the  Commu- 
nion plate  belonging  to  his  church,  I  am 
afraid  the  meritorious  example  of  St. 
Ambrose  would  hardly  excuse  the  right 
rev.  Prelate. 

I  really  am  ashamed  to  trespass  on 
the  indulgence  of  your  Lordships,  but 
there  is  one  point  to  which  I  must  ad- 
vert, and  that  is  the  righteous  indigna- 
tion which  was  displayed  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  the  recommendations  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  were  first  issued, 
to  the  effect  that  certain  portions  of  the 
superfluities  of  the  Church  in  one  part 
of  Ireland  should  go  to  the  relief  of  its 
necesdtieB  in  anoUier.  "What!"  ho 
cried,  "take  avaythe  Church  property 
itata  one  set  of  persons  and  give  it  ia 
others — robbery,  confiscation,  plunder!" 
And  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  BuBsell),  in  his  third  Letter  to 
"My  dear"  Fortescue,  pathetically  says — 

"  But  if  we  go  from  this  northern  population  to 
a  aouthern  pariah,  we  may  find  a  Proteatant  oler- 
gjDian  witb  a  congregation  of  two.  Of  ten,  or 
twenty  persona,  anrrounded  by  a  Romun  Cathoiio 
population  of  1,000  or  0,000.  The  ssrricea  of 
that  mioiiler  in  hia  ohuroh  are  of  little  value,  but 
he  ia  bj  no  meana  an  unuaeful  member  of  the 
communilj.  He  ia  probably  an  educated  man, 
and  practiaes  all  the'  sweet  aiiilitiea  of  life.'  He 
and  hia  family  Wait  the  Roman  Cathoiio  poor, 
among  whom  there  prevails  none  of  that  antipathy 
which  apringa  up  in  parishes  where  the  rival  oom- 
munions  are  in  numbera  nearly  on  a  par.  He  ia 
ready  to  provide  and  pay  for  the  medioal  atten- 
dance that  may  be  required  when  all  the  members 
cfa  wretched  family  are  alruek  down  by  aioknesa. 
He  ia  not  wanting  in  the  exeroiae  of  the  charities 
of  a  good  Chrialian,  nor,  though  ho  ia  forbidden 
to  tread  upon  the  diaputed  domaia  of  Lheology,  ia 
he  prohibited  from  telling  the  peaaant  that  it  ll 
his  duty  to  love  God  with  all  hii  heart  and  aoul, 
and  hia  neighbour  as  himself.  Such  a  clergyman, 
in  a  wild  and  desolate  part  of  the  country  where 
many  of  the  habits  of  savage  life  are  yet  retained, 
ia  not  without  hia  use,  and  I  would  wiQingly  aea 
all  the  pariahea  of  the  city  of  Dublin  aubjected  ti> 
the  lalunlary  rtgimen  before  I  would  consent  to 
aee  all  of  theae  remote  eburchea  fall  to  ruin,  the 
glebe  houses  of  the  clergyman  empty,  his  garden 
overgrown  with  weeds,  and  the  charitable  band 
removed  to  some  pcpnloua  town,  in  order  to  com- 
ply with  the  report  of  Lord  Derby's  CommiaaiOD, 
and  do  away  witb  an  anomaly.  Theao  oiroum- 
stancea  aeem  to  me  to  require  more  conaideration 
than  the  public  mind  has  yet  given  to  them." 
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In  the  whole  history  of  the  world  was 
there  ever  an  example  of  incoosietency 
greater  than  that  exhibited  by  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  right  bon.  Geotteman  the 
Firet  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  cry  out 
— "Flimder,  spoliation,  confiscation,  and 
robben'!"  at  the  proposal  to  transfer  a 
part  of  the  roTenuea  of  the  Church  from 
one  diatriot  to  meet  the  wants  of  another, 
and  who  see  no  plunder,  no  confiscation, 
no  robbery,  and  no  epoliation  in  the 
proposal  to  do  away  wiOi  these  benefices 
altogether,  with  all  the  advantages  that 
are  claimed  for  them — to  leave  the  gar- 
den unweeded,  and  to  remove  the  dia- 
ritable  hand?  And  for  what  purpose? 
^Vhy,  to  build  up  lunatic  asylums  and 
to  lighten  county  rates.  The  veiy  re- 
marks made  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Church  Commission,  which  the  noble 
Earl  himself  moved  for,  are  the  strong- 
est condemnation  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment now.  I  was  very  much  struck 
with  the  opening  E^eech  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies)  who 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
He  introduced  that  Motion  with  all  his 
wonted  suavity  of  manner  and  all  his 
ability  of  arranging  arguments ;  but, 
when  he  came  to  describe  the  principles 
of  the  measure,  I  llstoned  wiUi  intense 
anxiety  to  know  the  grounds  on  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  re- 
commend the  proposal  to  your  Lord- 
ships' acceptance.  Instead,  however,  of 
dealing  with  principles,  the  noble  Earl 
— ^just  as  if  we  were  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill — proceeded  to  give  us 
a  histoiy  of  all  the  clauses  in  detaU,  and 
left  the  main  question  of  principle 
wholly  unnoticed  and  untouched.  My 
objection,  however,  is  not  to  the  details, 
but  to  the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  not  going  now  to  enter  into  consider- 
ations of  whether  there  might  not  be  a 
little  addition  here,  and  a  litue  mitigation 
of  severity  there  at  some  future  stage ; 
I  object  to  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and,  in  the  language  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate — ^I  will  not — I  cannot — I 
dare  not  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill. 

Another  thing,  my  Lords,  has  very 
much  struck  me  in  this  debate.  With 
hardly  an  exception,  all  those  who  have 
supported  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
have  fotmd  fault  with  every  one  of  its 
details.  The  most  rev.  Primato,  for  in- 
stance (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury), 
gave  us  a  most  lucid  explanation  of  ^e 

The  Sari  <if  2>frby 


views  which  induced  him  to  support  th« 
second  reading,  although  itwaB,lie  said, 
a  very  bad  BiL,  and  one  that  embodied 
the  voluntary  principle,  which  he  con- 
demned as  uttoriy  ruinous  to  the  Church ; 
nevertheless,  yielding  to  the  infittence 
exerted  upon  him  by  the  noble  Earl  die 
Secretary  of  Btate,  who  assured  him  that 
any  Amendments  which  were  proposed 
should  be  constdered,  and  pinning  his 
faith  ou  that  assurance,  he  consents  to 
accept  the  second  reading  of  the  BilL 
My  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  certainly  de- 
dares  that  he  is  gratefiil  for  one  portion 
of  the  Bill — that  which  he  calls  the  dis- 
estabhshment  of  the  Church.  He,  and 
many  of  those  who  share  his  opinion, 
desire  to  see  the  Church  untrammelled 
and  entirely  &ee ;  and  for  the  sake  of 
seeing  that  object  acoomplished,  although 
he  objects  to  the  extent  to  which  disen- 
dowment  is  to  be  carried,  he  consents 
not  only  to  the  disestablishment  which 
he  approves,  but  to  the  diseudowment 
which  he  does  not. 

The  Eael  of  CA31NAET0N:  I  did 
not  state  that  in  the  abstract  I  approved 
of  disestablishment.  On  the  contraiy,  I 
stated  that  I  had  every  ^mpathy  with 
the  Irish  Protestant  Church. 

The  Eaki,  of  DERBY:  My  noble 
Friend  said,  that  there  was  one  boon 
which  was  conferred  by  this  Bill,  and 
for  which  he  waa  grateftd,  and  that  was 
the  establishment  of  a  Free  Church  in 
Ireland. 

Toe  Eakl  of  CARNARVON :  No. 

The  Eam.  of  DE31BT  :  That  was  the 
expression  used  by  my  noble  Friend  in 
the  debate,  and  that  is  the  expression 
which  he  is  reported  to  have  used,  for  I 
referred  to  the  passage  this  morning. 

The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON :  I  am 
very  sorry  to  interrupt,  but  I  never  did 
use  that  expression. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY:  Then  my 
noble  Friend  had  better  have  some  com- 
mimication  with  the  reporter  of  T/ie 
Tmt»,  for  I  can  assure  him  that  he  has 
been  entirely  misapprehended.  Then, 
again,  I  turn  te  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  behind  me  (the  Duke  of  Rutland). 
He  admits  that  this  is  an  act  of  injus- 
tice, violence,  and  spoliation  towards  the 
Irish  Church.  There  is  no  part  of  the 
Bill  that  he  does  not  criticize  with 
Boveritj.  

Eam.  GRANVILLE :  I  must  remind 
the  noble  Earl  that,  in  the  early  part  of 
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the  ereniiig,  I  was  called  to  Order  by 
him  for  referrmg  to  a  speech  that  had 
been  delivered  during  the  debate. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY :  I  am  speak- 
ing for  the  first  time  in  this  debate,  and 
foUowing  speeches  delivered  on  Monday 
and  Tuesday  nights.  Am  I  not  per- 
mitted to  answer  anything  that  I  heard 
in  that  debate  ?  I  can  onlT  say  that  the 
noble  Ihite  concurred  witti  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  that  this  measure  was  either 
one  of  robbery  towards  the  Protestants, 
or  did  not  go  far  enough,  as  it  restored 
nothing  to  the  Boman  Catholics.  My 
Lords,  two  propositions  have  been  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.  The  one  was,  that  rf 
we  allowed  this  Bill  to  pass  into  Com- 
mittee we  might  be  able  to  make  such 
Amendments  in  it  as  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Lower  House;  the  other,  that 
this  question  has  been  already  decided 
by  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the  coun- 
try. My  Lords,  in  the  first  place,  I  deny 
the  latter  proporitiou.  I  deny  that  this 
question,  as  a  whole,  has  ever  been  sub- 
mitted, as  is  so  frequently  asserted,  to 
the  deliberate  judgment  of  the  country. 
It  is  quite  true  that,  at  the  last  General 
Election,  the  C|;uestioa  of  the  disestablish- 
ment and  diaendowment  of  the  Iridi 
Church  was  made  a  portion  of  the 
Liberal  polity,  and  that  by  a  imion  of 
aU  sections  of  that  party  a  large  mdority 
of  Members  was  returned  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  support  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  party  and  the  right  hon.  Oeatle- 
man  now  at  its  bead.  But  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  never  was  before 
the  country.  The  country  judged  of 
what  the  Bill  would  be,  partly  by  the 
declarations  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  partly  by 
the  Preamble  of  the  measure  itself.  In- 
deed, it  would  seem  that  many  of  its 
provisions  were  studiously  kept  back  in 
the  declarations  of  the  Ministers  and 
their  chief  supporters.  Even  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bin  failed  to  give  us  true 
insight  of  some  of  its  provisions.  And  I 
must  say,  on  reading  that  Preamble,  it 
does  astonish  me  how  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemmeut  should  think  that  they  art 
able  to  reconcile  its  recital  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure.  The  Preamble 
states  that — 

"  Vbera*  it  I*  «ip«diint  (hit  the  union  on- 
•ted  bj  let  of  Pftrlikment  batwMD  the  Chorahei 
of  EDgUnd  Bud  Ireland,  >■  b;  la*  sstabliihed, 
■hoald  be  diiiolTed,  and  that  Ibe  Church  of  Ire- 


land, M  10  Mparalsd,  should  oean  to  be  eatab- 
lishsd  by  lav,  and  that,  after  Bstiifjiug,  lo  fiir  ai 
poaaible,  upon  principles  of  equalitf  as  between 
the  iflreral  retigiong  denemiDationi  in  Irelsnd, 
all  Just  and  equitable  claims,  the  property  of  the 
said  Churob  of  Ireland,  or  the  proceeds  thereof, 
•hoald  be  held  and  applied  for  tbe  adrnntage  of 
tbe  Irish  people,  but  not  for  the  maintenance  of 
any  Chnroh  or  clergy,  or  other  miniltry,  nor  for 
tbe  (eMbing  of  religion.'' 

Now,  I  believe  that  if  there  was  one 
thing  more  than  another  made  clear  in 
the  speeches  and  declarations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  which  gained 
for  the  Qovemment  the  support  of  ear- 
nest Protestants  at  the  last  election,  it 
was  the  positive  assurance  that  no  part 
of  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
should  be  appropriated  to  the  mainten- 
ance or  the  teaching  of  any  religious 
denomination  whatever.  But  what  do 
we  now  see?  How  have  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  carried  out  that  declaration  ? 
My  Lords,  if  you  look  at  the  BiU,  you 
wUl  find  no  less  a  sum  than  £400,000  is 
to  be  taken  from  the  Establishment  and 
applied  to  the  creation  of  an  endowment 
for  the  Boman  Catholic  College  of  May- 
nooth.  Now,  let  me  not  be  misunder- 
stood. I  have  not  the  slightest  obj  ection 
to  the  granting  of  a  liberal  compensation 
to  the  College  of  Maynooth  for  what- 
ever may  be  taken  from  it.  I  do  not, 
however,  think  that  the  establishment  of 
Maynooth  has  answered  the  expectations 
diat  had  been  formed  of  it  by  those 
who  originated  or  increased  the  grant 
which  was  given  for  its  support.  I  am 
old  enough  to  recollect  the  time  when 
the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Eoman  Cathohc 
Church  were  obbged  to  go  to  Saragossa 
and  other  continental  Universities  in 
order  to  receive  their  education ;  and, 
recollecting  what  some  of  those  men 
were,  I  must  confess  that  I  think  that 
the  clei^  that  have  since  been  educated 
in  the  College  of  Maynooth  have  been 
generally  of  an  inferior  class  compared 
with  those  who  had  been  educated 
abroad,  but  who  were  not  less  zealous 
for  the  promotion  of  their  own  religion 
than  those  who  have  succeeded  them. 
But,  my  Lords,  that  system  is  changed; 
Maynooth  has  now  a  permanent  endow- 
ment sanctioned  by  Act  of  Parliament; 
and  I  for  one  have  such  a  great  respect 
for  what  has  been  once  given  under  the 
sanction  of  an  Act  of  ParUamont,  that  I 
would  never  be  a  party  to  any  measure 
depriving  Maynooth  of  its  endowment 
without  fair  and  adequate  compensation, 
0  2  ISecottd  £Mdinf~-2%trd  Ifi^At. 
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Bat  if  there  was  an;  one  thing  more 
dearly  understood  than  another  it  was 
that  no  portion  of  the  property  to  be 
taken  &oni  the  Irish  Church  would  be 
devoted  to  the  purposes  of  Maynooth. 
That  property  was  to  be  applicable  to 
Irish  purposes,  but  not  to  reliQ;ious  pur- 
poses. Yet  it  is  now  proposed  that  the 
property  of  which  the  Irisli  Church  is  t« 
be  despoiled  shall  be  paid  into  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  and  then  handed  over 
to  the  Soman  Catholic  College  of  May- 
nooth— by  that  sort  of  hocus-pocus  it  is 
pretended  that  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  not  really  to  be  given  to  May- 
nooth, but  is  to  pass  into  the  coffers  of 
the  State,  and  &om  those  coffers  it  will 
be  transferred  to  Maynooth.  Then  this 
property  waa  to  he  applied  to  Irish  pur- 
poses. Now,  Maynooth  may  he  said  to 
be  an  Irish  purpose :  but  then  the  fund 
is  to  go  to  the  relief  of  the  British  Exche- 
quer, as  the  payments  formerly  made, 
and  for  the  discontinuance  of  which  the 
Irish  Church  is  to  provide  the  compen- 
sation, are  now  by  Act  of  Parliament 
chai^d  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.-  My 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  told  us  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  this  House  would  fairly 
consider  any  Amendments  which  might 
be  suggested  in  Committee  on  this  mea- 
sure ;  but,  on  being  further  pressed  on 
the  subject,  he  said  that  as  far  as  the 
House  of  Commons  was  concerned  he 
could  not  answer.  That  may  probably 
bo  very  true;  but  as  far  as  Her  Ma- 
jesh-'s  Ministers  are  concerned  they  can, 
probably,  answer  for  their  own  Colleagues 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  At  least, 
they  ought  to  he  able  to  do  so.  But 
have  we  any  assurance  that  the  same 
candid  consideration  will  be  given  by  the 
House  of  Conunons  and  by  the  Colleagues 
of  my  noble  Friend  there  to  any  Amend- 
ments which  may  be  made  by  this  House, 
as  has  been  promised  by  the  Members 
of  the  Government  who  sit  here  ?  "We 
know  too  well  that  in  tho  other  House 
Amendments  even  of  the  most  minute 
character  have  been  steadily 


permitted  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  refer- 
ence to  myself?  It  has  been  indus- 
triously asserted  out-of-doors,  and  by  a 
portion  of  the  Press,  that  I  am  the  prin- 
cipal and  the  prime  mover  in  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  measure.  My  Lords,  those 
who  make  that  aasertion  do  me  an  ho- 
nour which,  if  it  were  true,  I  should  be 
OToud  of,  but  which  I  do  not  deserve. 
Prom  the  time  when  ill-health  compelled 
me  to  retire  &om  the  councils  of  my 
Sovereign  and  &om  the  honourable  post 
of  the  leader  of  the  Conservative  party, 
which  I  enjoyed  for  so  many  years,  it 
was  my  anxious  desire  to  place  myself  ae 
much  as  possible  aloof  trom  party  move- 
ments. And,  on  this  particular  question, 
so  far  from  assuming  a  prominent  posi- 
tion, I  sedulously  avoided  everything  of 
the  kind,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
communicated  with  a  single  Peer  in 
public  or  in  private  as  to  the  view  I  took 
or  the  course  which  ought  to  be  pursued 
in  regard  to  it.  I  did,  indeed,  the  other 
day  attend  a  meeting  of  Peers,  at  which, 
but  not  until  the  close  of  the  proceed- 
ings, I  stated  what  was  the  opinion 
wMch  I  held  individually  on  this  sub- 
ject. Further  than  that,  I  have  not 
exercised  the  slightest  influence  nor 
made  the  slightest  application  to  any  in- 
dividal  Member  of  the  House  in  refer- 
ence to  his  vote.  At  the  same  time,  my 
Lords,  I  do  not  deny  that  I  entertain 
the  strongest  opinion  on  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  —  an  opinion  which  I  have 
steadily  upheld  for  a  period  longer  than 
I  am  wilhng  to  recollect.  My  Lords,  I 
am  now  an  old  man,  and  like  many  of 
your  Lordships,  I  have  already  passed 
the  threescore  years  and  ten.  My  olB- 
cial  life  is  entirely  closed ;  my  political 
life  is  nearly  so ;  and,  in  the  course  of 
nature,  my  natural  life  cannot  now  be 
long.  That  natural  life  commenced  with 
the  bloody  suppression  of  a  formidable 
reheUion  in  Ireland,  whidi  immediately 
preceded  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries.  And  may  God  grant  that  its 
close  may  not  witness  a  renewal  of  the 
and  the  dissolution  of  the  other !     I 


tinaciously  resisted  by  Her  Majesty's  i  do  not  pretend,  my  Lords,  to  be  able  to 
Government;  and  therefore  it  can  hardly  !  penetrate  the  veil  which    hides    from 


mpposed  that  the  Government, 
their  own  good-will,  will  permit,  if  they 
have  power  to  prevent  it,  the  adoption 
of  any  Amendment  which  trenches,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  on  the  main  provisions 
of  the  Bill. 
My  Lords,  before  I  sit  down  may  I  he 


mortal  vision  the  events  of  the  future ; 
but  whatever  may  he  the  issue  of  this 
great  controversy — whatever  may  be  the 
result  of  your  Lordships'  present  delihe* 
rations — I  say,  for  my  own  part,  even  if 
it  should  be  that  for  Uie  last  time  I  now 
have  the  honour  of  addxeseing  yon,  that 
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to  me  that  I  have  been  enabled  to  lift 
up  my  voice  against  the  adoption  of  a 
measure  of  which  I  believe  the  political 
foUy  is  only  equalled  by  it»  moral  In- 
justice. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLET:  My 
Lords,  I  have  often  felt  very  deeply  the 
responeibility  of  addreBsing  your  Lord- 
ahipe ;  but  I  say  it  uufeignedly  that  I 
never  felt  that  respousibihtr  eo  deeply 
as  on  the  present  occasion.  It  vas  not, 
I  think,  necessary  for  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  Amendment  (the  Earl  of 
Harrowby)  to  call  upon  your  Lordships 
to  recognize  the  gravity  of  the  question 
before  us;  for  I  am  perfectly  certain 
there  is  not  one  of  your  Lord&hips  who 
does  not  feel  that  seldom  has  a  question 
so  serious  and  so  important  been  sub- 
mitted to  this  Assembly.  Butllikemse 
feel  my  own  individu^  responsibility  ii 


ever  he  speaks  in  this  House  meets  with 
all  the  high  respect  which  is  due  to  his 
long  experience  and  his  great  authorily. 
I  am  sure  your  Lordships  must  feel  that 
the  touching  remarks  with  which  the 
noble  Earl  concluded  gave  more  than 
usual  weight  to  the  address  he  has  just 
delivered.  The  noble  Earl  very  justly 
and  fairly  challenged  Her  Majesty  s  Go- 
vernment to  say  what  is  the  principle 
on  which  this  Bill  is  founded.  My 
Lords,  I  was  struck  with  an  observation 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Feterboroogh),  who  spoke  so 
brilliantly  the  other  night,  when  ne  said 
that  there  are  three  nations  in  Ireland. 
That  was  a  pregfuant  remark  as  hearing 
upon  the  policy  that  we  have  to  pursue 
towards  Ireland,  and  is,  in  faot,  a  key 
to  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govemment 
in  the  sister  country.  I  cannot  agree  in 
the  distinction  which  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late drew  between  the  Boman  CathoUc 
priesthood  and  the  Boman  Catholic  laity 
of  that  country;  but,  unfortunately, 
those  who  like  myself  have  taken  part 
in  the  government  of  Ireland  nave 
found  themselves  constantly  con&onted 
by  two  extreme  fiu^tions.  But  between 
those  two  factions  there  is  an  interme- 
diate body,  and  it  is  upon  that  interme- 
diate body  that  the  Government  must 
rely  in  ruling  the  country.  There  is, 
besides,  what  may  by  a  figure  of  speech 
be  called  another  nation  on  the  other 
aide  of  the  Atlantic,  and  it  is  impossible 


to  leave  them  out  of  consideration.  I 
will  venture  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  and 
those  of  your  Lordships  who  are  disposed 
to  reject  this  Bill,  what  is  thepolicy  they 
think  thCT  are  for  the  iViture  to  pursue 
towards  ueland  ?  Upon  that  turns  the 
whole  question.  I  will  venture  to  say — 
I  will  undertake  to  prove — that  a  polity 
which  coasists  simply  in  rejecting  this 
Bill  and  falling  back  upon  the  state  of 
things  which  has  hitherto  existed,  is  one 
which  no  one  intrusted  with  the  govern- 
ment of  this  kingdom  can  henceforward 
pursue.  The  root  of  the  whole  difficulty 
is  what  is  known  as  "  ascendency,"  and 
I  was  reminded  of  that  principle  of  as- 
cendency in  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  addressed  your 
Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  made  an  elo- 
quent appeal  to  this  House  on  behalf  of 
&e  Protestants  of  Ireland,  whom,  he  said, 
we  were  about  to  oppress ;  but  he  alto- 
gether omitted  to  mention  the  4,300,000 
of  Irish  Roman  Catholics.  Now,  I  do 
not  yield  to  the  noble  Earl  in  respect 
and  admiration  for  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  I  will  not  speak  one  word  dis- 
respectfully of  them.  They  are  a  body 
to  whom  i^gland  is  imdoubtedly  greatly 
indebted — a  body  remarkable  for  their 
intelligence  and  industry.  They  are  a 
body,  too,  who  say  that  they  are  remark- 
able for  their  loyalty ;  but  unfortunately, 
owing  to  the  system  of  ascendency  which 
prevailed  so  long  in  that  country,  that 
feeling  of  loyalty  is  mixed  up  with  sudi 
a  disregard  of  law,  and  of  the  feelings 
of  the  J,500,000  of  their  fellow-countiy- 
men,  that  it  has  been  the  source  of  many 
great  evils  and  of  much  of  the  bittemesa 
of  feeling  that  exists  in  Ireland.  Thia 
ascendency  principle  is  the  principle  on 
which  we  governed  Ireland  for  many 
years.  I  will  not  go  back  three  centuries 
— but  certainly  from  the  memorable  pe- 
riod of  the  Battle  of  the  Boyne  ascend- 
ency became  strongly  fixed  in  Ireland. 
Eor  a  considerable  period  you  had  a 
system  of  Penal  Laws,  which,  lo  a  certain 
extent,  no  doubt,  succeeded  in  diminish- 
ing the  number  of  Boman  Catholics  in 
that  country.  But  the  time  came  when 
that  system  could  no  longer  be  main- 
tained ;  and  I  wish  now  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships  to  the  period 
when  we  began  to  depart  from  it.  It 
was  the  time  of  the  Union.  Mr.  Pitt 
and  those  great  men  who  carried  the 
Act  of  Union  well  knew  diat  it  could 
not  succeed,  unless  it  were  accompanied 
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br  other  measures.  Tour  Lordships  are 
all  familiar  irith  the  views  which  were 
held  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  which  unfortu- 
nately were  not  carried  into  effect  in  con- 
sequence of  the  unhappy  resistance  of 
Geo^e  m.  Mr.  Pitt  plainly  saw  that 
the  principle  of  ascendency  must  be 
abandoned!  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby),  speaking  in  opposition  to  the 
opinion  of  a  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough),  who  addressed 
your  Lordships  on  Tuesday  evening, 
contended  that  by  passing  this  measure 
we  should  be  violating  the  Act  of  Union. 
Allow  me  to  point  out  that  at  the  time 
of  the  Union,  as  now,  there  were  two 
sides  to  this  question.  Mr.  Pitt  and  Lord 
Castlereagh,  in  carrying  into  effect  their 
policy,  appealed  botti  to  Protestants  and 
to  Soman  Catholics ;  and  while  on  the 
one  hand  tbey  promised  the  Protestants 
that  if  their  measure  were  adopted  it 
would  increase  the  security  of  the  Church, 
on  theother  hand  they  assured  theBoman 
Catholics  that  it  would  contribute  to  the 
establishment  of  tbeir  rights  and  liber- 
ties. Now  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  ob- 
loquy on  the  memory  of  these  great  men  : 
but  I  must  say,  that  to  a  certain  extent, 
their  promises  and  assurances,  which  the 
necessity  of  their  position  no  doubt  led 
them  to  give,  were  inconsistont  one  with 
the  other.  What  they  said  to  the  Pro- 
testants was  in  effect  this — "If  you 
imite  with  England  and  unite  the  Church 
of  Ireland  witn  the  Church  of  England, 
that  union  will  render  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land far  more  secure."  But  at  the  same 
time  they  said  to  the  Boman  Catholics — 
' '  Kthe  union  of  the  two  countries  should 
be  effected  you  would  have  a  far  better 
chance  of  obtaining  justice  from  a  Par- 
liament in  which  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land are  not  in  the  ascendant."  These 
declarations  were  practically  inconsistent 
witli  each  other,  because  it  was  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
would  not  in  time  take  an  independent 
view  of  the  subject.  My  Lords,  that 
was  the  period  at  which  you  aban- 
doned the  principle  of  ascendency.  But 
although  to  some  extent  you  abandoned 
thoprinciple,  you  continued  to  maintain 
the  practice  until,  after  a  long  and  severe 
contost,  you  arrived  at  Goman  Catholic 
Emancipation.  But  even  that  measure 
did  not  entirely  exhaust  the  evil.  There 
still  remained  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
which,  whatever  may  be  said,  is  a  rem- 
nant of  the  old  ascendency ;  and  until 
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you  destroy  that  last  support  of  the 
fabric  you  cannot  establish  that  equal 
justice  m  Ireland  which  is  the  foimdation 
of  all  good  government  in  that  country. 
The  question  now  arises  in  what  manner 
the  subject  is  to  be  dealt  with.  The 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  has  reproached 
in  very  strong  terms  those  among  ■yaux 
Lord^ps — of  whom  I  am  one — who 
have  abandoned  the  policy  of  what  is 
called  "  concurrent  endowment."  I  ad- 
mit that  I  spoke  in  this  House  in  favour 
of  such  a  policy,  and  I  admit  that  I  have 
departed  from  that  policy.  But,  as  was 
stated  \>y  a  right  rev.  Prfdate  (the  Bishop 
of  St.  David's)  the  other  evening,  the 
first  condition  of  the  policy  to  be  re- 
commended to  Parliament  is  that  it 
should  be  practicable ;  and  that  can  no 
longer  be  affirmed  of  what  is  termed 
the  policy  of  "  levelling  up  "  as  it  was 
called  after  the  well-fiiown  speech  of 
Lord  Mayo.  Only  in  Tuesday  night's 
debate  a  right  rev.  Prelate  pomtea  out 
that  the  Prelates  and  clergy  assembled 
in  congress  in  Dublin  adhered  to  their 
former  declaration  that  the  Established 
Church  was  entirely  against  the  principle 
of  concurrent  endowment.  The  General 
Assembly  of  the  Province  of  Ulster  this 
yearalsodeclared  against  it;  and  the  Bo- 
man Catholics  have  never  ceased  to  de- 
clare through  their  Bishops  that  they 
would  not  accept  an  endowment.  There- 
fore, if  you  ore  te  wait  till  you  get  the  con- 
currence of  ail  parties  in  such  a  measure 
you  may  wait  for  an  indefinite  period  and 
reject  ^e  whole  proposal  as  impractic- 
able. Thus,  by  a  sort  of  exhaustive 
process  we  are  brought  to  the  measure 
now  before  the  House.  We  have  been  ■ 
told  that  we  have  boon  driven  to  this 
policy  by  a  terror  of  Fenianism.  That 
statement  not  only  is  not  true,  but  I 
venture  to  say  that  everyone  who  has 
considered  the  subject  will  admit  that  it 
is  the  reverse  of  the  truth.  I  am  allud- 
ing now  not  BO  much  to  the  motives 
which  have  actuated  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  to  those  which  have  in- 
fiuenoed  the  feeling  of  the  whole  Eng- 
lish people.  In  support  of  this  view,  I 
will  not  call  in  evidence  any  friend  of 
my  own,  but  I  will  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships a  short  passage  frmn  the  speech  of 
Lord  Mayo,  which  I  think  will  exactly 
prove  what  I  have  advanced.  Quoting 
from  a  remarkable  article  which  haa 
appeared  in  a  magazine,  he  sayi^ 
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D  >  ranutkable  article  whjeb  appsared 
Mine  time  linco  ia  one  of  the  magazines, nnd 
whicb,  from  ill  intimito  acqUHintance  with  the 
H&in  of  the  Brotherhood,  wai  eTidenlljr  writtsn 
bj  tome  one  oonneoted  with  the  lecret  operktioni 
of  that  bod;,  thii  wit  eipreulir  denied.  The 
writer  ofttiat  article  raid — '  Englishmei]  complain 
that  the  Iriih  are  never  aaliaSed  with  what  ii  done 
for  them.  Euctlji  ao  ;  ahungrj  man  is  not  »at- 
iifled  when  ;ou  giie  him  a  to<i.  The  Royal  •isita 
to  Ireland,  which  were  once  coniidered  aa  the 
■oiereign  paoaeea  for  Irlah  dialojallT  ;  the  land 
diitribntion,  adioosted  by  John  Bright  and 
other*:  the  abolition  of  the  Iriah  ChnrcE  Eatab- 
Uabment,  now  mooted  aaa  sure  cure  for  Feaiauiam 
— are  tofs  given  to  hongrj  men.  What  tbe 
Feniaaa  detire  is  Ireland  for  the  Iriib  ;  and  the; 
look  Dpon  all  the  promised  raforms  as  bribea  to 
aeduca  true  patriola  Crom  a  righteous  purpose.'  " 
Now,  what  does  that  mean  ?  It  proves 
that  the  FenJane  dread  nothing  so  much 
aa  these  reforms  which  this  writer  calls 
"  bribes  to  seduce  true  patriots  from  a 
righteous  purpose";  in  other  words — 
they  regard  tke  continuanoe  of  these 
abuses  as  the  best  means  of  fostering  a 
dislike  to  En^sh  rule.  The  noble  Eaxl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  alluded  to  a  stato- 
ment,  made  by  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  as  to  die  origin  of  this 
Bill,  he  said  that  this  Bill  was  eub- 
etantially  taken  by  the  Government  from 
a  scheme  of  Mr.  Miall's.  But  it  does 
not  seem  to  mo  very  remarkable  that, 
after  Mr.  Miall  and  the  society  which  he 
directs  had  been  for  many  years  contend- 
ing for  the  abolition  of  the  Irish  Church, 
some  portion  of  their  plan  should  be 
foimd  m  accordance  with  that  now  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  Let  me  re- 
mind your  Lordships  that,  if  there  be 
one  measure  for  which  the  noble  Earl's 
own  Administration  will  be  remembered 
more  than  another  it  ia  his  fieform  BUI 
— a  measure  which  adopted  as  its  basis 
household  euffr^^.  Now,  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  noble  Earl  that  it  has 
been  repeatedly  said  he  borrowed  that 
Bill  from  no  less  a  person  than  my  right 
hon.  Colleague  Mr.  Bright.  I  believe 
Mr.  Bright  has  himself  complained  that 
the  CoDservative  party  appropriated  the 
plan  which  he  put  b^re  the  coun- 
try many  years  previously.  I  do  not 
nmke  that  a  subject  of  reproach  to 
noble  Earl ;  and  I  readily  admit  it  was 
only  natural  that,  when  he  determined 
on  adopting  the  principle  of  household 
Buffittge  the  measure  in  which  he 
embodied  that  principle  should  bear 
a  great  reeembluice  to  the  scheme  of 
Mr.  Bright.  But  the  present  measure 
iras  no  more  that  of  Mr.  Miall  than  the 


Beform  Bill  of  tbe  noble  Earl  was  that 
of  Mr.  Bright.  My  Lords,  this  Bill 
proposes  two  distinct  things  —  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment.  A  right 
rev.  Prelate  {the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough) said  he  recognized  that  the 
verdict  of  the  country  was  conclusive  on 
the  point  of  disestabhehment ;  but  he 
also  put  forward  a  theory,  which  is  a 
very  old  one,  that  Churth  and  Stat© 
ought  to  be  tinited  not  because  the 
union  of  Church  and  State  is  required 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church,  but  be- 
cause the  Church  ought  to  hallow  the 
State.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
argument  proceeds  altogether  on  a  fal- 
la^.  The  State  consists  of  the  whole  of 
the  laity  forming  the  nation  and  repre- 
sented through  the  Oovemment:  but 
in  considering  this  question  you  must 
separate  Ireland  from  Great  Britain,  and 
Tcmember  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
laity  of  Ireland  are  Catholic.  When  you 
talk  of  a  union  between  Church  and  State 
in  Ireland  you  mean  a  union  between 
the  Church  and  the  small  minority  who 
are  Protestants.  There  is  another  ar- 
g^iment  sometimes  used — that  you  must 
take  the  whole  of  the  Protestants  of 
the  United  Kingdom  together,  and  that 
upon  that  principle  the  union  of  Church 
and  State  can  be  defended.  But  by  that 
argument  I  say  that  you  aim  a  deadly 
blow  at  the  Union ;  because  yon  say  to 
the  Catholics — "  You  cannot  have  jus- 
tice done  to  you,  because,  though  you 
are  in  a  majority  in  Ireland,  you  are  in 
a  minority  m  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom."  The  Church  of  Ireland  has 
always  been  in  a  minority,  and  it  is  that 
fact  which  has  been  so  unfortunate  for 
it ;  and  it  is  because  it  has  been  in  a  mi- 
nority that  it  has  always  l^ed  in  dealing 
with  the  Irish  people,  because  it  has  been 
a  Church  associated  with  the  ascend- 
ency and  the  rights  of  a  minority  over 
the  majority.  It  isthatwhich  hasmade 
it  so  gross  an  injustiee  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  which  has  rendered  the  efforts  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  himself  when  he  was 
in  Ireland,  and  of  other  dignitaries  of  the 
Iriah  Churdh  and  the  many  useful  insti- 
tutions in  connection  with  that  Church, 
unavailing.  It  ia  that  which  has 'ren- 
dered it  necessary  for  Protestants  to  do 
what  we  as  ftotestante — I  do  not  deny 
it — ^must  regret,  to  destroy  the  Church 
Estabhshment,  and  give  a  seeming 
triumph  for  the  moment  to  the  Boman 
Oathcdics.  But,  my  Lords,  if  we  admit 
{^Second  E«a4ing — Tliird  Night, 
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— and  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be 
denied — that  iuBtice  requires  the  dises- 
tablielmient  of  the  Church,  what  hecomeB 
of  the  argument  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
with  reference  to  the  property  of  the 
Church  7  He  admitted  uiat  the  property 
of  the  Church  could  not  be  coneidered 
Btrictly  private  property,  and  that  it  was 
not  public  property  in  the  senee  of  pro- 
perty derived  &om  the  taxes  of  the  peo- 
ple ;  and  he  urg^  that  it  was  of  a  mixed 
character,  being  private  as  regarded  u 
dividuals  and  public  aa  regarded  tl 
Church.  The  Bill  of  the  GJoTemment 
framed  precisely  with  a  regard  to  that 
distinction,  because,  on  the  one  band 
the  rights  of  private  individuals, 
nected  with  the  Church,  are  respe 
and,  on  the  other,  in  dealing  with  the 
property  of  the  Church,  we  have  had 
gard  to  the  public  uses  to  which  it  is 
voted.  I  was  the  more  struck  with  my 
right  rev.  Friend's  argument  because, 
aner  he  had  explained  to  us  his  very  in- 
genious, but  as  I  think  very  unsound, 
fiieory  as  to  property,  he  proceeded, 
in  eloquent  and  strong  language,  to 
point  out  to  the  House  the  dangers  which 
would  be  incurred  by  ail  other  kinds 
of  property  of  this  measure  was  passed. 
He  said — "The  real  thing  the  Irish 
want  is  to  get  possession  of  the  land  ;" 
and  that  reminded  me  of  an  observation 
of  Mr.  Burke's— 

"  That  it  ii  not  a  goodn&r,  in  order  to  prevent 
tbe  ngiution  of  a  griersnce  the  existence  oF 
wbicb  joudenjita  reliue  ta  d»l  Hithagrievuice 
the  eiiitenee  of  which  fou  admit." 
Hy  right  rev.  Friend  said  he  did  not 
balieve  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
accode  to  the  demands  of  those  who 
would  confiscate  the  land  in  Ireland  and 
restore  it  to  its  original  proprietors.  For 
my  own  part,  I  cannot  contemplate  the 
poBsibUity  of  such  a  measure  as  he  re- 
ferred to  ;  but  I  deny  entirely  that,  be- 
cause you  are  called  upon  to  deal  with 
the  properly  of  the  Church— corporate 
property — you  are,  therefore,  called 
upon  to  deal  with  the  land,  wliich  is 
essentially  private  property,  on  identical 
principles.  The  distinction  between  these 
classes  of  property  is  as  clear  as  natural 
justice  and  law  can  make  it,  and  cannot  be 
designated  in  the  policy  of  any  Govern- 
ment which  is  likely  to  hold  power  in 


infiinged  upon  it.  Several  Acts  have 
been  passed  which  have  had  the  effect  of 
making  a  considerable  reduction  from 
the  property  of  the  Church — such  as  the 
Cess  Act  and  that  measure  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  was  concerned,  for 
the  commutation  of  tithes. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY  :  That  was  not 
my  Act.    It  was  one  which  I  opposed. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEHLEY  :  I 
beg  the  noble  Earl's  pardon,  but  ho 
was  so  much  connectea  with  tbe  ques- 
tions of  the  day  when  that  was  passed 
that  my  mistake  was  not  unnatural.  An 
argument  used  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cajms)  last  year,  has  often 
since  been  put  forward — that  you  have 
no  right  to  deal  with  the  property  of  a 
corporation  apart  from  the  uses  to  which 
the  property  was  originally  applied, 
when  that  corporation  con  continue  to 
dischai^  its  duties  advantageously.  But 
it  eeems|  to  me  impossible  to  maintain 
that  argument  strictly.  Take  the  case  of 
the  confiscation  of  the  monasteries  and 
convents.  Although  that  measure  was 
harshly  carried  out,  still  I  have  always 
regarded  it  as  a  measure  which  conferred 
tbe  greatest  benefits  on  this  country ;  bnt 
if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  view  is 
correct,  how  was  it  right  to  confiscat«  tbe 
property  of  those  monasteries  and  con- 
vents and  devote  it  to  other  purposes? 
You  cannot  separate  tlie  espemencyof  a 
public  endowment  from  the  existence  of 
it,  and  you  must  deal  with  it,  having  re- 
gard to  the  public  interest  as  well  as  to 
uie  rights  of  private  individuals.  Take 
even  a  stronger  case.  At  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  there  were  many  chantries 
which  hod  been  founded  for  the  purpose 
of  prayers  being  said  for  the  souls  of 
the  founders.  But  when  you  estab- 
lished a  Beformation  in  this  country  and 
put  an  end  to  such  endowments,  you 
could  not  save  the  original  intention  of 
the  founders ;  for  the  interests  of  tbe 
State  you  were  compelled  to  require  that 
such  endowment  should  no  longer  be 
applied  to  such  uses. 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)  says  that  this  is  a  small 
and  pitiful  measure.  He  has  described 
it  as  a  measure  which,  so  far  from  justi* 
fying  the  character  of  generosity  which 
has  been  claimed  for  it,  displays  great 
this  country.     Anodier  point  has  been    harshness,  great  injustice,  great  mean- 


referred  to — that   Church  property  in 


Now,  I  do  not  think  that  the 


Ireland  has  been  more  than  once  dealt  reasons  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  are 
with  in  a  way  which  has  considerably  qnite   wide   enough  to  support   thesa 
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sireeping  denuuciationa.  The  details 
vhicQ  he  criticized  are  Buoh  aa,  in  my 
opinion,  admit  of  a  good  and  sound  de- 
fence ;  the}*  are  points  which  ve  may 
properly  discuss  in  Committee ;  and  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Gtranville)  has  de- 
clared that  any  Amendments  which  may 
there  be  proposed  will  receive  respectful 
consideratioi]  from  the  Govemment.  But 
surely  there  are  points  in  the  Bill  which 
do  not  justify  the  criticiema  of  my  right 
rev.  Friend.  For  example,  the  Bill 
leaves  the  Church  in  the  enjoyment  of 
all  the  private  endowments  which  it  has 
received  since  1660.  We  are  told  that 
is  nothing.  Theu  we  are  told  that  we 
have  been  voir  cruel  to  incumbents  in 
respect  of  glebes  and  glebe  houses.  But 
when  you  come  to  examine  the  provisionB 
of  the  Bill  on  this  point,  and  to  have 
them  explained,  I  thmk  your  Lordships 
will  find  that  there  is  something  to  be 
said  for  them.  Some  advantages  are 
offered  to  the  Church  in  respect  of  the 
glebe  houses.  There  is  such  a  thing  as 
a  building  charge:  the  Bill  gives  the 
Church  an  option  of  purchase  at  which- 
ever is  the  lowest  amount,  the  building 
charge  or  the  value  of  the  laud  on  which 
the  houses  stand.  At  all  events,  whe- 
ther these  provisions  are  suflcient  or 
not,  they  have  been  carefiilly  prepared, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  authors  of  the 
Bill  are  fair  and  reasonable.  Another 
provision,  which  haa  been  treated  as 
one  of  little  consequence  to  the  Church, 
but  is  really  one  of  great  consequence, 
is  that  with  respect  to  commutation. 
The  Bill  might  nave  been  &amed  so 
as  to  give  the  State  the  whole  advantage 
to  be  derived  from  commutation,  and 
the  whole  surplus  which  would  be  left 
after  commutation.  But  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  says  that  the  Church  Body — 
with  regard  to  which  the  ftdleat  free- 
dom is  intentionally  left  to  the  Church 
— shall,  in  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
have  the  power  of  arranging  with  cler- 
gymen who  wish  to  commute.  Well, 
uiat  provision  will  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  Church.  There  are  many  parte 
of  Ireland  in  which  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  have  very  small  con- 
gregations and  very  light  duties.  I  am 
acquainted  with  hvings  the  incumbents 
of  which  receive,  perhaps,  £400  or  £500 
a  year,  but,  having  a  merely  nominal  i 
number  of  souls  under  their  care,  com- 
plain that  they  have  not  enough  occu- 
pation to  emplt^  them.     Such  livings 


might  be  united  with  other  liringe, 
and  then  the  sun>lus  income  would  be 
avulable  for  other  purposes.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  in  such  a  case  you 
wojdd  have  to  provide  for  the  life  in- 
terests of  the  present  incumbents.  But 
some  of  them  might  reasonably  wish 
to  leave  Ireland  and  employ  their  ener- 
gies in  another  field,  and  they  would  he 
willing  f»  agree  with  the  Church  Body 
to  receive  a  portion  of  the  income  whiim 
the  living  afforded,  leaving  the  rest  to 
the  Church  Body.  I  have  no  wish  to 
anticipate  the  discussion  in  Committee. 
My  only  desire  is  to  show,  in  answer  to 
the  accusations  which  have  been  made 
against  the  Glovemment,  that  the  authors 
of  the  Bill  did  not  frame  it  with  any 
desire  to  act  harshly  towards  the  Churdi 
and  disregard  its  interests  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  was  their  anxious  desire 
to  do  that  which  they  believed  to  be  just 
and  right  aa  regards  the  Church,  consist- 
ently with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Now  the  principle  of  the  Bill  precludes 
us  from  reserving  to  the  Church  the 
whole  of  its  endowments,  because  it  is  a 
Bill  of  disendowment.  My  right  rev. 
Friend  was  ready  to  admit  disestablish- 
ment, but  said  &at  its  endowments 
ought  to  be  continued  to  the  Church. 
Surely  he  does  not  think  that  if  we  were  to 
go  through  the  farce  of  disestablishment, 
allowing  the  Church  to  retain  the  whole 
of  its  endowments,  we  should  satisfy 
the  4,500,000  Catholics  in  Ireland.  My 
right  rev.  Friend  would  have  us  say 
to  them — "  You  have  now  no  grievance : 
the  Church  has  been  disestablished;  but 
we  have  dealt  with  her  tenderly,  and 
have  left  her  richly  endowed,  and  you 
ought  now  to  be  contented."  Well,  I 
am  certain  that  an;  measure  of  that 
kind  would  aggravate  instead  of  lessen- 
ing the  feeling  of  injustice  that  now 
exists  in  Ireland. 

Let  me  now,  my  Lords,  remark  for  a 
moment  upon  the  verdict  of  the  country, 
about  which  so  much  has  been  said. 
There  is  a  striking  inconslBtency  here 
between  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  and  my  right  rev. 
Friend  to  whose  speech  I  have  referred 
so  often,  and  wluch  made  so  great  an 
impression  on  the  House,  i^  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Harrowhy)  said  the 
verdict  of  the  country  has  not  been  a 
verdict  upon  this  measure;  its  details 
had  not  been  submitted  to  the  consti- 
tuendee ;  and  he  exemplified  his  argn- 
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meat  by  referring  to  the  constitutional 
check  which  is  provided  in  such  a  case 
as  this  under  the  American  Constitution. 
Now,  I  deny  that  it  is  part  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  count^  that  any  mea- 
Buree  should  be  referred  back  to  Uie 
whole  people  to  be  considered  by  them 
in  detail.  According  to  the  Constitution 
of  this  country  a  Parliament,  freely 
elected,  determines  the  particular  policy 
which  the  Crown  shall  be  advi  sed  to  adopt  i 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  may  go  as  far 
as  he  pleases  in  his  new-fangled  policy  of 
Ajnencaniziag  our  institutions,  but  for 
my  part,  Liberal  as  I  am,  I  prefer  to  stand 
upon  the  old  ways.  My  right  rev.  Friend, 
however,  differed  in  a  remarkable  man- 
ner from  my  noble  Friend,  because  he 
hit  on  the  right  doctrine,  though  his  ar- 
gument was  hardly  consistent  with  it. 
He  said  the  coimtry  had  empanelled  a 
jury  on  this  question,  and  no  doubt  that 
is  so.  The  jury  is  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  they  have  given  their  own 
verdict  and  the  verdict  of  the  country. 
My  right  rev.  Friend  says  that  this 
House  also  has  a  right  to.  deliver  its 
verdict.  The  quostion  is,  would  it  be 
wise  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  do  so. 
Your  Lordships  have  nothing  to  do  in 
producing  the  verdict  of  the  nation,  ex- 
cept in  so  far  as  the  arguments  which 
you  make  use  of  here  may  weigh  with 
the  nation.  But  the  juiy  has  been  em- 
panelled— empanelled  by  noble  Lords 
opposite,  who  themselves  made  the  whole 
householders  of  the  country  those  who 
were  to  make  this  choice.  Tho  jury  so 
chosen  has  given  a  verdict  by  majorities 
Taiying  from  ]00  to  120  ;  and  this  being, 
as  I  maintain,  the  verdict  of  the  country, 
let  me  ask  permission  to  say  a  word  or 
two  aa  to  the  position  in  which  tbis 
House  ia  now  placed.  My  Lords,  I  can- 
not pretend  that  I  havo  any  authority  in 
this  House  which  entitles  me  to  offer 
Huch  advice  as  you  have  heard  from  some 
of  your  most  distinguished  and  expe- 
rienced Members.  But  I  have  now  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House  for 
more  than  twenty  years.  My  whole  public 
life  has  been  passed  bore.  I  am  not  in- 
sensible to  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
this  House,  and  as  long  aa  I  am  a  Mem- 
ber of  it  I  desire  that  ite  honour  and 
dignity  should  bo  upheld.  I  ask  you  to 
consider  whether  it  is  not  better  to  follow 
the  advice  of  such  men  as  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonics,  and  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
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Grey),  than  the  advice  of  those  who 
would  summarily  reject  this  Bill — acting 
on  the  motto,  FiatjuUitia,  ruat  ccelum.  I 
submit  that  it  is  not  a  wise  motto  for  a 
statesman,  and  not  one  which  should 
guide  this  House  in  the  sense  that  they 
should  blindly  determine  upon  any  mea- 
sure, whether  proposed  on  one  aide  of 
the  House  or  tbe  other,  without  well 
weighing  the  results  of  either  rejecting 
or  of  adopting  it  on  the  general  polity 
of  the  country.  Looking  to  the  initure 
of  this  country  and  of  this  House,  we 
find  ourselves  f^e  to  face  with  that 
household  suf&age  which  noble  IJords 
opposite  have  established  for  us.  Is  it 
wise — is  it  consistent  with  any  etateeman- 
like  policy — that  in  the  very  first  Parlia- 
ment elected  by  that  extended  suf&age 
we  should  fling  back  in  the  t&ee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  thus  elected — and 
elected  under  the  auspices  of  the  very 
party  who  now  counsel  us  to  adopt  this 
course — the  very  first  great  measure 
which  has  been  sent  by  that  House  for 
the  consideration  of  your  Lordships? 
Let  not  any  of  your  Lordships  think  that 
I  would  use  BO  vulgar  and  so  indecorous 
an  argument  as  to  appeal  to  the  fears  of 
this  House.  I  should  be  ashamed  if  I 
could  be  supposed  to  imagine  diat  any 
assemblage  of  English  gentlemen  would 
be  deterred  by  eucn  a  consideration  from 
doing  their  duty  without  fear  or  &vonr. 
But  there  is  another  kind  of  fear  against 
which  I  beg  your  Lordships  to  be  on 
your  guard,  and  that  is  the  fear  of  being 
supposed  to  be  afraid.  I  believe,  my 
Lords,  that  is  a  kind  of  fear  which 
makes  men  do  more  rasb  things  than 
any  other.  For  my  part,  I  believe  that 
this  House  will  be  actuated  by  the  tra- 
ditions of  the  last  twenty  or  thirty  years, 
during  which  it  has  been  s^custiMied  to 
sacrifice  some  of  its  opinions  when  they 
did  not  agree  with  those  of  the  other 
House.  My  Lords,  I  venture  to  think 
tbat  the  position  of  tlijs  House  is  auch 
that  it  is  impossible  we  should  not  bo 
compelled  from  time  to  time  to  ro-oonsider 
our  opinions  upon  great  public  questions. 
It  is  quite  clear,  I  think,  seeing  that  one 
House  of  Parliament  is  changed  by  elec- 
tion while  the  other  is  not  so  ohanged, 
they  cannot  continue  to  exist  side  by  side 
wiUiont  differences  between  them  spring- 
ing up.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  necessary-that  your 
Lordships  should  give  way  to  tho  clearly 
expressed  decision  of  the  country.     If  it 
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Teie  otihervise,  thia  House  Tould  be 
Bnpreone  in  the  conduct  of  the  national 
policy,  and  it  seems  to  me  not  to  be  in  the 
least  decree  iaconsiBtent  ^th  the  dig;nity 
of  this  House  to  admit  that  it  does  not 
possess  that  suprematy.  It  seems  4«  me 
that  the  position  of  tlua  House  requires 
that  your  Lordships  should  consider 
what  is  the  whole  state  of  the  case ;  that 
you  should  consider  the  question  itself 
on  its  own  merits ;  that  you  should  con- 
sider it  also  in  reference  to  the  opinion  of 
the  country  and  to  the  opinion  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Feeling,  as  I  do, 
that  your  Lordships  will  tsJce  this  wise 
oourse,  I  have  no  fear  of  the  conclusion 
to  which  thia  House  may  come.  I  am 
confident  this  Bill  will  pass  in  one  form 
or  other,  either  after  havii^  been  modi- 
fied by  your  Lordships,  or  if  it  be  passed 
without  modification — in  one  form  or 
other  it  will  pass  into  law.  And  I  believe 
that  when  the  angry  feelings  which  for 
the  moment  have  been  roused — not  in 
this  House,  but  out  of  the  House — shaU 
have  passed  away  and  this  measure  which 
has  been  agreed  to — for  I  maintain  it 
has  been  agreed  to — by  the  people  of 
England,  from  a  desire  to  do  a  great 
act  of  juBtico  to  their  Boman  Ca^oKc 
fellow-countrymen,  shall  have  passed, 
and  you  have  severod  the  union  be- 
tween the  Church  of  England  and  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  you  will  have  estab- 
lished another  union  tax  more  precious 
— a  union  between  the  two  peoples,  a 
union  of  good-will  and  amity  between 
England  and  Ireland  which  will  be  im- 
penehable,  because  it  will  be  founded 
on  just  and  impartial  laws. 

The  Bishop  of  EIPON  :  My  Lords, 
it  is  with  the  utmost  diffidence  that  I 
venture  to  trespass  for  a  few  moments 
on  your  Ijordships'  attention.  Nothing 
but  a  sense  of  duty  would  induce  me  to 
do  so,  but  this  is  a  question  on  which  it 
is  imposfflble  for  me  to  give  a  silent 
vote.  With  the  details  of  the  measure 
under  consideratioa  I  will  not  attempt 
to  grapple ;  partly  because  I  look  upon 
this  as  the  proper  st^e  to  discuss  its 
principle,  but  mainly  oecause  I  deem 
it  right  franUy  to  confess  that  in  my 
judgment  that  principle  is  so  bad,  that 
I  deq>air  of  rendering  the  Bill  a  good 
one  by  any  manipulation  of  its  details. 
I  have  lietened  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate to  several  arguments  against  the 
measure,  and  with  most  of  those  ar- 
gnioents  I  folly  concur.     The  princi- 


ple of  the  Bill  is  the  disestabliahment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  primary  objectaon 
which  I  entertain  to  it  is,  that  it  involves 
the  assumption  Uiat  it  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  a  Christian  State  to  connect 
itself  with  the  maintenance  of  Christian 
truth.  Should  this  BiU  become  law, 
the  State,  as  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, will  have  disconnected  itself 
altogether  from  religion.  It  will  have 
virtually  declared  that  all  creeds  are 
equally  true  or  equally  false ;  that  it  will 
recognize  none  and  have  a  preference  for 
none.  This  conclusion  I  deprecate  in 
the  interest  of  the  Church,  but  still 
more  in  the  interest  of  the  State  itself. 
I  believe  there  is  a  national  as  well  aa 
an  individual  responsibility.  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  nations  as  well  aa  individuals 
are  morally  accoimtable,  and  that  a 
nation  cannot  any  more  than  an  in- 
dividual ignore  this  responsibility  with- 
out challenging  the  disfavour  of  God. 
If  it  be  true — and  we  know  it  is  true^ 
that  all  power  ie  from  God,  then  I 
cannot  see  how  it  can  be  right  fop 
those  in  possession  of  power  to  ignore 
their  sense  of  responsibility  to  Him 
from  whom  it  is  derived.  And  how,  I 
would  ask,  is  a  State  to  manifest  this 
responsibility  except  by  connecting  itself 
widi  some  ecclesiastical  organization? 
Now,  I  for  one,  altogether  deny  that  the 
principle  on  which  that  organization 
should  depend  is  to  be  determined  by 
the  belief  of  the  majority  of  the  people. 
There  axe  higher  questions  than  that  at 
issue.  The  question  of  truth  ought,  I 
contend,  to  be  the  supreme  and  para- 
mount consideration.  I  believe  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  a  Christian  State  in  deter- 
mining the  ecclesiastical  oi^ianization 
with  which  it  is  to  connect  itself,  to 
look  mainly  and  chiefly  to  the  question 
of  religious  truth.  My  Lords,  this  rain- 
ciple  is  rec^nized  by  the  British  Con- 
stitution. Tne  Church  is  an  integral 
portion  of  the  State.  It  is  insepaxably 
connected  with  it.  Tou  cannot  impwr 
the  position  of  the  one  without  injuring 
that  of  the  oUier.  You  cannot  destroy 
the  Church  without  pulling  down  the 
Constitution  of  which  it  forms  a  part. 
Notwithstanding,  I  may  add,  all  that 
has  been  said  on  the  subject,  I  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  is  inconsistent  with  the  Act 
of  Union.  It  must,  of  course,  be  ad- 
mitted tiiat  it  is  competent  to  Parlia- 
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ment  to  repeal  and  alter  laws  which 
itself  has  made.  This  is  the  case  ivith 
reference  to  all  ordinary  Acta  of  Parha- 
ment;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  case 
is  different  vhen  we  are  dealing  with  an 
Act  which  has  been  passed  for  an  ex- 
p^Bs  purpose,  and  which  has  been  rati- 
fied by  a  Treaty  entered  into  between  two 
independent  nations,  I,  for  one,  hold  that 
it  ie  to  be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  national 
faith  and  honour  to  ignore  the  con- 
ditions of  a  Treaty  thue  solemnly  entered 
into  —  conditions  without  which  that 
Trea^  would  never  have  been  ratified.  I 
concur,  moreover,  in  the  opinion  that  this 
measure  is  calculated  to  have  an  indirect 
effect  on  property.  I  admit  that  there  is 
a  difference  between  private  and  cor- 
porate property ;  but  to  ignore  the  un- 
oisputM  possession  of  300  years  ia,  in 
my  opinion,  to  unsettle  the  security  for 
all  property,  and  therefore  this  Bill  I 
think  calculated  to  inflict  a  blow  on  the 
securityof propertyof everykind.  Upon 
this  point  I  would  quote  the  testimony 
of  the  late  Mr.  Anthony  Eichard  Blake, 
a  Homan  Catholic  layman,  given  on  oath 
before  a  Farliamontaiy  Conunittee.  He 
said — 

■'  Tba  ProtaaUnt  Cburoh  is  rooted  in  tba  Con- 
itituliop ;  it  ii  establiihed  by  tbe  rundameiiCal 
Uirg  of  the  realm;  it  is  rendered,  u  fiir  i>  tbe 
most  ■olemn  aoti  of  tlie  Legiilature  c&n  render 
>n;  inatUution,  fandomeatil  nnd  perpetual ;  it  is 
•o  decJarBd  bj  the  Act  of  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  I  think  it  oould  not  nov  be 
disturbed  withoDt  danger  to  the  general  ascuritiei 
we  poisese  lor  iibertj,  properlj,  and  order  ;  with- 
out danger  to  all  the  bleisinga  we  derive  from 
being  under  a  lawful  Gorernment  and  a  free^Con- 
Blitution.  Feeling  thus,  the  Terj  conMienve 
which  diotatea  Ui  me  a  determined  adherence  to 
tho  Roman  Cntbolio  religion  would  dictate  to  me 
a  determined  resistance  to  an;  attempt  to  aubfert 
the  I'roleatant  Eitabliahment  or  wresting  from 
the  Church  tbe  posMMiont  which  tbe  law  haa 

My  Lords,  I  entertain  another  objection 
■  to  this  Bill,  founded  on  what  I  conceive 
to  bo  the  probable  effect  of  its  passing 
into  law.  It  has  been  called  a  great 
measure ;  and  I  think,  notwithstanding 
what  fell  from  my  right  rev.  Brother 
(tlie  Bishop  of  Peterborough)  the  other 
night,  that  it  is  a.  great  measure.  The 
noble  Earl  who  moved  tho  second  read- 
ing (Earl  Oranville)  told  us  that  it  had 
engaged  the  moat  anxious  labour  and 
thought  of  the  Government  in  its  pre- 
paration. The  noble  Earl  who  moved 
its  rejection  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
spoke  of  it  as  striking  at  the  very  roots 
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of  the  Constitution.  By  others  it  has 
I  termed  —  and  I  think  rightly — a 
revolutionary  Bill ;  but  be  that  as  it  may, 
few  I  presume  will  deny  that  it  is  a  mea- 
sure of  vast  importance.  If  that  be  so,  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  for  some  evidence  to  show  that  it 
will  accomplish  the  end  whidi  its  author* 
propose  to  themselves — an  end  which 
we  all  desire  to  see  attained — ^the  wel- 
fare and  prosperity  of  the  sister  coun- 
try. Is  Uiie  Bill,  then,  likely  to  pro- 
mote the  pacification  of  Ireland  or  to 
confer  important  benefits  on  that  ooun- 
try?  My  own  conviction  is  that  this 
Bill,  if  passed  into  law,  will  not  have  a 
feather's  weight  in  producing  content- 
ment and  peace  in  Ireland.  And  in  sup- 
port of  this  view  I  would  ask  in  what 
manner  has  it  already  been  received  W 
the  Irish  people  ?  Has  the  notice  of  it 
been  welcomed  as  an  olive  branch  of 
peace,  or  has  it  not  rather  been  received 
as  furnishing  matter  for  discord  ?  Haa 
not  the  discontent  by  which  that  un- 
happy country  has  so  long  been  distracted 
been  rather  increased  than  diminished 
since  the  measure  haa  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament  1 
Are  your  Loadships  not  all  aware  that 
the  great  grievance  of  Ireland,  as  pro- 
claimed by  the  Eoman  Catholics  of  that 
country,  is  not  the  existence  of  l^e 
Established  Church,  but  the  position  of 
the  land  question,  and  that  they  say 
they  will  never  be  satisfied  until  that 
question  is  settled  ?  I  entertain  another 
objection  to'  this  Bill,  founded  upon  the 
inopportune  period  in  which  it  seems  to 
me  to  have  been  introduced.  Among 
the  many  arguments  employed  in  &Tour 
of  this  measure  there  is  one  that  is  fre- 
quently used  —  that  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  has  not  discharged  its 
missionary  obligations,  and  that  it  haa 
failed  to  perform  the  duties  that  devolve 
upon  it  with  regard  to  the  whole  popola- 
tion  of  Ireland.  I  must  sav  here  that 
the  clei^  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  have,  aa  it  appears  to  me,  been 
moat  uniairly  dealt  with.  If  they  con- 
fine themselves  to  ministering  to  the 
Protestant  pari^oners  of  their  respec- 
tive parishes  wo  are  told  that  the  Cbuidi 
has  failed  in  dischai^jng  its  missionaiy 
obligations ;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  display  any  zeal  in  endeavouring 
to  gain  converts  from  among  the  Roman 
Catholics,  they  are  immediately  de- 
nounced as  firebranda.    And  yet  it  mnit 
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be  within  the  ct^iuzance  of  all  your 
Lordships  that  there  has  been  a  remark- 
able reTiral  of  fervour  and  zeal  among 
the  Irish  clergy  of  late  years,  showing 
itself  in  increased  efforts  for  the  conver- 
sion of  the  Boman  Catholic  population ; 
and  I  may  go  forther  and  say,  mat  these 
efforts  have  been  attended  with  remark- 
able success.  Having  visited  those  por- 
tions of  Ireland  where  these  missionary 
efforts  have  been  most  vigorously  and  ac- 
tively carried  forward,  I  can  testify,  from 
personal  obBervation,  to  the  reality,  the 
genuineness,  and  the  extent  of  the  vork 
which  is  being  accomplished.  But  we 
are  not  merely  dependent  for  proof  of 
this  success  upon  Protestant  testimony. 
The  Nation,  the  organ  of  the  intensely 
Irish  party  in  the  country,  has  itsou 
borne  testimony  to  this  success.  It  says — 

"  There  oan  do  longer  be  my  qa«Btion  thftt  the 
•jitematiiiid  proieljliani  hai  mat  with  an  immeDie 
moccH  in  ConnanBht  and  Keny.  It  ia  true  tbat 
the  allari  of  the  CathoUo  Church  hire  been  de- 
Mrled  bj  thouaaoda  bom  and  baptiied  in  the 
ancient  fiiith  of  Irelaad.  TniTellers  vbo  hiTS 
recently  Tiiited  the  coantie*  of  Galwa;  and  Mayo 
report  that  the  agenta  of  that  foul  and  abominahle 

These  are  the  terms  in  which  the  Boman 
Catholic  organs  apeak  of  the  efforts  of 
our  clergy  to  promote  the  conversion  of 
their  Eoman  Catholic  fellow-subjects — 


Head,  Catholio  Iriihmen,  who,  grieved  to  behold 
tbe  apread  and  lacceia  of  the  apoaCaOf ,  toll  ua  tbat 
the  Weat  of  Ireland  ia  deaerting  the  ancient  fold  ; 
Bod  that  a  olaaa  of  Prctsataata,  more  bigoted  and 
anli-Iriab,  if  posaible,  than  the  faUowera  of  the 
old  Eitablisbment,  ia  growD  up  from  the  reoreaat 
peaaantTf  and  Ibair  ohildren. 
We  have  then  incontrovertible  evidence 
of  the  fact  that  the  Church  in  Ireland 
is  making — and  this  with  consider- 
able success — unparalleled  exertions  for 
the  purpose  of  winning  Boman  Ca- 
tholics to  the  fold  of  tbe  Established 
Church ;  and  yet  we  are  told  as  an  ar- 

rent  in  support  of  this  measure  that 
Irish  Church  has  failed  to  discharge 
its  misaionaiy  obligations.  On  these 
grounds  I  feel  compelled  consistently 
and  conscientiously  to  oppose  this  mea- 
sure. Again,  my  Lords,  this  measure 
is  recommended  by  the  plea  of  justice 
and  of  religious  equality.  There  is  one 
consideration  with  respect  to  this  plea 
of  justice  which  has  occurred  forci- 
b^  to  m;  mind  in  the  course  of  this 


debate.  Justice  is  a  high  and  a  great 
principle.  Now,  if  there  is  injustice  in 
the  existence  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment,  there 
must  have  been  injustice  in  its  estab- 
lishment at  the  time  of  the  Union,  and 
there  must  have  been  injustice  in  its 
continuance  from  the  time  of  the  Union 
down  to  the  present  moment.  If  this  be 
so,  how  is  it  that  the  plea  of  justice  has 
never  been  mooted  before  ?  It  is  not 
that  Ireland  has  been  neglected  in  the 
deliberations  of  British  statesmen.  It 
is  not  that  Ireland  has  not  had  Its  full 
share  in  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
Statesmen,  the  most  sagacious,  and  far- 
seeing,  have  from  tiio©  to  time  consi- 
dered the  necessities  of  Ireland.  Ireland 
has  given  rise  to  questions  which  have, 
I  bebeve,  on  more  i)x«a  one  occasion  de- 
cided the  fate  of  Governments ;  it  has  oc- 
cupied the  anxious  attention  of  numbers 
of  those  who  have  been  called  to  the  helm 
of  the  Constitution.  Are  we  to  suppose 
that  they  have  not  been  far-sighted 
enough  to  see  the  injustice  if  it  existed, 
or  are  we  to  admit — a  supposition  which 
is  still  more  untenable — that  if  they  did 
perceive  the  injustice,  they  were  unwil- 
bng  to  interfere  to  redress  the  grievance? 
But  I  take  the  testimony  of  a  Boman 
Catholic  on  this  point;  and,  according 
to  him,  I  think  it  is  conclusive  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  some  enlightened  Boman 
Catholics,  there  is  in  reality  no  such  in- 
justice. Dr.  Sleviu,  a  Boman  Catholic 
Professor  at  Maynooth,  in  hia  evidence 
before  the  CommiaaioDers  of  Education, 
in  1826,  said— 

"I  oonaider  that  the  preaent  poaaeaaora  of 
Church  propertj  in  Irelaad,  of  whatever  deacrip- 
tion  they  majr  be,  have  a  jutt  title  to  it.  They 
hsTB  been  h<m&  fide  poaaeaiors  of  it  for  all  the 
time  required  tj  anj  law  Tor  preaoription  ;  even 
accordinf  to  tbe  pretenaiona  of  the  Cbaroh  of 
Rome,  which  reqniro  100  yean." 
Another  plea  is  that  of  religious  equabty. 
The  noble  Earl  who  has  recently  spoken 
told  us  that  the  key  to  the  whole  ques- 
tion was  the  one  word  ascendancy.  I 
would  not  on  any  consideration  utter  a 
single  harsh  or  unkind  word  with  re- 
spect to  my  Boman  Catholic  fellow-sub- 
jects. I  am  not  conscious  of  entertain- 
ing an  unkind  feeling  towards  them,  or 
of  having,  at  any  time,  uttered  against 
them  an  uncharitable  word.  Tolera- 
tion I  would  have  to  the  utmost.  I  be- 
lieve toleration  is  a  great  Christian  prin- 
ciple, and  that  to  exercise  toleration  is 
the  duty  of  a  Christian  State  as  well  as 
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of  a  ChriBlaaii  Chiirch ;  but  equalily  as 
between  Boman  Catholics  and  Protest- 
anta  you' cannot  possibly  bave.  It  is 
not  in  the  essence  of  Boman  Catboli- 
ism.  It  is  not  in  tbe  essence  of  Protea- 
tantism.  Between  the  two,  there  is  an 
impassable  gulf.  We  Protestants  hold 
that  the  Boman  Catholics  entertain  fiin- 
damental  errors,  and  the  Church  of  Bome 
hurls  her  loiathemaB  against  Protestants 
for  repudiating  that  wmcb  she  maintains 
to  be  fimdamental.  The  effect  of  this 
measure,  should  it  be  passed,  will  be  to 
produce,  not  religious  equalityi  but  Bo- 
miah  ascendancy.  I  b^eve  no  other 
result  would  follow  this  meaaure  than 
to  give  to  Rome  the  aacendancy  in  Ire- 
land, and  therefore  the  very  evil  of  which 
the  noble  Earl  complains  would  exist 
even  if  this  Bill  were  passed  into  law. 
I  will  not  touch  upon  anotber  and  very 
important  question — the  vetdiet  of  the 
'  Gountiy  with  regard  to  this  measure — 
beyond  saying  that  I  concur  with  those 
who  bave  said  Uiat  they  are  not  satisfied 
that  the  verdict  of  the  country  has  been 
pronounced  upon  this  particular  Bill.  I 
will  go  even  further  than  this.  It  is 
my  honest  conviction  that  there  is  a 
clmnge  coming  about  in  the  feeling  of 
the  country  at  large  with  respect  to  this 
particular  Bill;  and,  although  a  taunt 
was  thrown  out  the  other  evening  with 
regard  to  what  have  been  called  the 
tumultuous  assemblages  which  have  been 
convened  with  regard  to  this  measure,  I 
cannot  forbear  &om  saying  that  in  that 
part  of  the  country  with  which  I  am 
cially  connected,  and  especially  in  the 
great  towns  of  the  West  Hiding  of  York- 
shire, I  have  satisfactory  evidence  that 
there  has  been  a  great  change  in  the 
feeling  with  regard  to  this  Bill — a  change 
eiipressed  not  in  noise  or  tumult,  but  ™ 
calm,  clear,  and  unwavering  utterani 
of  dissatisfaction  and  disappointment; 
and  it  is  my  conviction  tbat  if  your 
Iiordahips  reject  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading,  and  it  be  submitted  to  the 
country  for  further  investigation  and 
consideration,  the  verdict  of  tbe  ct 
try  will  ultimately  confirm  and  approve 
the  decision  of  your  Lordships.  1  lis- 
tened with  eager  attention  to  the  able 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  addressed 
the  House  at  the  opening  of  the  de- 
bal«  on  Tuesday  evening  {Earl  Grey), 
■when  he  endeavoured  to  show  that 
it  was  our  duty  to  accept  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  and  then  try  and 


improve  it  in  Committee.  If  this  were 
nterely  a  question  of  political  expe- 
diency, involving  no  hi^er  considera- 
tions— if  there  were  no  moral  questions 
mixed  up  with  it — I  might  feel  disposed 
to  accept  that  advice ;  but  believing  as 
I  do  that  it  involves  moral  oonaidera- 
tions  of  the  highest  importance,  I  can- 
not consent  to  make  political  expediency 
my  guide  in  preference  to  what  I  be- 
lieve to  be  morally  right.  Believing,  as 
I  in  my  conscience  do,  that  this  BUI  is 
not  called  for  by  any  claim  of  justice 
to  Ireland  —  believing  that  it  wtU  not 
confer  any  lasting  benefit  upon  that 
distracted  and  unhappy  portion  of  the 
United  Empire — believing  that  it  will 
prove  a  blow  to  Protestantism  and  a 
triumph  to  Bomanism  —  befievingthat 
it  will  exasperate  the  Protestant  popu- 
lation without  conciliating  the  Boman 
Catholic  population  —  believing,  fur- 
ther, that  it  will  necessarily  be  me  pre- 
cursor to  other  measures  still  more 
disastrous  to  the  Church  and  the  Con- 
stitution—believing that  the  adoption  of 
this  measure  would  amount  to  a  national 
sin,  and  that  what  is  morally  wrong  can 
never  be  politically  right — I  must  enter 
my  protest  against  the  second  reading 

of  this  Bin.  

The  DtTKE  OF  CLEVELAND:  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  in  addressing  your  Lordships 
this  evening,  spoke  of  tiie  great  sense 
of  responsibility  under  which  he  la- 
boured in  dealing  with  this  question ; 
and  I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that  I 
deeply  feel  that  same  sense  of  du^  to 
which  so  many  noble  Lords  bave  given 
expression  during  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate. My  Lords,  the  first  point  that 
naturally  arises  is  connected  with  that 
voluntary  principle  which  this  Bill  is  to 
establish.  I  will  frankly  confess  that, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  I  am  not 
in  favour  of  that  principle.  It  is  not  a 
principle  that  prevails  in  any  other  part 
of  Europe,  and  I  do  not  stand  up  as  its 
defender.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
it  would  be  well  to  establish  it  in  Eng- 
land, or  that  it  would  work  adequately 
here.  On  the  contrary,  I  consider  that 
to  introduce  it  into  this  country  would 
be  almost  equivalent  to  estabhshing  a 
condition  of  national  irreligion.  ButL-e- 
land  is  differently  situated,  and  we  have 
too  much  reason  to  know  that  there  is 
no  other  remedy  for  her  unhappy  condi- 
tion but  tbis.     The  right  rev.  Prelate 
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vho  has  just  addresBed  your  Lordships 
(the  Bishop  of  Bipon)  aaid  that  ve 
iDiiBt  d^  ydVk  this  question  as  one  of 
right  or  wrong,  of  religion  or  irreligion, 
and  not  as  one  of  expediency  or  etates- 
inanfihip.  He  argued  that  it  can  never 
be  proper  for  a  noteetant  country  to  le- 
anautte  in  &T0iir  of  the  Soman  Catholic 
CSiaroh,  and  he  called  upon  all  Protest- 
ants, iai  that  reason,  to  rally  round  the 
standard  of  those  who  desired  the  de- 
feat of  the  Bill.  But  it  seems  to  me 
that  in  dealing  with  this  question  we 
must  take  into  consideration  the  circiun- 
stances  in  which  we  find  ourselves.  It 
cannot  be  decided  on  such  grounds  as 
those  urged  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
We  must  remember  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  population  of  Ireland  is 
Soman  OathoUc,  and  that  if  the  power 
of  government  were  placed  in  their  hands 
the  Boman  Oatholic  religion  would  be 
established  there  to-morrow.  Nor  can 
we  forget  that  they  were  originally  in 
pOBseseion  of  the  endowments  of  the 
Protestant  Church — though,  of  course,  I 
do  not  include  the   gifts  subsequently 

5 resented  to  it  by  Protestants.  I  confess 
lat,  so  far  am  I  from  objecting  to  the 
Bill  that  it  goes  too  far,  my  only  appre- 
hension is  that  it  does  not  to  for  enough, 
mid  that  it  will  not  satisfy  the  Roman 
Catholics.  I  freely  acknowledge  that  I 
myself  should  have  advocated  a  veiy 
different  measure  were  it  practicable.  I 
know  the  country  would  not  consent  to 
any  proposal  for  the  division  of  the  ec- 
clesiastical funds  between  the  Eoman 
Catholics  and  the  I^testants — though  I 
cannot  help  tliinVing  that  such  a  pro- 
posal would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
natural  course  of  justice.  It  is  the  one 
that  I  have  always  been  in  favour  of, 
and  that  received  the  support  of  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  table  (Eul  Buseell), 
of  the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches 
piarl  Grey),  of  Lord  Macaulay,  Mr. 
Hallam,  and  of  almost  all  the  most 
eminent  statesmen  until  within  a  recent 
period.  If  I  now  give  my  consent  to  a 
Bill  departing  from  that  principle  it  is 
only  because  I  feel  that  it  is  not  practi- 
cable at  the  present  moment.  I  am  not 
sure  that  something  of  the  kind  may 
not  be  adopted  hereafter.  In  sajring 
this,  I  do  not  pretend  to  defend  all  parte 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  not  my  affair  to  do  so, 
nor  would  it  be  in  my  power.  There 
are  details  which  I  thins  may  be  most 
advantageously  amended.     It  seems  to 


me  that  the  glebe  houses  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  I*rotestant  proprietors  for 
the  use  of  the  Protestant  cJeiOT.  I 
think  they  are  entitled  to  them.  But  I 
am  afraid  your  Lordships  wiU  hardly 
agree  with  me  when  I  go  further  and 
say  that  I  would  even  give  glebe  housee 
to  the  Boman  Catholics  for  their  priests. 
That  course,  it  seems  to  me,  wonld  bo 
right  and  proper,  and  one  to  which  they 
would  themselves  offer  no  objection.  "We 
know  that  any  scheme  of  general  en- 
dowment would  be  repudiated  by  them, 
and  they  wonld  refuse  a  grant  of  money ; 
but  glebe  houses  come  under  a  different 
category,  and  I  believe  they  would  ac- 
cept them.  I  had  a  conversation  last 
autumn  with  a  very  distinguished  fo- 
reigner, who  is,  in  some  degree,  how- 
ever, connected  by  marriage  witii  Ire- 
land, and  who  is  capable  of  taking  an 
impartial  view  of  the  present  controversy, 
I  believe  that  he  holds  what  are  called 
Ultramontane  opinions,  peaking  espe- 
cially of  the  people  of  Tipperary,  be 
frankly  told  me  ^at  they  felt  a  great 
distrust  of  England,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  it  had  at  all  diminished,  but 
still  existed  in  all  its  original  force.  Ho 
also  told  me  that  this  Bill  would  not 
satisfy  the  Irish  Boman  Catholics.  He 
was  strongly  of  that  opinion.  But  one 
thing  he  thought  might  have  a  good 
effect.  The  Boman  Catholic  priests  would 
not  accept  money,  because  it  would  tend 
to  injure  tbefr  influence  over  their  pa- 
rishioners if  they  did  so ;  and,  besides, 
they  had  pledged  themselves  too  strongly 
againstit.  Buthehelievedthattheywould 
accept,  in  certain  cases,  the  glebe  houses, 
with  a  portion  of  the  land  attaching  to 
them,  I  should  very  much  like  to  see  such 
a  provision  introduced  into  the  Bill;  for 
otherwise  the  objection  which,  at  some 
future  time,  will  be  taken  to  it  will  be 
this — that  it  does  nothing  for  the  Boman 
Catholics.  Nor  do  I  thmk  it  would  be 
any  violation  of  the  principle  on  which 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  1  do  not  refer 
to  the  compensation  to  Maynooth.  Ob- 
jection has  been  taken  to  the  compensa- 
tion to  Maynooth  being  paid  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  Irish  Church ;  and  I  believe 
that,  in  strictness,  that  provision  is  hardly 
consistent  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
But  I  do  not  object  to  it — the  matter 
rests  on  different  OTound.  Maynooth 
was  originally  established  and  endowed, 
in  order  to  provide  the  Boman  Catholic 
priests  of  Ireland  with  the  means  of  a 
ISmni  JReaJittg—mrd  Night. 
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good  eduoatioQ  at  home,  and  to  prevent 
weir  seeking  it  on  tlie  Continent  at  a 
time  when  very  revoIutionaTy  doctrines 
were  abroad.  Everyone  who  knows  the 
immense  influence  exercised  bv  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  clereymen  in  Ireland  must 
feel  that  the  establishment  of  Majnooth 
for  that  purpose  was  a  wise  and  states- 
man-like measure,  and  the  compensation 
proposed  by  the  Bill  is  certain^  not  too 
lai^e.  But  the  time  must  come  when 
the  question  will  take  a  wider  range. 
There  will  be  a  very  considerable  suiplus 
after  all  the  claims  arising  horn  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  have  been 
met,  and  the  best  method  of  appro- 
priating it  is  a  question  that  must  give 
rise  to  much  controversy.  Well,  the 
Bill  proposes  to  appropriate  a  lai^  sum 
to  reformatories,  lunatic  asylums,  and 
institutions  for  the  deaf  and  dumb. 
Now,  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  said  that  the  manner 
of  appropriation  proposed  in  the  Bill 
had  been  suggested  oy  the  Liberation 
Society.  I  believe  he  was  quite  wrong 
in  that  opinion.  I  am  not  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Cabinet;  but,  on  referring 
to  the  debates  that  took  place  on  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  I  found  a 
speech  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  in  which  he 
recommended  precisely  that  plan  of  ap- 
propriation which  is  contained  in  this 
Bill.  Of  course,  Mr.  O'Connell  did  not 
foresee  that  any  part  of  it  could  be  given 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  and  be 
su^ested  specifically  that  the  surplus 
funds  of  the  Irish  C^iurch  might  be  ap- 
propriated to  lunatic  asylums,  reforma- 
tories, and  similar  institutions.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  obtained  from 
that  speech  the  scheme  which  they  have 
embodied  in  the  Bill.  It  has  been  ob- 
jected that  the  measure  will  have  the 
effect  of  appropriating  to  secolar  pur- 
poses property  that  has  been  devoted  to 
the  service  of  God.  Now,  I  confess  that 
I  feel  a  great  dislike  to  the  alienation  of 
any  property  from  religious  uses.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  we  are  entitled  to  say 
that  the  argument  furnished  on  the  as- 
sumption that  it  is  sacrilege  to  do  so  has 
been  fairly  disposed  of.  Even  in  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  property  con- 
ferred for  religious  purposes  may  be 
otherwise  applied  after  the  lapse  of  199 
'  years ;  and  we  know  that  that  Church 
has  always  been  singularly  tenacious  of 
its  possessions,  and  little  disposed  to  ac- 
cept innovations  either  of  doctrine  or 
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practice.  In  the  present  case  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  alienation  of  the  property 
of  the  Church  arises  on  pubhc  grounds. 
Now,  I  will  not  say  one  word  against 
the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Church  whom  it 
is  thus  proposed  to  disendow.  I  believe 
that  nothing  can  be  more  exemplary 
than  their  lives  and  characters ;  nothing 
more  unfortunate  than  the  position  in 
which,  from  no  fault  of  their  own,  they 
have  found  themselves  placed.  They 
are  called  fanatics  and  disturbers  of  the 

iieace  if  they  attempt  to  proselytize; 
ukewarm  and  time-servers  if  they  do 
not.  They  are  in  a  false  position,  and 
one  that  is  full  of  difficulties  ;  and  I 
hope  this  Bill  will  release  them  from  it. 
No  doubt,  in  the  first  instance,  the  ma- 
nagement and  denization  of  the  dis- 
established Church  will  be  no  light 
matter.  The  Bill  does  not  proceed  upon 
the  assumption  that  Protestantism  is  to 
be  extinguished  in  Ireland,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  provides  for  the  organization  of 
a  new  Church  Body.  I  have  spoken  to 
several  Irishmen,  especially  conversant 
with  those  districts,  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  in  Connaoght,  Ijeinster,  and 
Munster.  I  believe  that  the  effect  will 
be  that  the  Protestants  will  go  to  the 
North  of  Ireland  more  than  ever,  and 
that  Ulster  will  become  more  intensely 
Protestant,  while  the  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land will  become  more  intensely  Boman 
Catholic.  I  regret  there  are  no  means 
of  supporting  convocations  in  the  Pro- 
testant parts  of  Ireland,  but  it  is  im- 
possible that  any  Establishment  can  be 
maintained  for  the  sake  of  a  very  few  in- 
dividuals scattered  over  very  large  dis- 
tricts widely  separated  from  each  other. 
We  must  consider  the  question  as  a 
whole.  I  am  now  only  speaking  of 
going  into  Committee,  and  I  support 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  as  the 
only  means  of  putting  an  end  to  this 
agitating  question.  Without  indulging 
in  any  menace,  I  think  your  Lord^ips 
will  place  yourselves  in  a  fabe  position 
if  you  reject  the  measure,  which  you 
cannot  eventually  by  any  possibility  put 
off.  What  advantages  do  the  noble 
Lords  opposite  propose  to  gain  by  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  ?  I  believe  that  we 
shall  incur  great  odium  by  so  doing, 
and  I  am  one  of  those  who  think — not- 
withstanding what  has  been  said  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Bipon] 
of  what  he  knew  had  taken  place  in  the 
North  Biding  of  Yorkshire — I  do  not 
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believe  that  an;  obange  of  eucli  a  cha- 
racter has  come  over  the  feelinga  of  the 
people  of  the  counti;  at  large,  likely  to 
induce  them  to  make  any  coueiderable 
alteration  in  the  character  of  the  House 
of  CommonB  in  the  event  of  another 
election.  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  at 
many  of  the  late  elections  the  reeulta 
did  not  turn  eolely  upon  the  Irieh  Church 
question,  but  that  many  hon.  Members 
Tere  elected  on  general  Liberal  prin- 
ciples ;  but  the  Iriah  Church  question  was 
fully  explained  to  the  constituencieB,  and 
disOBtablishmeut  and  disendowment  was 
the  election  "cry."  No  doubt  some  ex- 
pected a  larger  and  some  a  smaller  mea- 
Bure  of  disendowment  than  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill ;  and  it  would  be  most 
unfortunate  that  this  House  should  come 
into  collision  with  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  in  its  first  Session  on  a  ques- 
tion of  grave  importance,  and  which  has 
passed  the  other  House  after  having 
been  submitted  to  tiie  people.  I  have 
already  stated  that,  whflst  I  intend  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I 
do  not  concur  in  luaoy  of  ite  details,  and 
1  shall  be  prepared  to  vote  against  them 
in  Committee.  I  therefore  ask  your 
Lordships  not  to  commit  the  error  of 
throwing  ont  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading,  and  thereby  raise  a  quarrel  be- 
tween Uie  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  lose  the  opportunity  we  now  possess 
of  introducing  into  it  anch  Amendments 
as  we  might  think  expedient  and  con- 
mstent  with  the  BiU.  It  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  a  grievous  error  to  do  so; 
and,  speaking  in  the  interest  of  those 
who  oppose  the  Bill,  I  think  it  would  be, 
under  the  present  circumstances,  a  most 
imwise  course  not  to  assent  to  ita  second 
reading. 

LoED  EEDESDAIE :  My  Lords,  after 
the  remarks  I  have  made  on  former  oc- 
casions in  reference  to  this  subject,  I 
trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  offer  a  few 
observations  upon  the  general  question. 
And,  in  the  first  place,  my  Lords,  I  will 
refer  to  the  point  which  has  been  alluded 
to  so  strongly — namely,  the  effect  which 
the  decision  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament on  this  Bill  ought  to  have  upon 
your  Lordships.  It  is  impossible,  in 
dealing  with  this  point,  not  to  bear  in 
mind  the  allusions  which  have  been 
made  to  what  has  taken  place  on  former 
occasions,  when  differences  of  opinion 
have  arisen  between  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament.    Beference  has  been  made 
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to  what  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  Be- 
form  question  in  1832.  I  would,  in  the 
first  place,  ask  your  Lordships  to  recol- 
lect the  total  difference  between  that 
time  and  the  present — between  that 
question  and  the  one  before  the  House 
now — and  to  bear  in  mind  what  was  the 
course  of  proceeding  in  Parliament  for 
many  years  after  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Eeform  Act.  The  Eeform  ques- 
tion had  been  before  the  country  cer- 
tainly for  half-a-century — in  fact,  it  had 
been  a  debated  question  for  many  years, 
until  at  last  the  feeling  of  the  country  be- 
came so  strong  that  those  who  remember 
those  times  must  admit  that  they  never 
saw  the  countiy  so  unanimous  upon  any 
subject  as  upon  that.  A  dissolution 
had  taken  place ;  and  not  only  had  the 
large  constituencies  returned  in  over- 
whelming numbers,  but  even  many  of 
the  smaller  and  condemned  boroughs 
returned  Members  pledged  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  measure.  The  Bill  having 
been  rejected  in  1831,  was  re-intro- 
duced in  the  next  Session,  and  having 
passed  the  Lower  House,  came  up  to 
your  Lordships'  House  and  received  a 
second  reading;  but  an  Amendment 
being  proposed,  there  was  a  majority 
against  the  Government.  The  Govern- 
ment consequently  resigned.  The  Con- 
servatives were  at  that  time  unable  and 
therefore  declined  to  form  a  Govern- 
ment, and  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey), 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  re- 
mained in  power  and  announced  that 
it  was  necessary  that  the  Bill  should  be 
carried.  The  country  had  pronounced 
for  "  the  BiU,  the  whole  Bill,  and  no- 
thing but  the  Bill,"  and  consequently 
iurlher  opposition  to  the  Bill  was  with- 
drawn, and  it  was  allowed  to  pass  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  came  up  to  uiie  House. 
If  it  had  not  been  allowed  to  pass  the 
countiy  would  have  come  to  a  dead-lock. 
But  we  must  remember  what  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  were.  One 
House  of  Parliament,  convened  expressly 
for  the  consideration  of  the  question, 
stood  self-condemned,  and  condemned 
in  the  opinion  of  the  country;  and,  as 
was  well-known  and  avowed,  tibe  opinion 
of  the  Sovereign  was  in  favour  of  the 
measure.  Therefore,  two  of  the  con- 
stitutional powers  of  the  State  were 
of  one  way  of  thinking  on  the  matter. 
But  how  stands  the  case  with  respect  to 
the  question  wo  have  now  to  deal  with  ? 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  question  of  one 


67 


Imh 


fLOSDS) 


Church  Sm. 


year  old.  It  is  a  very  dMcnlt  question, 
aa  will  haye  been  seen  in  the  course  of 
the  debate ;  it  ia  one  upon  wbioli  I  be- 
lieve tlie  countiT'  at  lai^  is  but  slightly 
informed.  No  decided  opinion  baa  yet 
been  formed  on  it ;  and  I  am  convinced, 
that  whateTer  opinion  had  been  formed 
at  the  time  of  the  election,  that  opinion 
has  been  greatly  changed.  No  one,  I 
believe,  ia  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  not 
the  case.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  to 
what  extent  that  change  has  taken  place, 
but  I  maintain  that,  to  a  certain  extent, 
it  has  occmred.  Therefore,  my  Lords, 
I  aay  that  it  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
action  of  this  Honse  to  give  the  country 
fiirther  time,  and  a  fiuther  opportunity 
of  considering  this  question.  It  is  not 
one  that  should  be  decided  in  a  hnny. 
It  is  one  upon  which  the  country  baa  a 
perfect  rignt  to  have  a  longer  time  to 
mature  its  opinion.  I  nest  wish  to  di- 
rect your  Ijordahips'  attention  to  the 
proceedings  in  Parliament  and  in  the 
country  since  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill  in  1832,  It  has 
been  supposed  that  because  this  House 
yielded  to  the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  country  and  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  had  lost  character  in  the  public 
mind,  and  that  its  power  and  efficiency 
as  a  legislative  body  had  been  seriously 
impaired.  But  that  I  utterly  deny.  From 
the  period  of  1B33  down  to  1641,  when 
tile  Conservatii'e  party  came  into  power, 
supported  by  a  large  majority  in  the 
House  of  Ck>mmons,  this  Honse  exer- 
cised a  more  important,  a  more  decided, 
and  a  mora  independent  legislative  ac- 
tion than  at,  peruaps,  any  other  period 
of  its  existence.  Take,  for  example,  the 
proceedings  in  Parliament  on  the  Appro- 
priation CTause  and  the  payment  of  tithes 
in  Ireland.  Now,  my  Lords,  permit  me 
t«  say  that  tiie  tithe  question  was  a  veiy 
much  more  important  one  for  the  peace 
of  Ireland  than  that  before  us.  It  was 
one  upon  which  the  peace  of  the  two 
religions  depended  to  a  degree  not  to  be 
compared  with  its  dependence  upon  the 
present  Bill.  It  was  said  that  2S  per 
cent  of  the  tithes  were  given  to  the  land- 
lords, but  that  was  in  return  for  their 
nndertahing  the  trouble  and  risk  of 
collecting  tnem ;  and  it  must  be  recol- 
lected timt  the  Church  was  a  gainer  by 
it.  She  got  more  by  that  arrangement 
than  when  she  collected  the  tithes  her- 
self. She  was  therefore  willing  to  sa- 
crifice the  percentage  and  accept  the 
ZoriMtiftdah 


That  waB  a  very  im- 
porbint  question,  but  it  was  not  settled 
in  one  year ;  it  took  five  or  six  years, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  to  settie  it.  Let 
us  see  what  occurred  at  the  time.  In 
1835  the  Government  of  the  day  wmt 
out — that  is  to  say,  the  King  changed  Mb 
Administration.  Sir  Robert  Peel  formed 
a  new  Qovemment,  and  there  wae  a  new 
election.  Sir  Eobert  Peel's  Qovemment 
did  not  stand,  and  the  party  opposed  to 
him  came  in  and  pressed  on  the  Appro- 
priation Clause;  andtheseoondHefonned 
Parliament  supported  them  in  sending 
up  tiie  Bill  with  the  Appropriation  Clause 
to  this  House.  Your  Lordships  still 
rejected  what  they  regarded  aa  an  in- 
justice; and  at  len^  the  Appropria- 
tion Clause  was  withdrawn,  and  the 
principle  has  been  maintained  until 
this  (fey.  I  say,  therefore,  my  Lords, 
that  we  have  a  right  to  give,  and  it 
is  our  duty  to  give  time  to  the  coun- 
try to  reflect  upon  a  meaanre '  of  this 
great  importance.  There  was  alao  an- 
other measure  of  great  importance.  The 
English  municipal  corporations  having 
been  re-formed,  a  measure  was  brought 
forward,  in  1836,  for  the  reform  of  the 
Irish  corporationa.  This  Houae  was 
perfectly  willing  to  enter  upon  the  con- 
aidoration  of  the  measure;  but  there 
were  details  which  they  considered  objec- 
tionable, and  Amendments  were  acoord- 
ingly  introduced  which  the  House  of 
Commons  would  not  accept,  and  so  the 
BUI  was  thrown  out.  The  same  thing 
occurred  in  1837,  1638,  and  in  1839. 
At  length,  in  1640,  a  great  many  of  tiie 
objectionable  clauses  having  been  with- 
drawn, the  BiU  was  assented  to,  after 
Amendments  had  been  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  several  of  whioh 
were  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ^»r  a  conference.  This,  I  think, 
is  the  strongest  possible  proof  that  the 
creation  of  Peers,  merely  because  this 
House  had  exercised  its  legislative  fimo- 
tions,  would  be  the  most  unconstitutional 
act  that  could  be  proposed.  My  Lords, 
if  a  Qovemment  having  gained  a  ma- 
jority and  come  into  power  is  not  able 
in  one  year  to  carry  all  the  measuros  it 
desires,  and  then  is  to  exercise  a  posi- 
tive control  over  this  House  through  thd 
Sovereign,  the  whole  use  of  this  House 
would  be  gone — all  its  independenoe 
would  be  at  an  end  for  ever.  The 
cases  I  have  cited  ahow  that  your  Lord- 
ships, after  yielding  as  you  did  in  1832, 
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BO  fas  from  lonttf;  pover  aa  a  legiaUtiTe 
body,  exeroiAed  its  power  and  inflnence 
in  iha  strongest  possible  manner,  and 
in  a  sense  advaatageoas  to  tlie  country. 
And  what  was  the  result?  It  no  doubt 
took  about  ten  jears'  time  for  the  coun- 
try to  come  round  to  the  ConserratiTe 
pBxtyjbnt,  in  1841,  th^ came  into  power 
vith  a  lai^  and  OTerwhelmitig  majority. 
I  will  now  proceed  to  consider  the  merito 
of  the  Bill.  To  the  measnre  itself  my 
first  objection  that  I  take  is  the  consti- 
tntional  objection  that  it  is  a  destructian 
of  the  existing  Oonstltutioii  by  an  abso- 
lute extinction  of  one  of  the  Estates  of 
the  reabn  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  it  is 
highly  important  to  recollect  that  the 
Established  Ohuroh  is  one  of  the  Ektates 
of  the  realm  both  as  r^arda  its  proper^ 
and  its  status.  And  connected  with 
this  objection,  there  is  a  matter  that 
TKCuliarly  affects  the  privileges  of  this 
House.'  The  13th  clause  of  the  Bill 
deolorea  coolly  and  off-hand  that  no 
IVelate  shall  be  qualified  to  dt  in  the 
House  as  such  after  the  1st  of  January, 
1871.  My  Lords,  upon  the  highest  au- 
thorities— npon  such  authorities  as  Blaek- 
itoMf — I  assert  that  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  has  no  auihorily,  and,  prac- 
tically speahing,  ought  not  to  have  the 
power,  to  originate  any  such  clause,  as 
that  persons  who  have  once  been  sum- 
moned to  this  House  should  no  longer 
retain  their  seats.  The  question  of  pri- 
vilege raised  by  this  clause  is  one  of  the 
moat  important  character — one  which  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  brii^  to  the  notice 
of  the  House,  and  an  infringement  of 
your  Lordships'  privileges,  which  it  is 
your  duly  to  resist  and  protest  against. 
I  say  that,  even  supposing  the  prmciple 
of  ^sestablishment  were  to  be  carried, 
the  present  Irish  Prelate  ought  not  to 
be  removed  from  this  House.  Moreover, 
I  should  desire  to  have  a  provision  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  which  should  se- 
cure the  continuance  of  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  in  this  House, 
in  the  event  of  certain  arrangements  in 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Bishopa 
being  agreed  to,  and  the  Crown  being 
advised  to  summon  them.  That  is  to 
say,  that  as  each  see  became  vacant  the 
Ohurch  authority  in  the  diocese  should 
recommend  three  persons  to  the  Crown, 
bom  ^hom  the  Crawn  should  nominate 
one.  And  I  should  be  disposed  to  couple 
this  provisionwitha  similar  provision  with 
regard  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Chuzch, 


if  thf?  would  adopt  the  same  principle 
that  I  have  suggested  for  the  Church 
Body  —  that  of  recommending  three 
persons  to  the  Crown,  of  whom  the 
Crown  should  select  one.  To  these  Pre- 
I,  so  selected  uid  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  seate  might  then  be  given  in  this 

The  Duke  of  ABGYLL:  EomMi  Ca- 
tholic Bishops  ? 

LoED  EEDE8DALE :  Yes,  I  am  not 
for  levelling  up  in  any  other  way ;  but 
in  point  of  honour  and  privilege,  I  would 
be  willing  to  do  so.  And,  I  believe,  that 
the  introduction  of  Eoman  Catholic 
Bishops  in  that  manner  would  not  only 
be  advantageous  to  the  liberty  of  Irish 
Homan  Catholics  themselves,  but  would 
have  a  tendency  to  raise  the  character 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  <^loigy — espe- 
cially in  the  higher  ranks.  Kiat,  how- 
ever, ia  only  a  disgression,  for  I  hope 
that  no  opportunity  will  arise  of  intro- 
ducing Amendments  into  this  Bill.  As 
to  property,  I  entirely  t^ree  that  there 
is  a  distinction  between  corporate  aud 
private  property.  There  are  many  kinds 
of  corporate  property;  there  is  Church 
property,  the  property  of  Colleges,  of 
municipal  ooiporations,  of  city  com- 
panies, and  others,  but  to  all  the  rights 
of  property  belong  ;  and  if  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  this  Bill  that  the  State  can 
lay  claim  to  it  at  any  time  is  admitted  to 
be  sound,  corporate  proper^  no  longer 
stands  upon  a  very  secure  basis.  But 
the  fact  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  being 
one  of  the  Estates  of  the  realm  makes  a 
greater  difference  in  regard  to  its  founda- 
tion from  that  of  any  other  property. 
Property,  whether  of  corporations  or  of 
individuals,  has  always  been  viewed  and 
treated  aa  property.  And  Parliament, 
when  it  has  interfered  even  with  corpora- 
tion property,  has  only  done  so  for  the 
purpose  of  regulating  it,  so  as  to  render 
it  more  beneficial  for  Uie  purposes  to 
which  it  was  meant  to  be  applied. 
Some  short  time  ago,  I  moved  for  a  Re- 
turn of  any  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
would  afford  a  precedent  for  this  Bill  in 
their  method  of  dealing  with  property — 
that  is  to  say,  confiscating  it  without  any 
allegation  of  misappropriation  by  the 
body  to  whom  it  belonged,  of  its  being 
dangerous  or  mischievous  in  its  present 
application,  or  of  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  originally  provided  having  ceased 
to  exist.  These  are  the  only  grounds, 
aa  fkv  as  I  know,  on  which  corporate 
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property  has  been  dealt  witli  differently 
from  other  property  in  thia  House.  But, 
my  Lords,  practicsJly  it  was  admitted,  on 
behalf  of  the  OOTemment,  that  no  Act 
of  Parliament  could  be  cited  as  a  prece- 
dent for  this  Bill.  The  result,  therefore, 
is  that  this  Bill  is  entirely  new  in  its 
character,  and  that  character  is  a  revo- 
lutionary one.  Two  or  three  doctrines 
are  laid  down  in  the  measure  which  I 
^nk  are  highly  dangerous.  You  pre- 
serve private  endowments ;  but  you  say 
that  those  derived  &om  the  Crown  are 
not  to  be  considered  private  endow- 
ments. I  should  like  to  know  how 
many  noble  Lords'  property  depends 
upon  any  other  foundation  than  grants 
m>m  the  Crown.  At  the  time  when  the 
Crown  made  these  grants,  whether  to 
individuals  or  to  the  ChunJi,  the  pro- 
perty granted  was  considered  in  the 
same  hght  as  if  the  grant  had  been 
made  by  an  individual ;  and  I  must  say, 
according  to  the  doctrine  that  whatever 
came  from  the  Crown  then  is,  in  these 
times,  to  be  considered  as  in  a  different 
light  from  what  came  &om  a  private  in- 
dividual might  lead,  and  may  lead,  tc 
this  conclusion — that  Wobum  should  be 
turned  into  a  lunatic  asylum.  To  turn 
now  to  another  question  involved  in  this 
measure,  much  of  what  I  should  other- 
wise desire  to  have  said  with  regard  to 
the  Coronation  Oath  has  been  anticipa- 
ted bv  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby).  I  think  it  improbable  that  any- 
one can  look  at  what  is  going  on  in  this 
country  without  seeing  that  in  popular 
estimation  immense  unportance  is  at- 
tached to  the  Coronation  Oath.  In  the 
Petition  presented  by  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Abercom)  the  other  even- 
ing from  a  meeting  in  Ireland,  stated  to 
have  been  attended  by  80,000  persons, 
the  question  of  the  Coronation  Oath  was 
distinctly  introduced.  At  the  great 
meeting  in  Manchester,  at  which  cer- 
tainly more  than  100,000  persons — some 
say  200,000 — were  present,  reference 
was  again  made  to  the  Oath,  which  vast 
bodies  of  persons  throughout  &e  country 
certainly  regard  as  a  oindlng  declara- 
tion. I  will  only  say  for  myself  that  if 
I  had  taken  an  oath  that  I  would,  to  the 
utmost  of  my  power,  maintain  the  Pro- 
testant Church  established  by  law,  and 
would  preserve  to  the  Bishops  and 
clergy  of  that  Church  all  their  property, 
rights,  and  privil^es,  and  if  I  had  fur- 
ther taken  an  oath  like  that  taken  by 
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the  Sovereign  of  this  country  in  con- 
nection with  the  Act  of  Union — on  oath 
to  maintain  inviolate  the  settlement  of 
the  United  Churches  of  England  and 
Ireland — I  could  not  assent  to  this  Bill ; 
and  I  believe  the  majority  of  your  Lord- 
ships, placed  in  like  circumstance,  would 
be  of  tne  same  opinion.  Some  persona 
have  said  that,  &om  delicacy  to  the  Sove- 
reign, we  ought  not  to  have  raised  this 
question.  I  hold,  on  the  contrary,  that 
out  of  delicacy  to  the  Sovereign  this 
question  should  be  raised  and  inrasted 
upon.  I  do  not  know  what  Her  Ma- 
jes^r's  opinion  on  this  subject,  or  on  the 
subject  of  the  Coronation  Oatii,  may  be, 
nor  will  I  even  suppose  what  it  may  be ; 
but  I  state  what  my  own  feding  would 
be,  and  I  say  it  is  a  matter  of  delicacy 
towards  tiie  Sovereign  to  declare  that 
this  question  is  one  of  very  great  im- 

Srtance,  and  one,  therefore,  ^ilch  Her 
ajesty's  servants  are  specially  bound 
to  attend  to.  We  had  an  illustration  of 
this  necessify  the  other  evening  on  the 
last  occasion  that  I  brought  forward  this 
subject.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  told  me — "Oh, 
but  you  know  the  Oath  taken  as  to  the 
Act  of  Union  with  Scotland  only  refers 
to  the  Presbyterian  Church ;  it  has  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  Ireland."  But 
I  say  that  the  Act  of  Union  with  Soot- 
land  referred  directiy  to  die  Irish  Church. 
The  noble  Earl  evidently  was  not  aware 
that  the  25th  Article  of  the  Act  of 
Union  directly  referred  to  Ireland  and 
to  the  settlement  of  the  Church  in  that 
country.  It  incorporates  "an  Act  for 
securing  the  Church  of  England  as  by 
law  established,"  which  provides  that 
every  Sovereign  at  his  or  her  Corona- 
tion shall  take  and  subscribe  an  Oath  to 
maintain  and  preserve  inviolably  the 
setttement  of  Uie  Church  of  Ei^land 
within  the  Kingdoms  of  Englana  and 
Ireland,  and  in  the  Act  of  Union  it  is 
further  enacted  that — 

"Tbi*  Act  &[id  (he  matten  therein  oontained 
■hall  bsforeTerholden  and  adjudged  to  lie  ■  fundk- 
ment^  and  esunliKl  part  of  ths  Treat;  of  Union 
between  Ihetwo  Kin^oms." 
It  is  impossible,  therefore,  looking  at 
these  things,  for  any  body  to  say  that  they 
should  be  done  away  with  by  a  sort  of. 
side-wind,  and  by  a  clause  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  baa  no  reference  to  it 
whatever.  And  so  with  r^^ard  to  both  of 
the  Acts  of  Union  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. Supposing  this  Bill  to  become  law. 
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itwouldbeextremelyimportantthatspme 
direct  notice  aliould  be  taken  of  those 
Acta.  Not  one  word  is  said  about  them 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill ;  Uie  thing 
is  done  only  in  a  email  and  indirect  man- 
ner; and  that  is  the  way  in  which  a 
grave  and  important  matter  is  treated. 
33iere  are  some  other  points  upon  which 
I  wish  to  have  a  distinct  expression  of 
opinion  &om  5er  Uajesi^'s  Govern- 
ment. I  want  to  know,  for  instance, 
what  the  Government  intend  to  do  in  re- 
q>eot  to  the  Articles  of  Union  with  Scot- 
land. If  the  Act  remains  aa  it  stands 
future  Bovereigns  of  this  country  will 
be  bound  at  Uieir  coronation  to  take 
an  oath  which  requires  them  to  main- 
tain the  settlement  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland.  Now,  how  are 
they  to  take  such  an  oath  when  the 
setuement  to  which  that  oath  refers 
is  destroyed  ?  What  wUl  be  the  effect  if 
this  Bill  passes  and  no  alteration  be 
made  upon  the  oaths  to  which  I  have 
been  reierrlDg  ?  "Why,  all  future  Sove- 
reigns will  have  to  swear  to  maintain 
what  no  longer  exists.  Some  pec^e 
will  say  that  in  that  case  the  oath  itself 
had  l>etter  be  abolished.  I  believe  that 
the  Goversment  have  omitted  dealing 
with  the  Acts  of  Union  in  connection 
with  this  Bill  because  they  never  thought 
of  examining  what  ore  the  precise  pro- 
visions contained  in  those  Acts. 

I  come  next  to  the  Coronation  Oath.  It 
has  been  attempted  to  be  proved  Uiat  that 
Oath  does  not  bind  the  ^vereign  in  her 
legislative  capacity.  Now,  I  believe  we 
must  all  admit  that  the  intention  of  an 
oath,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  is  in- 
tended that  that  oath  should  be  binding, 
can  most  correctly  be  gathered  &om  the 
intention  of  itA  &amers.  And  here  I 
regret  to  say  that  Lord  Ifocaulay,  in 
tr^ting  this  subject  historicsUy,  is  in- 
correct in  his  statement  of  what  took 
place  in  Parliament  irpon  the  occasion 
whrai  the  Oath  was  drawn  up.  That 
historian  declares  that  Parliament  never 
intended  that  the  Oath  should  bind  the 
Sovereign  in  his  legislative  capacity. 
Now,  in  the  records  of  the  debates  which 
took  place  on  the  occasion  I  am  referring 
to  it  is  decidedly  shown  that  the  Oath  was 
held  to  so  bind  the  Sovereign.  What  fell 
from  individuals  of  little  note  upon  this 
matter  is  of  comparatively  trifling  im- 
portance ;  but  the  opinion  expressed  by 
a  man  so  great  and  well-known  as  Lord 
Somers  must  be  accepted    as    ooming 


&om  an  authority.  The  question  which 
was  debated  at  that  time  was  whether 
tbe'^words  of  the  Oath  should  run  as 
they  now  stand — namely,  that  the  Sove- 
reign should  swear  "that  he  would  to 
the  utmost  of  his  power  maintain  the 
Protestant  Church  as  by  law  estab- 
lished," or  whether  the  words  should  be 
added  "  is  or  shall  be  by  law  established  " 
— the  object  being  t»  prevent  the  Crown 
being  bound  by  the  Oath  so  strictly  that 
it  could  not  even  make  on  alteration  in 
a  matter  of  discipline  while  the  words 
were  "  as  by  law  established,"  and  not 
"  as  shall  be  by  law  established."  Mr. 
Somers,  in  discussing  the  subject,  said 
he  was  for  the  introduction  of  the  quali- 
fjdng  words,  and  why  ? — "  out  of  a  weat 
regud  for  the  Legislature."  What 
could  that  mean,  unless  the  words  of 
the  Oath  as  they  stood  would  bind  the 
Sovereign  in  his  legislative  capacity? 
And  Mr.  Somers  Au^er  observed — 
"He  who  consents  to  take  away  does 
not  maintain."  Can  any  language  be 
stronger  than  that  ?  It  Is  the  very 
case  of  this  Bill,  for  tiie  Oath  is  to  main* 
tain,  and  the  Bill  is  to  take  away. 
Lord  Macaulay  misquoted  the  statter 
in  order  to  be  envied  to  say  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  Parliament  at  the  time 
that  the  Oath  should  not  bind  the  Sove- 
reign in  his  legislative  capacity.  In  par- 
ticular Lord  Macaulay  quoted  a  small 
Ertion  of  the  speech  of  Sir  Thomas 
e.  Sir  Thomas  Lee  objected  to  a 
proviso  excepting  alterations  of  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church,  and  matters 
purely  of  that  sort,  on  the  just  ground 
that  the  proviso  by  speci^ing  those 
particulars  would  tie  up  the  Crown 
more  strongly  in  other  matters.  Lord 
Macaulay  quotes  the  pari;  of  Sir  Thomas 
Lee's  E[>eech  in  winch  he  objects  to 
the  proviso,  but  he  omits  what  he  said 
in  the  earlier  part.  Sir  Thomas  Lee  had 
voted  on  the  former  occasion  for  the  words 
which  Somers  desired  to  insert ;  and  in 
the  opening  of  his  speech  in  which  he 
was  objecting  to  this  Amendment,  he 
said  he  had  previously  supported  die 
addition  of  those  words,  because  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that '■  the  Act  did  too  mudi 
bind  the  Legislature."  It  is  clear  that 
all  who  then  took  part  in  the  debates 
understood  that  the  Oath  was  binding 
on  the  Sovereign  in  his  legislative  capa- 
city ;  and,  certainly,  the  object  of  thd 
Oath  was  for  the  very  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  introduction  of  any  measnie 
[^Second  Heading — TTtird  Niffht, 
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for  die  destruction  of  the  Church.  It 
whB  binding  on  the  Sovereign ;  and  the 
MiniaterB  of  the  Crown  ought  likewise 
to  pay  due  reject  to  what  were  the  ob- 
ligations which  it  imposed  on  the  Sove- 
reign, and  also  to  what  mi^  be  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Sovereign  in  the  matter.  I 
b^eve,  in  fact,  that  if  Her  Uajesiy  b 
called  upon  to  give  her  Assent  far  the 
measure  now  before  your  LordahipB  for 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Chuiui,  the 
impression  on  the  part  of  a  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  coimtry  will  be  that 
Her  Majesty  has  been  called  upon  to  for- 
swear herself. 

The  next  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
direct  attention  is  that  this  Bill  involves, 
in  a  great  degree,  the  abandonment  of 
the  cause  of  noteBtantism,  ProtoBtant- 
iem  is  an  essential  part  of  the  existing 
Constitution  ;  and  it  is  essential  fbr  the 
maintenance  of  that  element  of  the  Con- 
stitution that  there  should  exist  in  all 
parts  of  the  kingdom  a  Church  which 
professea  that  form  of  religion.  It  is 
impossible,  in  my  opinion,  not  to  see 
that  if  you  abolish  the  Protestant  Church 
of  Ireland,  you  inflict  a  very  heavy  blow 
upon  the  E^testant  population  of  that 
country,  and  leave  a  lajge  number  spread 
the  counti^  without  an' 


any  ., 
advice  or  BOrvices.  Now,  will  the  blow 
which  this  meaeure  will  give  be  confined 
to  Ireland?  DiBeBtablishment  in  Ireland 
would  be  soon  followed  by  disestablish- 
ment in  England,  and,  ilLerefore,  this 
measure  will  inflict  a  heavy  blow  on  I^- 
testantism.  If  it  is  passed,  you  will  And 
that  that  Constitution  in  this  country 
which  has  been  the  great  support  of  reli- 
nouB  liberty,  and  the  great  antagonist  of 
Bomanism,  has  been  more  or  less  under- 
mined ;  and  the  evil  consequences  which 
will  ensue  to  the  cause  of  ProtestantiBm 
will  be  felt,  not  onl^  here,  but  through- 
out Europe,  and,  mdeed,  all  over  the 
world. 

There  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish 
for  a  moment  to  direct  the  attention  of 
your  Lordships.  A  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  St.  David's)  ex^ssed 
his  belief  die  other  evening  that  Parlia- 
ment might,  without  any  violation  of 
the  Divine  Law,  apply  Church  property 
to  secular  purpoBes.  But  I  find  what 
seems  to  me  te  be  the  direct  contrary 
principle  laid  down  in  a  passage  of 
Scripture,  in  which  one  of  the  prophets 
of  the  old  law,  speaking  in  the  name  of 
tiie  Lord,  says — 
LoriRtdudale 


••  Will  a  num  rob  Cod  1  T«t  je  hiTs  robbed 
Me,  nod  j»  ixj  Therain  hftTe  we  robbed  ThM  t  la 
titbei  mod  oS^ng*.  Te  ore  onr»ed  witb  ■  oarae; 
Ye  h»Te  robbed  Me,  viva  tbi*  wbole  oktioo." 

Now,  there  is  a  distinrt  declaration  that 
"tithe,"  that  which  is  given  to  the 
Church,  was  given  to  God,  and  that 
taking  it  away  is  robbing  God.  "  Ye 
are  cursed  with  a  curse ;  ye  have  robbed 
Me."  My  Lords,  I  vote  against  this 
Bill,  because  I  would  not  have  that  curse 
upon  myself  or  upon  this  nation.  I  be- 
lieve we  have  no  right  to  take  away  that 
which  is  devoted  to  God ;  and  we  can 
never  prober  if  such  a  curse  ia  |ao- 
nouncM  upon  us. 

My  Lords,  I  have  examined  this  ques- 
tion very  carefully  ;  I  have  gone  into  it 
very  deeply,  and  I  believe  flie  more  it 
is  investigated  the  more  important  will 
it  appear.  It  may  not  be  a  question 
which  we  consider  deeply  when  engaged 
in  active  pohtical  conflict,  but  the  time 
must  oome  when  the  question  will  no 
longer  be — "  How  can  1  serve  my  party 
or  ^ow  my  devotion  to  it  ?"  but,  rather — 
"  How  have  I  served  my  Sovereign,  my 
country,  and  my  God  ?  "     I  believe  the 


reflections  of  that  supreme  hour  upon 
the  actions  of  thiB  moment  will  be  most 
bitter  to  those  who,  by  supporting  this 
measure,  have  disregarded  the  Divine 
warning  gainst  the  spoliation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church.  

Tra  DiTKE  OF  DEV0N8HIEE; 
Though  I  have  for  many  years  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  it  ia  veiy  rarely  indeed  that  I 
have  addressed  you ;  and  I  believe  on 
no  occasion  have  I  done  so  when  the 
question  was  of  so  much  Importance  as 
that  now  under  consideration.  Tour 
LordshipB,  therefore,  may  well  under- 
stand that  I  only  riee  with  great  reluc- 
tance, and  be  sure  that  I  shall  stand  but 
a  short  time  in  the  way  of  the  many 
other  noble  Lords  who  are  anxious  t» 
address  you,  and  who  are  able  to  address 
you  much  more  effectively  than  I  am. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  intend  to  refer  to  the 
collateral  questions  which  have  occupied 
a  considerable  portion  of  this  debate, 
and  are,  indeed,  of  scarcely  less  import- 
ance, if  realhr  so,  than  the  main  ques- 
tion itself — I  mean  Uie  influence  T^oh 
the  verdict  of  the  country,  as  expressed 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  ought  to 
have  on  your  Lordships'  decision.  I 
shall  not  refer  to  that  question  fbrthn 
than  to  say  that  I  believe  those  oi^O' 
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Grey),  who  so  often  and  consietentl;  sup- 
ported  it,  is  himself  etill  of  opinion  tliat 
it  ie  tvaddcable.  I  hardly  understood 
trom  his  speech  the  other  night  whether 
he  is  still  inclined  to  favour  a  proposal 
of  that  kind.  The  right  rev.  Frelato 
who  Bpoke  on  Tuesday  ereming  (the 
Bishop  of  St.  DttTid's)  avoved  himself 
of  opinion  that  it  would  be  a  very 
good  thing,  but  he  also  admitted  that 
it  could  no  longer  be  carried  out.  Nei- 
ther in  Engle^d  nor  in  Ireland  does 
it  appear  to  meet  with  any  favour.  The 
Bomau  Catholics,  who  would  be  them- 
selves the  chief  pecuniary  gainers  by  it, 
repudiate  aU  desire  for  it.  The  Pro- 
testants of  the  North  of  Ireland  appear 
,  the  notion.  All  the  qteeches 
recent  meetings,  with  so  much 
violence  and  bitterness  of  feeling,  de- 
clared that  nothing  was  worth  fating 
for  but  the  existing  condition  of  supe- 
riority and  ascendancy.  Neither  in  this 
country  does  the  proposal  appear  to  me 
to  meet  with  any  favour.  I  do  not 
understand  that  any  considerable  num- 
ber of  the  opponents  of  this  Bill 
would  prefer  concurrent  endowment, 
and  I  do  not  imagine  there  is  the 
slightest  doubt  that  an  immense  majo- 
rity of  the  constituencies,  both  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Scotland,  are  strongly  op- 
posed to  any  proposal  of  the  kind.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  we  are 
really  reduced  to  leaving  things  as  they 
are  or  accepting  the  princijde  of  this 
Bill,  which  I  admit  amounts,  in  fact,  to 
this— that  in  future  the  religious  in- 
struction of  Ireland  shall  be  left  to  be 
regulated  by  what  is  called  the  volun- 
tary system.  Now,  I  am  no  convert  to 
the  voluntary  system.  I  believe  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  whereas  in  England  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  is  at- 
tained to  that  form  of  religion  recog- 
nized by  the  State,  religious  endow- 
ments have  very  great  advantages.  But, 
whatever  the  original  theory  of  Chuiidb 
and  State,  I  believe  that  Church  Estab- 
lisbmente  in  the  present  day  must  stuid 
or  fall  by  the  friuts  they  can  show.  In 
England  we  can  point  to  very  satisfac- 
tory results.  In  no  respect  do  those 
results  appear  more  satisfactoiy  than 
when  we  consider  to  how  great  en  ex- 
tent those  large  funds  in  uie  hands  <tf 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
been  made  instrumental,  in  conjunction 
with  voluntary  contributions,  in  pro- 
moting  the  cause  of  Church  extension  in, 
[Second  lUa^ng— Third  Kight. 


nentfl  of  the  Bill  who  assert  that  a  great 
change  has  arisen  in  the  opinion  of  the 
country  upon  this  subject  are  entirely 
mistaken.  The  information  whidi  I  re- 
ceive from  different  parts  of  the  country 
leads  me  to  believe  that,  though  of  late 
Boms  outward  manifestations  have  oc- 
curred against  theBill,  yet  the  opinion  of 
the  country  at  large  remains  altogether 
unaltered.  We  have  often  heard  the 
Irish  Churoh  described  as  an  anomaly.  It 
has  been  so  described  by  many  of  ^ose 
who  oppose  this  Bill.  It  seems  to  me, 
however,  that  it  is  much  more  than  an 
anomaly — that  is  a  very  mild  and  inade- 

rite  term  to  describe  the  condition  of 
Established  Church  in  Ireland.  I 
ahould  rather  characterize  it  as  a  scandal 
to  the  Parliament  and  Ooverziment  of  this 
country  in  having  so  long  retained  such 
an  institution,  in  defiuice  of  the  religious 
£eelings  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  people;  ana  I  should  call  it  an 
outrage  on  those  who  have  been  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  what,  in  their  opinion 
at  least,  they  can  only  consider  a  great 
violation  of  justice,  and  which,  if  we 
were  in  their  position,  we  should  admit 
to  be  BO.  So  strongly  do  I  feel  on  this 
point,  that  I  cannot  but  consider  the 
question  as  to  how  we  are  to  rid  our- 
eelvee  &Dm  the  reproach  of  thia  scandal  as 
a  question  of  oomrarative  indifference. 
But,  in  truth,  I  believe  die  choice  now 
before  ua  is  confined  within  vei^  small 
limits.  The  alternative  we  have  is  either 
to  retain  the  Church  as  it  is,  or  adopt  a 
measure  of  this  kind  in  its  principle,  and 
with  the  main  and  leading  provisions 
which  are  essential  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BilL  Of  course,  I  do  nol 
refer  to  any  minor  modifications  that 
may  be  made,  and  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Oranville) 
promised  the  Qt>vemment  should  give 
Sail  consideration.  But,  when  I  say  we 
ore  limited  to  two  alternatives,  I  io  not 
&rget  that  another  proposal  has  been 
maoe — namely,  that  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment. ThaA,  is  a  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  question  to  which  I  do  not 
deny  that  I,  as  an  individual,  should 
be  inclined  to  give  preference.  But 
it  appears  to  me  we  have  arrived  at 
that  point  when  this  proposal  is  not  re- 
ceived with  favour  in  any  quarter,  either 
in  this  country  or  in  Ireland,  and  I  am 
oompelled  to  regard  it  as  practically  im- 
possible. I  hardly  know  whether  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  ciow-Benches  (Earl 
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some  d^ree  adequate  to  the  population 
of  the  country.  But  in  Ireland  the  pic- 
ture is  alti^ther  reversed.  There  the 
Established  Church  can,  in  no  sense  of 
the  word,  be  called  the  National  Church, 
It  is  wanting  in  the  one  eBsential  con- 
dition of  a  National  Church,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  the  Church  of  a  small  minority. 
To  my  mind  this  point  is  absolutely  con- 
olusive.  I  have  always  watched  with 
curiosity  to  see  what  could  be  said  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  against  the 
argument  that  it  was  unfair  that  the 
Chiirch  of  the  small  minority  should  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  superiority  and 
ascendancy ;  and  it  appeared  to  me  that, 
however  boldly  they  came  to  the  attack, 
they  never  reaUy  grappled  with  the 
matter,  but  rapidly  turned  attention 
away  to  some  collateral  point.  I  will 
briefly  refer  to  one  or  two  ai^juments 
used  in  opposition  to  the  views  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  enforce.  It  is  alleged 
that  there  is  a  feeling  of  indifference  on 
the  part  of  Boman  Catholics  on  this 
question,  and  that  most  of  them  take  a 
much  greater  interest  in  the  land  ques- 
tion. Kow  what  does  this  amount  to, 
unless  you  can  show  that  by  settling  the 
land  question  you  will  get  rid  of  the 
Church  question?  Sut  that  which  in 
my  mind  disposes  of  this  supposed  indif- 
ference of  the  Irish  people,  is  the  charac- 
ter of  the  returns  at  the  last  election, 
when  scarcely  a  Member  in  auy  Boman 
Catholic  part  of  the  country  was  returned 
who  was  not  in  favour  of  the  present  Bill. 
As  to  the  consequences  to  be  anticipated 
from  this  BiU  on  the  Protestantism  of 
Ireland  I  will  say  a  few  words.  I  am 
by  no  means  indifferent  upon  that  mat- 
ter; but  considerations  of  justice  are 
irresiBtible.  I  have  no  sympathy  with 
the  violent  language  used  at  recent  I^'o- 
testant  meetings,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  a  number  of  sober-minded  people 
regard  with    apprehension    the   conse- 

auences  of  this  Bill.  I  cannot  think 
lat  there  is  cause  for  alarm,  or  that 
the  means  of  Protestant  worship  will 
be  seriously  endangered.  In  the  North 
of  Ireland  there  is  little  doubt  that 
Protestantism  will  be  quite  able  to  take 
care  of  itself.  It  is,  no  doubt,  in  the 
South  and  West  that  difficulties,  if 
any,  will  arise ;  but  in  such  a  case  it  is 
not-  to  be  supposed  that  the  Protestants 
of  England — the  wealthiest  communi^ 
in  any  part  of  the  world — will  look 
on  those  difficulties  with  )ndi£ference,  or 
Tht  Duii)  ofDevotuhire 


refuse  sympathy  and  aid  for  their  re- 
moval. In  my  opinion  the  Protestant 
faitli  in  Ireland  will  never  languish  in 
consequence  of  the  Bill  now  before  your 
Lord^ps.  There  is  one  point  personal 
to  myself  and  some  few  other  noble  Lords 
in  this  House  which  I  also  desire  to  refbr 
to.  I  have  heard  that  it  has  been  asserted 
or  insinuated  that  those  who,  like  my- 
self, are  in  possession  of  property  which 
once  belonged  to  monasteries,  are  in  a 
position  rendering  it  peculiarly  unfit 
that  they  should  be  found  among  the 
supporters  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  reference  to  this  point  will 
be  made  in  your  Lordships'  House,  but 
I  am  told  tlmt  the  statement  has  been 
made  in  the  other  House,  and  I  know 
that  it  was  most  unscrupulously  put  for- 
ward and  with  the  grossest  exa^eration, 
during  the  late  elections,  whenever  it  was 
tbougnt  likely  to  injure  candidates  with 
whom  I  am  connected.  The  nature  of 
the  imputation  is  that,  whereas  we  are 
perfectly  willing  to  join  in  what  is  called 
the  "plunder  of  the  Church,"  we  give  no 
indication  of  being  willing  to  surrender 
that  property  which  now  belongs  to  us, 
but  which  once  belonged  to  the  monas- 
teries. Though  I  feel  very  strongly  that 
there  is  a  great  distinction  between  pub- 
he  and  private  property,  &om  whatever 
source  the  latter  may  have  been  derived, 
that  is  not  the  question  I  wish  to  notice 
on  the  present  occasion,  because  the  in- 
sinuation to  which  I  have  referred  ia 
based  on  a  total  misapprehension  of  the 
real  point  now  at  issue — for  this  Bill  is 
uot  based  on  the  principle  of  restitution 
— it  is  not  to  be  considered  a  reversal  of 
what  was  done  at  the  Eeformation ;  and 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  promoters  of 
of  this  Bill  have  ever  recommended  it  on 
the  ground  that  the  Church  property  was 
wrongly  transferred  &om  the  Oathohos  at 
that  time,  and  ought  now  to  he  restored 
tothem.  Indeed,  if  this  Bill  were  founded 
on  the  principle  of  restitution,  the  reW 
tive  proportion  of  Catholics  to  Protest- 
ants would  be  alt(^ether  immaterieJ, 
because  the  duty  of  restitution  would  be 
the  same  even  if  the  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land were  the  great  majority.  The  Bill 
is  founded  on  the  plain  broad  principle 
that  it  is  contrary  to  justice  to  place  in  a 
state  of  superiority  a  Church  whose  doc- 
trines are  only  accepted  by  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  population;  and  upon  that 
question  I  consider  myself  as  free  and 
^  '    form  ui  opinion  and  give 
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s  vote  as  any  otiier  noble  Lord  in  the 
Bouse.  Concuiring  in  tliat  principle,  I 
shall  most  cordially  eupport  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  roKard  the  mea- 
sure as  indispensable  for  laying  a  foun- 
dation for  the  removal  of  that  estrange- 
ment and  alienation  with  which  Ireland 
has  BO  long  regarded  England.  If  this 
Bill  ehouldoe  rejected,  what  reason  would 
there  be,  supposing  its  rejection  could  be 
permanent,  for  expecting  that  Ireland 
in  the  fiiture  would  be  anything  differ- 
ent from  what  it  has  been  in  the  past, 
and,  in  such  case,  could  we  contemplate 
such  a  prospect  without  utter  despair  ? 
I  believe  this  is  the  first  step  for  the  re- 
moval of  one  of  the  most  Mgntful  sources 
of  discontent  in  tiiat  country ;  and  as  such 
I  support  it  as  one  of  the  most  just  and 
beneficent  measures  ever  presented  to  my 
oonsideration  since  I  have  had  a  seat  in 
your  Lordships'  House. 

The  Mamuess  of  8AII8BUB.Y : 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  who  has  just 
sat  down  (the  Ihike  of  Devonshire)  is 
one  of  those  who  supports  this  Bill  in 
its  entirety.  Though  it  is  probable  that 
I  shall  not  differ  from  him  materially  in 
regard  to  the  issue — or  at  least  shall  not 
oppose  him  in  the  issue  to  be  placed  be- 
fore the  House  at  the  close  of  ^s  debate 
— still  I  differ  sufficiently  from  Mm  both 
in  his  views  and  in  the  manner  by  which 
he  arrived  at  his  condusion.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  cannot  find  eufScient  rea- 
sons to  justify  me  in  voting  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  I  entertain  a 
deep  objection  to  many  of  its  details. 
It  is  that  argimieut  which  I  now  desire 
to  lay  before  your  Lordships.  Asr^iards 
the  question  of  disestablishment,  I  do 
not  think  that  many  speakers  in  this  de- 
bate have  ventured  to  treat  that  as  an 
open  question.  My  noble  Friend  who 
opened  the  debate  this  evening  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  did  indeed  say  that  he  was 
opposed  entirely  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill ;  but  the  whole  of  his  ai^^ment 
bore  so  exclusively  on  the  detula  that  I 
oonld  not  help  doubting  whether,  if  the 
principle  of  oiBestablishment  had  been 
placed  befitre  him  by  itself,  he  would 
have  thought  it  right  to  record  his  opi- 
nion against  it.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Peterborough),  in  his 
splendid  uvument  on  this  subject  on 
Tuesday  night — one  of  the  most  ^endid 
ai^uments  which  for  many  years  past 
has  been  heard  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament—distinctly  said  that  the  principle 


of  Establishments  was  irrevocably  gone. 
Now  we  have  to-night,  upon  that  prin- 
ciple of  Eetabhshments,  received  a  chal- 
lenge which  I  feel  it  is  our  bousden 
duty  to  meet.  The  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  as  I  understood 
him,  stated  that  die  Sovereign  having 
taken  the  Coronation  Oath  which  ahe 
has  taken,  she  would  be  committing  per- 
jury by  assenting  to  this  BilL  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  said  would  "forswear 
herself." 

Loan  KEDESDALE :  I  guaidod  my- 
seU  by  saying  if '  she  entertained  the 
same  opinion  which  I  entertain  on  the 
subject;  but  I  distinctly  stated  that  I  did 
not  wish  to  assume  what  the  opinion  of 
the  Sovereign  might  be. 

The  Maeqdess  of  SAUSBURT:  At 
all  events,  I  feel  that  after  those  very 
strong  expressions  as  to  the  duties  of 
the  Sovereign,  it  behoves  some  of  those 
who  follow  the  noble  Lord  to  state  their 
opinions  on  that  question.  Now,  for 
myself — it  may  he  a  defect  in  my  own 
intellectual  construction — I  have  never 
been  able  even  to  understand  the  ar- 
gument based  upon  the  Coronation  Oath 
and  the  Treaty  of  Union.  Every  treaty, 
every  engagement,  whether  it  is  made 
in  the  solemn  form  of  an  oath,  or  in  the 
inferior  form  of  a  treaty,  implies  in  its 
very  nature  the  existence  of  some  person 
in  whose  favour  it  is  made,  and  of  some 

E arson  who  may  be  released  frt>m  its  ob- 
gation.  That  you  can  have  made  a 
treaty  or  sworn  an  oath  with  the  dead, 
who  cannot  rise  from  their  graves  to  re- 
mit that  oath  or  forego  the  advantages 
of  that  treaty,  must  be  so  utterly  base- 
less, that  I  cannot  understand  how  the 
idea  can  have  originated — because  it  in- 
volves the  inexpressible  absurdity  that 
an  oath  taken  in  the  days  of  Adam  may 
have  lasted  to  this  time,  binding  the 
whole  human  race  under  circumstances 
absolutely  different  from  those  of  the 
Paradisiacal  period,  and  that  the  duties 
of  mankind  may  have  been  settled  for 
ever  by  the  act  of  one  single  individoal 
at  that  time,  and  we  might  never  be  able 
to  escape  from  them.  It  is  quite  clear 
to  my  mind  that  tlie  Coronation  Oath 
and  the  Treaty  of  Union  imply  the  ex- 
istence of  some  person  with  whom  the 
treaty  is  made  and  of  some  person  in 
whose  favour  it  is  made.  The  Corona- 
tion Oath  was  taken  in  the  face  of  the 
Engliili  people.  The  Treaty  of  Union 
was  made  with  the  Irish  representatives. 

\_Secmd  Reading — T^ird  Night. 
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If  the  Knglisb  people  axe  content  to 
forego  tlie  execution  of  the  Coronation 
Oath,  and  if  the  Irish  representatives  no 
longer  exact  the  benefits  secoired  by  the 
Treaty  of  Union,  the  obligation  which 
■waa  thus  imposed  absolutely  detenninoB. 
Now,  with  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
Established  Church.  I  will  not  have  it 
supposed — as  my  noble  Friend  who  be- 

fan  the  debate  auppoeed  of  my  noble 
riend  near  me,  and  supposed  errone- 
ously— that  it  was  with  any  feeling  of 
congratulation  or  any  feeling  but  that  of 
deep  regret  that  I  saw  the  principle  of 
an  Establishment  condemned  in  Ireland. 
But  I  cannot  help  seeing  not  only  that 
the  principle  is  irreTOcably  condemned, 
but  that  whether  we  join  in  the  con- 
demnation or  not,  most  of  the  evik  ap- 
^ebended  &om  that  step  hare  already 
occurred,  and  are  irrevocable.  The  noble 
Earl  who  began  this  debate,  in  the 
course  of  his  observations,  was  pleased 
to  refer  to  the  opinions  expressed  by  a 
good  many  of  your  Lordships,  and  to 
mine  among  the  number.  I  thought 
it  was  hardly  necessary  that  he  should 
select  me  for  the  exercise  of  his  power- 
ful lash,  because  be  already  knew  that , 
I  was  prepared  to  abide  by  the  decision 
in  favour  of  disestablishment.  But  as 
those  words  of  mine  have  been  quoted 
here  and  "  elsewhere,"  I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  with  respect  to  the  po- 
sition of  this  House  as  it  relates  to 
the  other  branch  of  the  L^jalature  and 
the  natijOQ  at  large.    It  has  been  re- 

S resented  that,  in  admitting  it  to  be  the 
uty  of  this  House  to  sustain  the  de- 
liberate, the  sustained,  tlie  well-aacer- 
tained  opinion  of  the  nation,  we  tliereby 
express  our  subordination  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  make  ourselves  merely 
an  echo  of  the  decisions  of  that  House. 
In  my  belief  no  condusion  could  be  more 
absolutely  inconsequential.  If  we  do 
merely  echo  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
sooner  we  disappear  the  bett«r.  The 
object  of  the  existence  of  a  second  House 
of  Parliament  is  to  supply  the  omissions 
and  correct  the  defects  which  occur  in 
the  proceedings  of  tbe  first.  But  it  is 
perfectly  true  that  there  may  be  occasions 
m  our  history  in  which  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  decision  of 
the  nation  must  be  taken  as  practically 
tbe  same.  In  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
100  the  House  of  Conunons  is  theoreti- 
cally the  representative  of  the  nation, 
but  is  only  so  in  theoiy.  The  coosti- 
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tutional  theory  has  no  corresponding 
basis  in  fact ;  because  in  ninety-nine 
cases  out  of  100  the  nation,  as  a  whole, 
takes  no  interests  in  our  politics,  but 
amuses  itself  and  pursuee  its  usual  avo- 
cations, allowing  the  political  storm  to 
rage  without  t^ing  any  interest  in  it. 
In  all  these  cases  I  make  no  distinction 
i — absolutely  none — between  tbe  pren>-  , 

gitive  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
ouse  of  Lords.  Again,  there  is  a  class 
of  cases  small  in  number,  and  varying  in 
kind,  in  which  tlte  nation  must  be  o^ed 
into  council  and  must  dedde  the  poUcf 
of  the  Government.  It  may  be  that  the 
House  of  Commons  in  determining  the 
opinion  of  &e  nation  ta  wrong ;  and  if 
there  are  grounds  for  entertaining  that 
belief,  it  is  always  open  to  this  House, 
and  indeed  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House 
to  insist  that  the  nation  shall  be  con* 
suited,  and  that  one  House  without  the 
support  of  tbe  nation  shall  not  be  allowed 
to  domineer  over  the  other.  In  each 
case  it  is  amatter  of  feeling  and  of  judg- 
ment. We  must  decide  by  all  we  see 
around  us  and  by  events  that  are  passing. 
We  must  decide — each  for  himself,  upon 
our  consciences  and  to  the  best  of  our 
judgment,  in  the  exercise  of  that  tre- 
mendous responsibility  which  at  such,  a 
time  each  Member  of  this  House  bears — 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  does  or 
does  not  represent  the  full,  the  deli- 
berate, the  sustained  convictions  of  the 
body  of  the  nation.  But  when  once  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  &om  all  the 
dicimistances  of  tbe  case  that  the  House 
of  Commons  is  at  one  with  the  nation,  it 
appears  to  mo  that — save  in  some  veiy 
exceptional  cases,  save  in  the  highest 
cases  of  morality — in  those  oases  in  which 
a  man  would  not  set  his  hand  to  a  certain 
proposition,  though  a  revolution  should 
follow  from  his  reAisal — ^it  appears  to  me 
that  tbe  vocation  of  tills  House  has  passed 
away,  that  it  must  devolve  the  raspton- 
sibiUty  upon  tbe  nation,  and  may  faiily 
accept  the  conclusion  at  which  the  nation 
has  arrived.  My  Lords,  I  cannot  think 
that  in  thus  stepping  aside  we  are  abdi- 
cating our  duty,  or  are  showing  that  want 
of  courage  with  which  the  right  rer, 
l^late  charged  us  the  other  night.  It 
is  no  courage,  it  is  no  dignity  to  with* 
stand  the  real  opinion  of  the  nation.  All 
that  you  are  domg  thereby  is  to  delay  an 
inevitable  issue^for  all  histoiy  tesicheB 
us  that  no  nation  was  ever  thus  induced 
to  revoke  its  dectaion — and  to  write  be- 
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eidee  a  period  of  diflturbanoe,  disoonteut, 
and  possibly  of  worm  tlmn  dlBoontent. 
Now,  I  am  jeftloua  of  any  language  whiob 
may  eeem  to  trench  on  the  prerogative 
of  this  Hoofie,  and  I  have  tried  to  guard 
my  words  against  any  interpretation 
which  should  seem  to  imply  that,  in  the 
ordinaty  course  of  legiafation,  there  is 
any  inferiority  between  one  House  of 
Parliament  and  the  other.  But  one  of 
the  rare  oocasionB  to  whioh  I  have  re- 
ferred has  now  occurred.  The  opinion 
of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  I  may  add, 
of  Walea  is  passionately  in  favour  of  tiiia 
measure  of  diBestablishment.  England, 
though  more  doubtfully  and  lan^dly, 
is  also  in  favour  of  the  sune  measure. 
And  looking  at  these  facts,  and  at  the 
general  current  of  opinion ;  looking  at 
all  quarters  of  the  political  horizon,  and 
seeing  succour  in  none ;  seeing  that  the 
opinion  of  literary  men  is  against  vou ; 
seeing  that  the  mass  of  religions  opmion 
among  Dissenters  and  CathoUcs  is  against 
you;  seeing  that  what  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary laid  so  much  stress  on  last  year — 
the  opinion  of  foreigners — ^is  also  against 
you,  thongh  I  take  this  opinion  not  as 
worth  mach  as  a  guide  to  our  conduct, 
but  as  worth  a  good  deal  as  indicating 
tike  tide  of  opinion — seeingthat  nowhere 
is  there  any  appearance  of  any  movement 
that  can  reverse  the  decision  of  the  na- 
tion, save  in  assemblages  of  which  the 
power  has  been  tried  and  has  been  so 
often  fbund  wanting  —  on  all  these 
grounds,  my  Lords,  I  can  oonscien- 
nously  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than 
tliat  uie  nation  has  decided  against  Pro- 
testant ascendancy  in  Ireland,  and  that 
this  House  would  not  be  doing  its  duty 
if  it  opposed  itself  further  against  the 
will  of  lie  nation.  But  I  hold  that  there 
was  no  point  on  which  the  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bi^iop  of  Peterborough)  was  more 
dear  on  Tuesday  night  than  that  the 
verdict  of  the  nation  is  confined  to  the 

nition  of  Protestant  ascendancy  — 
is,  the  question  of  E^blishment, 
and  of  SQoh  an  endowment  as  is  in- 
separably involved  in  that  Establish- 
ment; ijid  when  we  come  down  fzom 
these  questitms  to  the  details  of  the 
Bill  it  then  seems  to  me  that  Minis- 
ters have  gone  largely  beyond  the  com- 
mission they  have  received,  and  that 
they  have  not  abided  dther  by  the  do- 
(aaion  of  tile  nation  or  by  tlie  promises 
which  they  made  to  the  nation  before 
the  diwolntion.    I  see  the  noble  Duke 


the  MiniBtor  for  India  in  his  plaoe,  and 
I  would  venture  to  make  a  quo^tion 
again  &om  a  celebrated  speech  of  his, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  nim  how  he 
can  reconcile  his  speech  on  the  Kesolu- 
tions  of  lastyoar  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  [uuB  is  a  point  on  which  he 
must  be  a  conipetent  witness.  The  mo- 
mentous BesoIutionB  of  last  year  intro- 
duced BOmethii^  like  a  revolution  into 
this  country.  They  were  drawn  up  by 
a  very  few  persons,  and  if  common  Tu- 
mour is  not  wrong,  the  noble  Duke  was 
one  of  those  who  drew  them.  The  noble 
Ihike,  therefore,  in  a  passa^  which  I 
am  about  to  quote,  spoke  widi  an  au- 
thority which  gives  an  interpretation  to 
the  result  of  the  elections,  and  which 
may  serve  as  a  guide  to  ns  in  tiie  en- 
deavour to  ascertain  what  the  meaning 
of  those  elections  was.  "There  is  a 
great  distinctioQ  "  says  the  noble  Duke 
"  between  disendowment  and  disestab- 
lishment, and  it  was  not  without  a  set 
purpose."  The  noble  Duke  knew  all 
about  the  "purpose" — and  deliberate 
and  caceftd  intention  that  the  word 
'disendowment'  was  avoided" — he  does 
not  tell  ns  that  the  word  disendowment 
was  meant  for  the  elections;  it  was 
"avoided" — 

"  Aod  dlHstabliibmtnt  wm  inHrted  ia  the  B«- 
MlstiiHi.  Thtt  eoarM  wm  adopted  for  tha  rttj 
gooi  reum  that, » (ar  u  1  knov,  no  homan  beiiiK 
propOfM  to  disendtnr  the  Eitabliibed  Cburob  al- 
togetber.  .  .  .  Kobody  hii  ever  propoaed  to  d»- 
priTB  tba  Cbnrcb  of  cndovmant)  deriTed  from 
ptifato  banefaotioDB." — [8  Haniard,  oioiiL  lliJ} 
That  was  true  then ;  but  since  then  it 
has  been  proposed  to  deprive  the  Church 
of  these  private  benefactions,  and  that 
which  was  regarded  as  monstrous  a  year 
ago  now  forms  a  chief  part  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  But,  more  than  this, 
the  noble  Duke  went  on  to  say — ' '  Under 
the  scheme  sketched  by  Mr.  Ghladstone  " 
— the  sketch  appears  to  have  been  easily 
rubbed  out — "  die  Church  is  to  be  left  in 
possession  of  the  churches  and  parson- 
ages, and  of  some  land  adjacent.  Now, 
however,  aU  this  disappears,  and  the 
Church  has  to  pay  for  its  chtirches  and 

{iBTsona^es,  while  as  to  giving  it  the 
and  adjacent  it  would  be  a  proposal 
that  would  raise  the  Boman  Catholics 
in  rebellion — 

■■  So,"  continnei  the   noble  Dake,   "  that  it 
oonld  not  ID  perfect  itrietDm  be  ntd  that  the 
Obureh  under  that  Kfaeme  ii  to  ba  wboU;  ds- 
priTtd  of  itt  endowmenta." — [JUd,] 
The  noble  Duke  added — 
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"Beside*,  it  'a  tt  the  option  and  diMrelion  of 
P>rli>ment  to  what  extant  disendoirment  ahall 
go.  Ther«rore,  tho»e  Members  of  tha  Houw  of 
Commons  who  Toted  for  that  Resolution  are  per- 
fectljr  free  to  lote  for  an;  sort  of  compromiie  in 
reip«ol  to  tba  eodoirment  of  tlie  Church/' 

So,  then,  the  Members  who  were  elected 
under  a  pledge  to  abide  the  principle 
shadowed  out  in  the  Resolutions  were 
also  free  to  vote  for  any  sort  of  com- 
promise. I  trust  that,  with  these  words 
before  them,  no  Member  of  the  Gtovem- 
ment  in  this  House  will  attempt  to  tell 
us  that  any  sort  of  compromise  with  re- 
spect to  the  endowments  of  the  Church 
is  inconsistent  with  the  principle  on 
which  the  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  were  returned 
at  the  last  elections.  I  am  not  now 
going  to  enter  into  details,  because  de- 
tails had  better  be  reserved  for  Com- 
mittee. I  will  proceed  to  state  what  I 
conceive  to  be  the  cardinal  fault  of  this 
Bill.  Its  cardinal  fitult,  it  appears  to 
me,  is  that  it  is  ungenerous.  You  give 
nothing  —  abaolutely  nothing  —  to  the 
Church  which  you  are  not  forced  by 
some  other  oonsideratioii  wholly  inde- 

Sendent  of  the  Church  to  give  her. 
[uch  has  been  said  about  the  large 
amoimt  of  money  which  is  to  be  paid 
in  the  shape  of  providing  for  life  in- 
terests; but  you  dare  not  —  had  you 
been  Mahomedans  you  dare  not  refuse 
that.      Your  life   interests  have   been 

given,  not  out  of  any  tenderness  to  the 
hurch,  not  from  any  desire  to  make 
the  change  from  a  state  of  compara- 
tive comfort  to  one  of  diaendowment  as 
little  distressing  as  possible,  but  because 
you  found  it  necessary  to  observe  a  rule 
which  to  break  would  be  to  render  every 
portion  of  the  public  service  unmanage- 
able. Again,  you  give  her  the  private 
endowments ;  but  u  you  really  wished 
to  be  generous  you  would  give  her  the 
whole  of  those  endowments.  Instead  of 
doing  that,  however,  you  take,  as  the 
right  rev.  Primate  said,  on  a  former 
evening,  the  mystical  limit  of  1660,  for 
filling  on  which  nothing  approaching  a 
reason  can  be  assigned.  There  you  draw 
the  line.  Why  do  you  do  so  ?  Perhaps 
yon  were  afraid  that  if  you  took  away 
all  their  private  endowments  from  the 
Proteetante  the  lioman  Catholic  endow- 
ments would  not  be  safe  at  some  future 
turn  of  the  political  wheel,  when  the 
Protestants  were  stronger  than  Hiey  are 
at  present.  It  is  therefore  in  their  in- 
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terest,  and  not  in  ours,  that  3rou  have 
fixed  upon  this  limit.  In  the  same  way 
we  hear  a  great  deal  about  the  ge- 
nerosity of  giving  up  the  churches. 
Well,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Miall  intended 
to  give  us  tie  churches.  I  cannot  see 
much  generosity  in  that  proceeding.  I 
am  qmte  sure  that  anything  that  Mr. 
Miall  could  have  kept  from  the  Church 
he  would  have  denied  her ;  and  seeing 
that  this  remarkable  scheme  which  la 
now  before  us — and  which  we  are  told 
is  not  a  plagiarism,  but  merely  the 
coincidence  of  two  analogous  minds  — 
corresponds  with  that  of  Mr.  Miall  in 
thin  respect  there  may  be  good  reason 
for  giving  these  chujches,  wholly  in- 
dependent of  any  tenderness  for  the 
Church  itself.  The  reason  is  obvious. 
I  would  ttsk  any  one  who  knows 
anything  of  Ulster  what  would  bo 
the  effect  of  having  a  Eoman  Catho- 
lic priest  celebrati^  ntass  there  in 
a  Protestant  church  ?  The  Boman  Ca- 
tholics know  perfectly  well  that  such  a 
thing  would  be  impossible.  I  have,  I 
must  say,  been  veiy  much  pnzzled  how 
to  account  for  the  great  severity  of  the 
treatment  of  the  Rotestant  Church  in 
this  Bill.  I  do  not  accuse  each  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  Cabinet  of  being 
actuated  by  a  spirit  hostile  to  that 
Church ;  and  I  am  sure  my  noble  Priond 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  is  incapa- 
ble of  being  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  hos- 
tility against  anybody.  But  the  col- 
lective action  of  the  Government  is  not 
the  less  ungenerous  on  ihut  account.  I 
need  not  remind  your  Lordships  of  what 
Sidney  Smith  said  with  respect  to  the 
difference  between  a  corporation  and  an 
individual — that  a  corporation  with  re- 
spect to  its  soul,  as  in  respect  of  certtun 
portions  of  its  body,  was  not  liable  to 
the  some  consequences  as  individuals. 
It  may,  therefore,  well  be  that,  with  the 
meet  complete  individual  impulse  on  the 
part  of  the  Members  of  the  Government 
to  generosity,  the  result  of  its  united 
and,  perhaps,  conflicting  action  has  been 
somewhat  harsh.  That  harshness,  how- 
ever, I  believe  not  only  cruel  to  the  Pro- 
testants, but  politically  a  great  mistake. 
Tou  tell  us  that  this  is  a  measure  of  jus- 
tice and  of  restitution — that  it  is  meant 
to  bring  about  peace  and  to  inaugurate 
a  new  policy  in  the  history  of  iSiglish 
legislation  in  Ireland.  I  believe  you 
intend  that  your  measure  should  pro- 
duce such  results ;  but  why  aooompaay 
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it  Titb  acceeaorieB  so  cruel,  bo  Btmgy,  bo 
mean,  ae  they  have  been  veil  deecribed 
to  be  by  tbe  rigbt  rev.  Prelate  trppoeite  ? 
just  consider  for  a  moment  vho  those 
Frotestante  are  with  whom  you  are  deal- 
ing. Judging  &om  the  language  which 
has  been  osed  by  some  o£  the  Uembers  of 
the  (JoTemment,  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  would  appear  to  be  some  hor- 
liblo  monster  which  had  so  harassed 
and  annoyed  the  English  Oovemment 
tliat  it  was  at  last  found  neceBsary  to 
suppress  it.  But  was  the  Church  ori- 
ginally of  Irish  origin  ?  Was  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
I  would  aek,  set  up  by  Ulster  ?  Were 
her  Bishops  appoint«d  by  Ulster?  Was 
the  policy  which  she  represented  of 
Ulster  invention  7  Thatwora  "Orange," 
which  I  believe  is  now  looked  upon  as  a 
term  of  deadly  reproach,  is  it  of  Irish 
origin  ?  The  truti  is,  there  never  was 
a  policy  with  which  England  so  deeply 
aympathized,  or  for  which  she  is  more 
completely  responsible,  than  that  which 
is  known  as  uie  establishment  of  Pro- 
testant ascendancy  in  Ireland.  It  was 
no  question  of  Boyal  interest  or  aristo- 
cratic interposition.  The  English  people 
themselves,  with  a  strong  and  deter- 
mined hand,  interfered  in  the  matter ; 
and  because  perverse  attempts  were 
made  to  lighten  the  yoke  on  the  Boman 
Catholics,  and  to  raise  them  over  the 
I^testants,  they  sent  one  monarch  to 
the  block  and  another  into  esdle — they 
terminated  a  dynasty  in  order  to  prevent 
any  relaxation  of  Boman  Catholic  re- 
strictions. That  was  the  policy  which 
William  the  Deliverer,  as  he  is  called, 
was  forced  to  adopt ;  and  it  was  the  laws 
which  the  English  people  inaugurated 
and  the  spirit  which  they  encouraged 
which  embodied  themselves  in  what  you 
call  Protostant  ascendancy  in  Irelejid, 
and  which  is  responeible  for  all  the  evils 
which  have  since  been  produced  in  that 
oountr^.  The  truth  is,  that  for  many 
centuries  the  English  people— and  the 
8cot«h  people  to<>--deliberately  adopted 
a  certain  policy,  for  which  they  set  up  a 
garrison  in  Ireland  to  carry  into  effect ; 
and  as  time  went  on  that  policy  was 
found  to  be  inconvenient,  and  they  have 
now  come  to  a  resolution  that  it  should 
be  relinquished;  they  now  think  that 
they  will  be  virtuous,  and  they  accord- 
ingly  are  ready  to  abandon  the  garrison 
wMoh  they  themselves  set  up,  to  cast 
apon  it  the  obliquy  of  all  that  has  oc- 


curred ;  they  put  a  few  millions  sterling 
into  their  pockets,  and  turn  round  and 
say  to  Europe — "  See  what  a  magnani- 
mous people  we  are."  I  confess  I  went 
thoroughly  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
opposite  in  the  sarcasms  which  he  seems 
to  me  to  have  justly  launched  against 
such  hypocritical  professions  of  magna- 
nimity, which  do  not  involve  upon  our 
Sart  the  sacrifice  of  a  single  sluUing — 
n-  the  whole  magnanimity  of  the  l^g- 
hsh  people  in  ^aa  matter  consists  in 
relieving  themselves  of  a  farthing  of  the 
income  tax,  and  in  the  sacrifice  of  those 
whom  they  had  induced  to  trust  in  their 
protection.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  my 
noble  Friend  the  Colonial  Secretary, 
whose  evening  speech  was  so  full  of 
courtesy  and  good-wiU,  speak  of  the 
Irish  Bishops  as  being  responsible  for 
the  atrocious  measures  which  passed 
the  Irish  Parliament.  Does  he  forget 
Poyniug's  Act,  in  accordance  with  which 
every  Act  which  passed  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment must  first  be  approved  by  Eng- 
land. Hurl  your  invectives  and  your 
vituperatiott  as  you  please  against  past 
Irish  Parliamente,  they  will  strike,  not 
Protestant  Ulster,  but  the  English  peo- 
ple. Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Government  will  do  wisely  to  re-consider 
this  matter,  and  see  whether  in  this 
House — where  they  are  not  obliged  to 
play  into  the  hands  of  the  extreme  party 
— they  cannot  give  freedom  to  their  more 
generous  instincte,  and  whether  it  will 
not  be  wise  to  give  better  terms  to  the 
Protestants  of  Ulster.  Tou  seem  to 
tliinlr  you  have  done  all  that  is  necessary 
when  you  have  secured  to  the  Bishops 
and  the  clergy  their  life  interests — act- 
ing apparentiy  on  a  principle  which  is 
rather  opposed  to  the  usual  English 
notion,  that  the  Bishops  and  the  clerey 
constitute  the  whole  of  the  ChunSi. 
You  forget  that  by  what  you  are  about 
to  do  every  sincere  Protestant  of  Ulster 
will  be  a  heavy  pecuniary  loser,  for 
whereas  before  his  spiritual  ministrations 
were  furnished  him  for  nothing  they  will 
in  future  be  furnished  only  for  heavy 
payment.  I  therefore  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  this  be  just,  and  whether 
if  it  be  juat  it  will  not  be  wiser  to  grant 
more  generous  terms  ?  I  believe  that  the 
present  effervescence  of  Protestant  feeling 
will  pass  off ;  that  the  loyalty  which  tho 
Orangemen  boast,  they  will  in  the  future 
display;  but  stiD,  for  myself,  I  cannot 
conceive  the  profound  impolicy  of  irri- 
ISteoni  Beading— Tkiri  Night. 
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tating  them  with  a  sense  of  iujustdce. 
If  it  were  a  mere  queetioii  of  idioto  and 
Innatics — if  it  were  merely  a  question  of 
employing  a  few  hundred  more  trained 
nurses,  or  of  maintaining  a  few  more 
reformatories — bear  in  mind  that  the 
land  already  bears  the  obligation  to  pro- 
vide all  that  is  neoessary  in  those  re- 
Bpe<:^.  If  it  be  not  a  question  of  hi^h 
policy,  but  only  of  a  few  pounds,  shil- 
ua^  and  pence,  I  trust  that  vhen  we 
come  to  consider  this  Bill  in  Conunittee 
the  Goremment  will  see  the  policy  of 
giyisg  us  more  generous  terms  ;  and  I 
have  again  to  appeal  to  them  not  to  give 
the  answer  that  was  bo  generally  given 
in  tlie  other  House,  that  such  generosity 
was  inconsistent  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  There  is  uiother  argument  to 
which  I  wish  to  refer.  Canada  has  been 
a  good  deal  referred  to  in  this  debate. 
It  is  ui^d  that  the  Irish  disendowed 
Church  will  flourish  because  the  Cana- 
dian disendowed'Church  has  flourished. 
I  want  to  show  you  that  absolute  sever- 
ance from  the  State  does  not  involve 
complete  diaendowment.  In  Canada  the 
diaendowment  is  anything  but  complete. 
Out  of  the  whole  of  the  cures,  abnost 
400  in  number,  the  Pocock  rectories, 
fifty-seven,  I  think,  were  left  untouched. 
Not  only,  therefore,  was  one-seventh  of 
the  property  of  die  Church  left  un- 
touched ;  but  as  tiieae  rectories  had  been 
bestowed  upon  the  town  districts,  they 
represented,  as  far  as  mon^  value  was 
concerned,  a  tax  greater  proportion. 
Now  I  wan.t  you  to  hear  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill  under  which  that  was  done — an 
Act  which  had  the  sanction  of  a  Liberal 
Chivemment  of  which  the  present  Prime 
Minister  was  a  member.  That  Preamble 
commences — "  And  whereas  it  is  desir- 
able to  remove  all  semblance  of  connec- 
tion between  Church  and  State."  It 
follows,  then,  by  the  autJiority  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  that  all  sem- 
blance of  connection  between  the  Church 
and  the  State  could  be  removed,  and  yet 
BO  large  a  proportion  as  one-seventh  of 
the  endowments  could  be  retained  for 
the  service  of  the  disestablished  Church. 
It  appears  to  me  that  this  effectually 
negatives  the  idea  that  any  such  pro- 
posals of  mitigation  as  we  shall  probably 
offer  in  Committee  are  in  any  wavint 
sistent  with  the  princn>le  of  the  Bill.  _ 
have  gone  thus  &r — I  am  conscious  with 
what  unequal  step — by  the  side  of  the 
light  rev.  Prelate  who  addressed  the 
The  Mm-qwBt  of  8»Mmy 
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gined  that  when  he  had 
this  he  had  made  out  a: 
fbr  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  said  that  he  considered 
the  question  of  Establishment  as  irre- 
vocably gone,  and  he  showed,  to  my  mind 
most  conclusively,  that  great  amend- 
ment in  Committee  was  neoeseaiy.  But 
having  told  us  diat  he  conddered  the 
principle  of  Establishment  was  irre- 
vocably gone  and  that  Amendments  in 
Committee  were  necessary,  he  was  about 
to  join  in  a  vote  which  would  render  the 
carrying  of  those  Amendmenta  impoaa- 
ble.  Hy  Lords,  I  am  free  to  confesa 
that  I  cannot  go  so  far  as  he  does.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  taunted  us  in  a  series 
of  sarcasms,  bitterly  conceived  and  bril- 
liantly expressed,  with  a  want  of  courage 
in  case  we  did  not  adopt  the  opinions  he 
uiged.  But  I  feet  that  I  should  best 
show  myself  a  fitting  pupil  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate — I  shall  best  pay  homage  to 
his  distinguished  eloquence  by  acting 
upon  his  premises  and  disregarding  hu 
conclusions.  I  have  been  told,  I  bdieve 
by  my  noble  Friend  who  opened  the  de- 
bate this  evening — and  I  think  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  expressed  himself  somethmg 
to  the  same  effect,  that  it  would  be  of  no 
use  to  ^  into  Committee  with  a  view  of 
proposmg  Amendments,  because  Amend- 
ments would  not  be  accepted.  ["Hear!"] 
The  right  rev.  Prelate,  I  think,  cheera 
that  statement.  But  how  do  you  know 
those  Amendments  will  not  be  accepted  ? 
I  dare  say  that  the  noble  Lords  on  the 
Bench  opposite  will  oppose  whatever 
they  think  to  be  objectionable,  and  we 
she^lgo  to  a  vot«,  and  the  decision  ot 
the  House  will  be  recorded  one  way  or 
the  other;  but  when  that  decision  is 
recorded,  and  the  Amendments  go  down 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  I 
know  nothing  to  lead  me  to  believe  that 
those  Amendments  will  be  contempt- 
uously diBregarded.  I  am  told  that 
during  the  debates  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  the  Ministry  arrogantly 
refused  all  Amendmenta,  and  that,  there- 
fore, they  will  oppose  all  Amendments 
carried  by  this  House.  Now,  in  them 
days,  we  live  so  fast  that  we  are  apt  to 
forget  what  happened  a  year  or  two 
ago.  Now,  I  remember  that,  a  year 
or  two  ago,  Mr.  Disraeli,  who,  what- 
ever other  criticism  he  may  have  laid 
himself  open  to,  cannot  be  called  arro- 
gant in  the   rcftual  of  AmendmeatB, 


,,Coo'^lc 


Iriih 


UiWE  17,  1869) 


Church  Ml. 


94 


-~-I  ramemlier  tlie  right  boa.  Gentlemaii 
refusing  almost,  in  terms  of  contumely, 
the  minority  olause  which  woB  moved  by 
Hr.  Lowe.  When  the  Bill  came  up  to 
this  House  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Oaims)  moved  an  Amendment 
▼ery  much  in  the  spirit  of  the  one  which 
waa  proposed  by  Mr.  Lowe.  The  Amend- 
ment was  supported  by  Lord  Bussell, 
T&a  imposed  by  the  Government,  bat 
waa  adopted  by  the  House.  When  the 
Bill  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons 
Ur.  Disraeli  said  that,  though  his  opi- 
nions on  the  subject  were  still  un- 
changed, BOmething  was  due  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  that  it  was 
necesoaiy  to  the  passing  of  the  Sill  that 
the  Amendments  should  be  adopted.  If 
anyone  had  started  up  and  said — "It 
IB  of  no  use  voting  upon  this  minority 
Amendment.  The  Government  have  ar- 
rogantly refosed  all  Amendments  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  What  is  the.  use 
of  sending  it  down  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  when  you  Icnow  th^  will 
not  accept  itf"  would  he  have  been  jus- 
tified by  the  event?  Well,  I  ask  you 
to  apply  the  experience  of  that  year 
to  tluB  case.  It  would  be  a  different 
matter  if  I  knew  that  Hr.  Gladstone 
would  contemptuously  refiise  aU  Amend- 
ments; but  I  do  not  see  that,  primd 
/mu,  he  has  the  power.  It  is  true  that 
the  Government  poasessee  a  large  ma- 
jority in  that  House;  but  they  know  very 
well  of  what  materials  mojoritiea  in 
England  are  made.  They  know  that 
they  have  had  an  uninterrupted  flow  of 
Buocess;  but  the  principle  of  "  Vavioti*!" 
has  never  yet  been  recognized  as  a  prin- 
ciple in  English  politics.  They  know 
that  the  English  people  will  turn  even 
against  the  most  trusted  Minister  who 
tnes  to  use  his  victory  in  a  relentless  and 
uncomptomising  mini.  Compromise  is 
the  very  essence  of  English  poGtics ;  and 
it  is  not  because  I  see  a  Minister  with  a 
majority  of  116  that  I  believe  the  spirit 
which  has  pervaded  English  poUtica 
ever  dnoe  our  history  existed  can  be 
suddenly  banished  from  them.  There- 
fbre,  I  oonfess,  I  regard  with  utter  in- 
oiedulity  the  statement  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone would  refuse  all  Amendments  that 
might  be  proposed.  But  even  if  he  did 
—let  us  suppose  the  worst.  Let  us  sup- 
pose any  amount  of  arrogance.  But 
compare  their  position  then,  when  the 
reAiBol  is  sent  back  to  us,  with  their 
poaition  when  the  ngection  of  the  Bill 


comes  from  us.  Emoot  this  Bill  now 
and  you  will  tell  the  feigliah  people  that 
you  have  determined  upon  offering  on 
uncompromising  resistance  to  the  deci- 
sion which  they  have  unhesitatingly  pro- 
nounced. An  uncompromising  resist- 
ance !  Are  you  going  to  invite  more 
pressure  ?  Are  you  waiting  for  strouger 
motives  for  concession — possibly  in  the 
conduct  of  people  out-of-doors  P  My 
Lords,  the  picture  which  such  a  policy 
odls  up  before  me  is  too  terrible.  It 
bears  upon  it  principles  too  fatal  to  the 
very  existence  of  our  Constitution  for 
me  to  explain  in  det^  the  results  that 
will  follow  the  adoption  of  a  policy  in 
every  way  so  disastrous  as  that  of  wait- 
ing for  more  preBsure.  What  will  fol- 
low ?  No,  my  Lords,  I  can  only  argue 
with  the  opponents  of  this  Bill  upon  the 
principle  of  "  No  surrender."  Whether 
they  are  prepared  to  adopt  that  principle 
or  not,  whether  they  ore  prepared  to 
provoke  the  consequences  of  a  conflict 
Detween  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
people ;  I  do  not  know,  but  it  is  only 
upon  that  basis  that  I  can  argue  with 
them — because  I  am  sure  that  &e  policy 
of  waiting  until  a  civil  war  in  Ireland 
and  disturbance  in  England  have  marked 
in  larger  and  more  terrible  charaoters 
the  will  of  the  English  people  is  the 
most  disastrous  I  can  conceive.  Well — 
suppose  Mr.  Gladstone  does  arrogantly 
refuse  to  accept  any  Amendments — sup- 
pose he  threatens  attempts  at  coercion — 
suppose  he  suggests  a  refusal  of  Sup- 
plies— a  reme^  that  appears  to  me  so 
comical  that  I  should  almost  like  the 
sensation — to  refuse  the  Supplies  would 
no  doubt  be  very  disagreeable  to  soldiers, 
and  police,  and  other  people — \_A  lattgh^ 
— but  it  would  not  much  affect  us. 
Suppose  Mr.  Gladstone  should  refose  the 
Supplies,  or  adopt  any  other  coup  d'Stat ; 
suppose  he  should  go  to  the  nation  for 
support  against  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
tell  them — "The  Lords  have  put  1S60 
in  the  Bill  where  I  had  put  1660  ;  they 
have  put  fourteen  years  where  I  had  put 
thirteen  years'  purchase  as  compensation 
for  life  interests ;  they  have  given  a  bit 
of  glebe  land  to  this  person  or  to  that 
person ;  and  we  now  caQ  upon  you  to  de- 
stroy the  Constitution,  and  to  dispense 
with  the  House  of  Lords."  But  do  you 
imagine  that  the  people  of  England  are 
fools  enough  to  respond  to  that  invita- 
tion? No,  my  Lords,  the  people  of 
England  interfere  for  great  and  broad 
ISeamd  S*9ditig~mr4  JIfight. 
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principleB,  'which  form  turning;  points  in 
om-  policy ;  but  they  leave  the  decision 
of  the  details  of  those  principlee  to  be 
carried  out  by  tiie  authorities  to  whom 
the  Constitution  has  entrusted  the  set- 
tlement of  those  details,  and  to  whose 
decision  they  have  always  been  ac- 
customed to  submit.  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  Minister,  how- 
ever mat  his  talents,  however  bril- 
liant his  success,  is  pawerfni  enough 
even  to  threaten  an  independent  branch 
of  the  Le^slature,  if  in  details  of  this 
Mud  its  opmiona  do  not  chance  to  coin- 
cide with  his  own.  My  belief  is  that 
by  refusing  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  you  ate  accepting  the  battle- ^und 
offered  to  you  by  your  adversaries,  in- 
stead of  taking  tlut  which  you  might 
have  selected  for  yourselves.  You  are 
carrying  on  the  contest  at  every  disad- 
vantage, instead  of  accepting  the  battle 
where  eve^  advantage  is  in  your  favour. 
My  TjotAb,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
addressed  us  the  other  ni^ht  epdke  in 
eloquent  terms  of  the  verdict  which  the 
English  people  would  pass  on  our  con- 
duct. I  confess  I  have  not  the  courage 
which  he  suggested  we  ought  to  have, 
but  which  from  Ms  sarcasms  he  seemed 
to  imply  that  some  of  us  had  not,  and 
which,  no  doubt,  he  wished  to  communi- 
cate to  us  from  his  own  ample  store. 
Even  at  the  risk  of  admitting  the  coward- 
ice which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  so 
severely  censures,  I  own  there  is  one 
thing  I  do  fear.  I  do  fear  the  verdict 
of  history  in  reference  to  the  course 
which  the  House  of  Lords  will  take  on 
this  question.  I  believe  there  is  a  great 
opportuni^  for  the  House  of  I^rds, 
Tmch,  if  we  refuse  it  now,  we  will 
not  easily  reg^n.  I  dread  lest  future 
historians  should  say — ' '  The  House  of 
Lords,  having  gained  a  high  position 
by  its  judicial  impartiality,  professed  on 
this  question  to  flmg  itself  into  the  ranks 
of  one  of  the  contending  factions  with 
all  the  enthusiasm  of  the  wildest  parti- 
zan.  The  House  of  Lords  had  an  op- 
portunity of  consulting  and  acting  u^n 
its  own  high  traditions,  and  maintaining 
its  own  unbroken  course  in  the  midst  of 
the  conflict  of  parties.  It  preferred  to 
draw  its  inspiration  from,  and  to  obey 
the  desperate  counsels  of  irresponsible 
^tators.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
an  opportunity  of  saving  for  the  Iriah 
ChuroQ  all  that  it  was  possible  to  save ; 
of  giving  it  a  fair  start  and  giving  it  a 
7%«  Jfofj^iMn  0/  Stt^iinry 


brilliant  promise  of  future  use^nese ; 
it  preferred  to  waste  all  its  opportunities 
in  idle  protest  and  mischievous  delay." 
I  confess,  my  Lords,  I  should  dread 
such  a  verdict  as  this.  But  I  do  not 
believe  the  House  of  Lords  will  expose 
itself  to  such  perils.  I  believe  it  will 
listen  to  the  real  wants  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  not  allow  this  golden  o^ 
portunity  to  pass,  which,  if  it  passes  is 
lost  for  ever.  I  believe  the  House  of 
Lords  will  also  remember  that  no  force, 
if  propelled,  remains  as  it  was.  It 
either  declines — and  in  this  case  there 
is  no  reason  to  think  the  force  will  de- 
cline— or  it  returns  with  greater  power. 
And  this  agitation,  whose  force  you  can 
now  regulate  and  control — if  repelled, 
will  come  back  upon  us  when  we  shaU 
no  longer  be  in  a  condition  to  deal  with 
it  on  equal  terms.  I  quite  acknowledge 
that,  in  coming  to  the  decision  such  aa 
that  to  which  I  think  we  ought  to  arrive, 
all  who  hold  the  opinions  I  do  must  feel 
great  pain.  For  a  long  time  the  ques- 
tion has  cost  me  much  anxiety  and  pain; 
but  I  confess  I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the 
course  we  ought  now  to  take.  In  taking 
that  course  we  may  disappoint  many 
who  have  looked  to  us  for  succour ;  we 
may  provoke  the  defection  of  partizans ; 
but  hereafter  we  shall  be  rewarded  with 
the  blessings  of  all  calm  and  right- 
thinking  men.  We  shall  be  rewarded 
by  the  reflection  that  we  did  our  duty 
in  spite  of  tatmts  firom  one  side  or  the 
other,  and  that  we  did  not  depart  from 
that  line  of  impartial  statesmanship 
which  the  traditions  of  this  House  ought 
to  prescribe  to  us  to  adopt.  We  shall 
be  rewarded  by  the  reflection  —  come 
when  it  may,  be  the  censure  upon  us 
what  it  may — that  we  did  all  in  our 
power  to  rescue  the  Irish  Church,  and 
mitigate  the  fate  preparing  for  her,  and 
that  we  did  our  duty  to  our  country  and 
our  Queen. 

Lord  C0LCHE9TEE  was  understood 
to  say  that,  in  giving  his  vote  upon  an 
issue  which  might  involve  many  unfore- 
seen and,  perhaps,  disastrous  conse- 
quences, he  had,  in  taking  a  course 
which  some  might  think  an  imprudent 
one,  well  counted  the  coat,  and  had  not, 
at  any  rate,  acted  on  any  partial  view  of 
the  matter.  He  had  listened  most  atten- 
tively to  the  debates,  but  he  had  &iled 
to  be  convinced  by  the  arguments  he  had 
heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
of  justice.    31ie  priuciplQ  of  tlue  Bill 
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iras  the  sererancQ  of  the  Church  from 
the  State ;  and  That  their  Lordships  had 
to  oonsider  was,  whether  this  was  a 
principle  which,  if  the  case  was  ours, 
ve  should  be  content  to  adopt  for  our- 
Belves.  The  Boman  Catholic  Church 
itself  condemned  the  severance  of  the 
Church  &om  the  State.  The  only  clear 
principle  on  which  the  Bill  could  be 
argued  on  the  question  of  justice  was 
that  laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Somilly) — that  of  absolute 
reli^ous  equality.  £ut  the  adoption  of 
that  principle  would  be  equally  destruc- 
tive  to  the  Church  of  England  and  Scot- 
land. It  was  stud  that  by  destroying 
the  Lish  Church  they  would  remove  a 
badge  of  conquest;  but  if  they  could 
altogether  remove  this  Protestant  Church 
from  Ireland,  would  no  other  evidence 
remain  of  its  being  a  conquered  country? 
The  destruction  of  the  Eatabhshed 
Church  would  not  alter  history.  They 
were  told  that  when  Episcopacy  was  abo- 
lished in  Scotland  the  people  immedi- 
ately became  more  loyal ;  but  those  who 
used  that  ailment  seemed  to  forget  the 
state  of  Scotland  during  the  following 
century.  He  would  quite  give  the  BID 
the  credit  of  pacifying  Iieliuid  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  Scotland  was  pacific  or 
loyal  in  1715,  1745,  and  later  years.  If 
that  were  all  he  did  not  think  much  would 
le  gained  for  Ireland  by  this  Bill.  It 
was  not  the  English  Church  and  English 
monarchy,  but  the  men  who  had  over- 
thrown the  Church  and  this  House,  and 
executed  the  King,  who  left  to  Ireland 
the  bitter  miseries  of  the  Crimea  of 
Cromwell  and  the  tyrannyof  hia  armies. 
Mr.  Bright,  in  the  other  Houee,  claimed 
for  modem  Dissenters  the  liberality  and 
toleration  of  their  Puritan  predecessors. 
He  gave  them  &11  credit  for  quite  as 
mtich  toleration  as  they  could  find  to  ad- 
mire in  those  who  massacred  the  inhabi- 
tantBof  Drogheda  or  exiled  the  Cathohcs 
to  Connaught.  You  could  not  quite  re- 
move all  badges  of  conquest,  for  a  peo- 
ple's history  cannot  be  utterly  blotted 
out ;  but  the  State  and  the  Church,  both 
equally  responsible  for  the  past, 
only  sought,  the  one  to  remove  ancient 
feuds,  the  other  to  tolerate  others  while 
holding  ite  own  rights.  With  respect 
to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the  result 
of  the  late  elections  being  the  verdict  ol 
the  nation  their  Lordships  would  per- 
ceive the  difference  between  the  venlict 
of  a  jury  and  the  verdict  of  a  nation. 
TOL.  CXCVn.    [thibd  sbrieb.] 


In  the  case  of  the  jury  the  verdict  was 
unanimous;  but  this  could  not  be  said 
e  the  case  with  regard  to  the  opi- 
expressed  by  the  nation  on  this 
measure.  Of  what  did  the  majority  con- 
sist? Inlrelanditwascomposedofthose 
who  had  in  reserve  a  demand  of  far  more 
importance  to  them  than  the  disestablish- 
ment  of  the  Church.  He  referred  to  the 
land  question.  In  Scotland  the  majority 
consisted  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  Establishment  of  that  country; 
while,  in  England,  a  large  portion  of  the 
supporters  of  the  measure  were  the  ad- 
herents of  the  Liberation  Society,  who, 
if  they  had  power,  would  carry  the  ques- 
tion much  further  than  the  measure  now 
before  their  Lordships.  Was  there,  then 
nothing  to  be  said  on  the  other  side  P 
It  shoiUd  be  remembered  that  an  import- 
ant section  of  the  community  had  tm- 
mistakably  pronounced  against  the  Bill. 
This  had  been  the  case  in  the  City 
of  Westminster,  in  the  densely  popu- 
lated county  of  Lancashire,  and  in  other 
influential  constituencies.  Were  their 
Lordships  then  to  tell  these  people  that 
they  were  powerless  in  the  matter  ?  The 
conflict  was  one  that  had  not  been 
sought  by  their  Lordships,  but  one 
which  had  been  forced  upon  them ;  and, 
if  that  House  ever  was  to  come  to  a  con- 
flict with  the  democratic  spirit  of  the 
country,  now  was  the  beet  time  for  that 
inflict,  when  the  opinions  of  that  House 
ere  approved  by  a  large  number  of  the 
people.  He  felt,  though  not  one  that 
undervalued  a  seat  in  tiiat  House,  that 
if  it  must  abandon  its  convictions  and 


Tided  and  faltering  people,  its  privileges 
would  be  valueless,  and  in  spite  of  con- 
trary advice  must  think  moat  applicable 
the  words  of  the  ancient  satirist — 
"Snminuni  orede  lier»  animam  prsrerra  padori, 
Et  propter  Titnm  vivendi  perdere  causBi." 
Eam,  STANHOPE :  My  Lords,  I  am 
not  desirous  to  trespass  upon  your  Lord- 
ships by  many  observations.  I  would, 
indeed,  readily  have  rested  the  course 
which  I  intend  to  take  on  that  most  able 
and  eloquent  speech  which  we  have  just 
heard  from  my  noble  Friend  (the  Maiv 
quesB  of  Salisbuiy),  and  I  might  justly 
fear  to  weaken  tiie  importance  of  Ms 
argument  by  repeating  it  in  my  own 
words.  But  still  I  do  desire  to  address 
your  Lordships,  not  only  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  but  from  the  position 
E     {Snond  Seaiing—Thiri  NighU 
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vhiob  I  held  last  year  Ba  a  Member  of 
the  Commigsioii  whioh  'was  named  by 
the  late  GoTernment  to  inquire  into  the 
temporalitisB  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
desire  to  explain — what  hitherto  has  not 
been  explained — the  basia  on  which  the 
Beport  of  that  Commission  was  founded. 
Although  the  terms  of  the  Commisaion 
irere  limited,  it  might  have  been  in  our 
power,  had  we  wished  it,  to  express — 
.  or,  if  not  to  expresa,  at  least  to  imply — 
a  opinion  uniaTourable  to  the  mainten- 


Chureh  Bitt. 


100 


anoe  of  the  Church  Establishment 
Ireland.  And  certainly  we  could  not  bo 
blind  to  the  anomaly  which,  unhappily, 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole  matter — 
that  the  Church,  though  established,  is 
the  Church  only  of  one-sixth  or  one- 
Berenth  of  the  people.  But  we  felt  upon 
that  Commission  that  the  very  fact  of 
the  anomaly  having  so  long  existed,  and 
being  so  dear  and  plain  to  view,  did  in 
itself  afford  a  proof  that  there  must  be 
the  Btrongest  reason  for  its  existence. 
Just  obserre  how  this  matter  stands. 
Since  the  beginning  of  this  century  the 
Churah  Establishment  in  Ireland  has 
had  to  he  considered  by  the  foremost 
Btatesmen  in  our  countij.  It  has  been 
considered  by  Pitt  and  Fox,  by  Castle- 
leagh  and  Canning,  by  Fluiucet  and 
Grattan,  and  within  later  times  by  the 
late  Sir  Kobert  Peel,  and  the  late  Earl 
Orey.  All  these  were  statesmen  not 
only  of  the  greatest  sagacity  but  of 
the  greatest  courage.  How  was  it, 
then,  that  when  they  had  to  consider 
this  Established  Chui«h  in  Ireland,  not 
one  of  thran  proposed  to  lay  « 
little  finger  upon  it?  Why 
that  not  one  of  them  ever  proposed 
to  dissever  the  connection  of  Church 
and  State  in  that  ooimtry?  Why,  be- 
cause they  felt — as  we  upon  the  Com- 
mission felt — that  though  the  establish- 
ment of  this  Church  was  an  anomaly, 
yet,  in  the  course  of  centuries,  it  had 
become  on  anomaly  which  had  entwined 
itself  round  the  very  vitals  of  the  body 
politic,  and  that  any  attempt  to  dissever 
it  from  the  State  must  be  one  attended 
with  considerable  BufTeriog,  if  not  with 
considerable  danger.  The  Commission 
ftirtber  considered  how  very  recent  is 
the  actual  Station  against  the  Irish 
Church.  Ton  can  scarcely  name  any 
statesman  or  writer  of  note,  until  the 
last  twelve  or  fifteen  years,  who  did  not 
advocate  the  maintenance  of  that  insti- 
tution.    Lord  Macaulay  is  no  exception. 


although  he  has  been  quoted  as  1>eing 
an  opponent  of  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment, because  he  described  in  hia 
usual  vivid  style,  and,  perhaps,  witti  a 
little  exaggeration,  the  great  anoma- 
lies which  mat  Establishment  did  pre- 
sent. Persons  often  quote  the  descrip- 
tion, but  they  are  not  really  aware  of 
the  practical  conclusion  at  which  Lord 
Hacaulay  arrived.  I  should  like  to  quote 
that  conclusion,  and  it  is  the  only  quo- 
tation I  shall  make.  Lord  Macaulay 
sums  up  the  questiim  thus — 

A  (tnteiinan  judging  on  our  prinoip1««  would 
loaDos  without  heiiuition  that  ■  Church  inch 
u  aa  hava  deaoribed  it  narer  ought  to  bava  been 
■at  Dp.  Farther  than  thia  wa  will  not  Tantura  to 
■peak  ftir  him.  Hs  would  dnnbLlaaa  remambar  that 
the  world  ii  full  ot  inttituliona  whioh,  thoogh 
Iba;  ought  neiar  to  hava  beoD  let  up.  jvX,  hnving 
'«an  act  up.  ought  not  to  ba  rudely  pulled  down  ; 
.nd  that  it  it  olieo  wiw  In  praotioe  to  be  eoulenC 
with  Iha  mltigatioa  oF  an  abuae  whlah,  looking  at 
it  in  tbe  abitnot,  wo  might  le«l  iupatioDt  to 

Such  were  the  words  of  Lord  Macaulay, 
in  1839,  in  his  Essay  upon  the  youthnd 
work  of  the  present  Prime  Minister. 
Now  it  was  upon  this  principle  that  the 
Irish  Church  Commission  proceeded.  We 
the  maintenance  of  the  Church 
Establishment,  but  we  desired  at  &e 
same  time  to  reform  its  abuses,  and  to 
lop  off  its  superfluities.  With  this  ob- 
ject we  recommended  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  ite  bishoprics,  whioh  were 
wholly  out  of  proportion  to  the  number 
of  its  people ;  and  we  further  recom- 
mended that  the  surplus  income  thus 
obtained  should  be  appHed  to  increase 
those  benefices  which,  in  many  ports  of 
Ulster,  were  entirely  disproportionate  to 
the  wants  of  the  Protestant  flock.  The 
object  of  the  Commission  was,  in  short, 
to  make  the  Church  more  perfect  than 
at  present ;  to  reform  abuses,  and  to  lop 
off  superfluitieB  which  have  so  frequently 
invited  attack,  with  a  view  to  render  the 
Church  more  eflScient  and  more  con- 
dudvo  in  its  operation  to  the  high  ends 
for  which  it  was  established.  But  what 
ensued  ?  It  was  the  misfortune  of  our 
Beport  that  it  came  too  late,  and  re- 
commendations which,  if  the  Beport 
could  have  been  published  earlier, 
would  have  attracted  attention,  and 
possibly  been  received  with  favour, 
were  put  aside  and  disregarded.  The 
electioneering  campaign  had  begun, 
candidates  were  alrea^  pledged,  voters 
already  influenced ;  ondtheoonBeqaeaoe, 


,Coo'^[c 


101 


.&^ 


I  em  BOOT  to  "aji  when  we  came  to  the 
General  Election,  was,  that  the  nworii? 
of  the  constituencies  of  the  ITnitea 
Kingdom  plainly  declared  aeainet  the 
EBtabliafament  c^  the  Chuicn  of  Ire- 
land ;  they  Tonld  not  have  it  either  aa 
it  now  stands,  or  in  the  modified  fonn 
vhioh  the  CommisBion  reconunended. 
Therefore,  looking  at  the  result  of  the 
General  Election,  mach  as  I  regret  it,  I 
find  myself  wholly  unable  to  agree  in 
the  concludons  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
commenced  the  debate  this  evening  (the 
Earl  of  Derby).  X  feel  bound  to  concur 
with  what  was  said  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough)  in 
his  most  able  speech — a  speech  which 
will  not  soon  fade  from  the  recollection 
of  your  Lordships — that  as  regards  dis- 
establishment, that  question  was  decided 
at  the  last  General  Election,  and  I  have 
very  little  hope  of  that  decision  being 
reversed.  But  I  also  concur  with  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  that,  although  the  prin- 
ciple of  disestabliahment  was  affirmed, 
the  question  of  disendowment  was  not 
finally  disposed  of.  But  then,  surely,  if 
disestablishment  has  been  decided  upon 
and  disendowment  has  not,  the  ail- 
ment is  a  very  strong  one  in  &vour  of 
going  into  Committee.  And  if  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  is  right — as  I  hope  and  be- 
lieve he  may  be — in  asserting  that  the 
feelings  of  the  English  people  is  in  fa- 
vour of  some  considerable  share  of  en- 
dowment being  left  to  Hie  disestablished 
Church,  we  shall  be  able  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  a  jnractical  manner  by 
amending  the  Bill  in  Committee,  which 
we  cannot  do  if  we  reject  it  altogether. 
"We  must  remember  that  the  majority 
"elsewhere"  is  no  less  than  US;  and! 
must  say  that  this  majority  has  certainly 
not  shown  any  symptoms  of  what  in  in- 
oi^anic  bodies  is  sometimes  called  ' '  per- 
meability." There  has  appeared  to  be 
very  littie  prospect  of  its  "disintegra- 
tion." I  should  like,  therefore,  to  ask  my 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  what  he  expects 
to  happen  if  he  succeeds  in  throwing  out 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading.  Does  he 
expect  that  this  compact  majority  of  115 
will  dt  quietly  down,  orsimply  say — "We 
think  toe  Iruh  Church  should  be  dises- 
tablished or  disendowed;  but,  as  the 
House  of  Lords  take  a  very  different 
view  of  that  matter,  let  us  turn 
tention  to  something  else?"  Does  my 
noble  Friend,  as  a  sensible  mid  sagacious 
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man,  think  that  Uiis  would  be  the  result 
of  the  success  of  his  Amendment  ?  If 
not,  surely  he  must  feel  that  the  Bill 
would,  after  a  very  short  interval,  be 
sent  up  to  uj  again  ?  But,  I  ask,  will  it 
come  up  to  us  again  under  the  same  fa- 
vourable circumstances  f  Your  previous 
rejection  of  the  measure  will  be  recorded 
against  you,  and  do  you  suppose  that 
you  will  have  the  same  power  of  amend- 
ing the  Bill  at  the  next  stage  that  you 
now  possess  ?  Do  you  think  that  the 
same  amount  of  support  from  public  opi- 
nion, which  will  attend  you  if  you  grace- 
fiilly  and  properly  defer  to  tiiat  public 
opinion  by  now  assenting  to  the  second 
reading,  will  equally  attend  you  after  you 
have  done  your  best  to  reject  a  Bill 
which  you  will  no  longer  be  able  to 
amend?  I  maintain,  therefore,  that  it 
is  incumbent  upon  us  not  to  foUow  the 
bent  of  our  inclination,  which  might  lead 
us  to  throw  out  this  Bill,  and  not  to  re- 
fuse to  consider  how  with  prudence  and 
care  it  may  be  best  improved.  There 
are,  no  doubt,  reasons  of  weight  why 
we  should  not  now  assent  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  with  the  view  of 
making  Amendments  in  Committee.  It 
is  said  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  accept  the  Amendments  proposed  by 
Mr.  Disraeli,  Dr.  Ball,  and  other  dis- 
tinguidied  Members  of  that  Assembly, 
and  therefore  the^  will  not  accept  the 
Amendments  which  your  Lordships 
might  introduce  into  it.  I  niaintain, 
however,  that  it  is  a  very  different  thing 
to  refuse  Amendments  when  they  come 
from  a  minority — and  not  a  large  mi- 
nority— of  their  own  body,  and  to  refuse 
Amendments  when  they  come  from  a 
majority — and  I  hope  a  large  majority — 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  What  would 
be  the  eflfect  of  the  Commons  resisting 
the  Amendments  which  your  Lordships 
might  make  ?  It  might  be  if  we  chose  it 
equivalent  to  the  defeat  of  the  Bill.  You 
might  offer  the  Commons  this  alterna- 
tive : — "  If  you  accept  the  Amendments, 
the  Bill  passes;  if  you  reject  them,  the 
BUI  will  be  lost."  Do  not  you  think  that 
argument  will  be  found  even  more  per- 
suasive and  cogent  than  the  most  power- 
ful appeals  of  its  most  eloquent  Mem- 


bers with  the  other  House  of  Parhament? 
For  my  own  part  I  beheve  that  if 
Amendments  are  judiciously  made  by 
your  Lordships — if  those  Amendments, 
without  touching  the  principle  of  dises- 
tablishment— which  I  conceive  must  be 
E2   ISecmd  Heading— 3%ird  JfigM. 
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held  to  have  been  decided — are  designed 
to  provide  for  the  wants  and  the  exig^en- 
ciea  of  the  then  disestablished  Church, 
and  to  enable  her  to  commence  a  new 
career  of  usefulness  to  Ood  and  to  man 
—if  we  introduce  such  Amendmente  as 
were  indicated  in  tho  admirable  speech 
of  the  most  rev.  Primat«  on  Tuesday 
nieht — a  speech  in  every  word  of  which 
I  desire  to  express  my  entire  and  hearty 
concurrence — if,  I  say,  we  make  our 
Amendments  in  that  spirit,  I  have  that 
trust  in  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
that  trust,  also,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons itself,  that,  whatever  may  be  their 
own  extreme  views,  they  will  be  willing 
to  waive  them,  and  to  endeavour  to  pass 
the  measure  upon  the  only  conditions  on 
which  they  could  then  hope  to  pass  it. 
For  these  reasons  I  am  of  opinion  that 
Amendments  judiciously  framed  and 
adopted  by  your  Lordships  will  involve 
no  msuperable  difficulty  when  they  come 
to  be  considered  by  the  Government  and 
also  by  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
there  is  another  objection  raised  to  the 
course  which  I  am  recommending.  We 
are  told  that  great  meetings  have  been 
lately  held  in  various  parts  of  the  coun- 
try in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  rejoice  to  see  in  so  many  quar- 
ters such  strong  attachment  evinced  to 
the  connection  between  Church  and  State. 
But  when  we  come  to  examine  into  these 
manifestation  B  of  public  feeling  we  find 
that  they  emanate  &Dm  those  districts  of 
the  country  of  whose  sentiments  on  this 
matter  we  were  already  aware.  They 
proceed  mainly  from  Lancashire ;  but  we 
aie  w  before  that  Lancashire  was  deci  dedly 


to  receive  a  fevourable  consideration  in 
"another  place."  But  I  say — as  waa 
said  by  the  noble  Marquess  below  me 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) — ^that  even 
if  this  hope  should  fail,  even  if  the 
Commons  do  not  Ailfil  our  expectations 
in  this  respect,  we  shall  stand  on  better 
and  firmer  ground  by  having  conceded 
that  which  can  be  no  longer  resisted,  and 
shown  a  readiness  to  eo  as  far  as  pos- 
sible in  yielding  to  what  certainly  ai>- 
pears  to  be  the  deliberate  determination 
of  the  counby.  If  even  we  cannot  carry 
all  we  wish,  yet  if  we  ate  able  to  give 
effect  even  to  a  part  only  of  the  Amend- 
ments we  design  we  shall  at  all  events  do 
this — we  shall  leave  the  disestabhahed 
Church  in  a  far  better  position  than 
Mr.  Qladatone's  Bill  has  placed  her. 
Therefore,  notwithstanding  the  distaste 
and  disfavour  with  which  I  view  thia 
measure,  and  the  great  concern  which 
I  feel  that  this  subject  should  ever  have 
been  introduced  at  all,  yet  being  once 
introduced,  and  we  have  to  deal  with 
it,  I  am  persuaded  that  your  Lordships' 
House  wfll  best  meet  the  circumstances 
of  the  time  by  according  the  Bill  a 
second  reading.  Before  concluding  I 
desire  to  express  the  great  pain  that  I 
feel  in  differing  on  tme  question  from 
my  noble  and  learned  Fnend  who  sits 
on  the  Bench  below  me  (Lord  Cairns). 
I  have  the  highest  respect  for  the  opi- 
niona  and  the  learning  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  I  entertain  for  him 
personally  sentiments  of  cordial  regard, 
and  I  wish  to  say  this  publicly — that, 
looking  at  the  whole  conduct  of  pubhc 
affairs,  there  is  no  leadership  on  this 


against  Mr.  Gladstone.    Therefore,  when  j  side  of  the  House  with  which  I  shonld 


we  are  told  that  county  meetings  have 
been  held  at  Hanchostcr  and  at  Liver- 
pool, I  think  those  meetings  are  nothing 
more  than  an  energetic  and  power^  re- 
newal of  the  sentiments  expressed  there 
at  the  last  General  Election.  Speaking 
of  them  with  all  respect,  I  yetthmk  they 
are  but  a  confirmation  of  the  opinions 
then  constitutionally  declared,  and  do 
not  prove  the  existence  of  anything  hke 
a  re-action  in  the  national  mind.  To  rely 
on  those  meetings  as  any  true  sign  of 
such  a  general  re-action  would,  I  believe, 
be  to  lean  on  a  broken  reed,  I  ton  con- 
vinced, then,  that  in  this  case  it  is  the 
obvious  duty  and  interest  of  this  House 
to  allow  this  Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 
I  believe  the  Amendments  which  may 
be  here  made  in  its  provisions  are  likely 
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more  thoroughly  satisfied.  But  I 
have  something  higher  to  think  of  on 
this  occasion  than  the  ties  of  party,  or 
considerations  of  personal  reg^ard.  X 
have  a  public  duty  to  perform,  and  that 
public  duty,  I  think,  calla  upon  me  in  the 
clearest  manner  and  in  the  plainest  tones 
to  let  this  Bill  go  into  Committee,  in  the 
hope  that  it  may  be  there  amended. 

The  Bishop  of  TUAM  :*  My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  address  to  you  a  few  remarks 
on  the  Bill  before  your  Lordships' 
House,  and  claim  your  indulgence,  both 
because  I  un  addressing  you  for  the 
first  time,  and  because,  if  this  Bill 
should  become  law,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  may  not  have  the  opportuni^  of 
speaking  here  again  ;  for  if  it  so  hap- 
pens that  any  of  my  right  rev.  Brethren 
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of  the  Iriah.  Branch,  of  tlie  United  Churcli 
should  be  in  the  act  of  addresaiog  j-oa 
as  the  clock  Btrikes  twelve  on  January 
1,  1871,  the  law  wonild  atop  him  in  the 
middle  of  hia  seiitence,  and  he  must 
leave  the  House,  because  the  Writ  which 
ho  had  received  from  his  Sovereign 
would  have  been  superseded  and  come 
to  an  untimely  end.  This  matter  has 
been  dealt  with  by  one  who  understands 
the  privileges  of  your  Lordships'  House 
— the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees—  and  it  involves  a  principle 
which,  with  equal  injustice,  might  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships who  obstructed  the  way  of  a  more 
aspiring  party.  My  object  is  to  address 
a  few  practical  observations  to  your 
LordshipB — not  merely  as  a  ropresenta- 
tive  Bishop — not  as  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late who  presides  over  the  important 
diocese  of  Publin — not  as  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  is  connected  with  the  North 
and  the  Frotestantism  of  Ulster — ^but  as 
representative  of  that  which  is  often 
talked  of  as  one  of  the  weakest  and  least 
defensible  portions  of  the  Irish  Branch, 
the  Province  of  Connaught,  in  the  West. 
For  nearly  thirty-five  years  I  have  been 
a  working  parish  minister  in  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland,  intimately  associ- 
ated through  those  many  years  not 
alone  with  the  Protestants,  but  with  the 
Koman  Catholic  population;  knowing 
their  views,  their  feelings,  their  habits 
of  thought.  These  associations  have 
been  my  life,  my  existence,  and  there- 
fore, upon  this  question,  I  am  entitled 
to  offer  to  you  some  practical  observa- 
tions. I  have  often,  I  confess — with 
that  experience — felt  inclined  to  be 
amused  at  some  of  the  dogmatic  state- 
ments which  have  fallen  from  those  who 
have  never  set  foot  in  Ireland,  but  who 
have  conveniently  derived  their  ideas 
from  the  romantic  indignation  of  leading 
articles.  Let  me  express  first  to  your 
Lordships  what  I  beUeve,  from  that  ex- 
perience, to  be  the  feeling  of  the  gene- 
ral body  of  the  Irish  Iloman  CaUiolic 
people.  I  know  that  the  Irish  Church 
IS  often  a  par^  cry  for  those  who  have 
ulterior  views.  I  know  that  it  forms  a 
portion  of  the  programme  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  which  represents  the 
\'iewa  called  Ultramontane.  I  know 
that  among  the  Nationalist  party  the 
Established  Church  is  called— as  the 
Government  and  the  large  portion  of  the 
landlords  are   called — Saxon,   alien,   a 


badge  of  ascendancy.  I  know  that  the 
Soman  Catholic  clergymen  generally 
and  others  are  conscientiously  opposed 
to  it.  But  I  know  equally  well  that 
after  all  the  teachings  of  agitation,  after 
aU  the  debatings  in  the  other  House, 
after  all  the  endeavours  to  persuade 
them  that  they  aro  oppressed  and  in- 
sulted by  the  Established  Church,  the 
groat  body  of  the  people  do  not  beheve 
it.  They  only  imderatand  the  Church 
through  the  clergyman,  and  they  see 
him  in  their  midst,  a  kind  neighbour,  a 
useful  friend,  a  Christian  example.  They 
do  not  pay  him,  and  they  know  they  do 
not,  though  they  are  told  differently, 
and  they  care  not  for  the  removal  of  that 
which  ihej  see  daily  as  a  blessing  and 
not  a  curse.  Take  the  Suspensory  Bill 
of  last  year.  When  negatived  in  your 
Lordships'  House,  did  Ireland  rise  in 
indignation  ?  No  !  It  was  not  even  a 
nine  days'  wonder,  and  when  the  other 
House  of  Parhament  spent  the  earlier 
Session  in  spoliating  that  Church,  did 
Ireland  applaud  it?  Where  are  tho 
Petitions  laid  upon  your  table  ?  Where 
the  meetings  of  sympathy  ?  Where  the 
demonstrations  of  popular  feeling  ?  And 
echo  answers — Where  ?  There  appears 
to  be  nothing  but  silence,  apathy,  and 
indifi'erenoe.  Thus  when,  under  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  ten  Bishops 
were  suppressed,  the  question  is  said  to 
have  been  asked  O'Connell — "Does  not 
this  satisfy  you?"  His  reply  was  re- 
markable— "  Why,  what  good  have  you 
done?  You  have  removed  ten  of  the 
best  resident  gentlemen  in  Ireland." 
Now  the  only  reasons  which  one  can 
gather  from  the  Government  to  justify 
Bie  pressing  forward  with  such  indecent 
haste  the  destruction  of  the  Established 
Church,  are  these : — first,  that  it  is  the 
badge  of  ascendancy  ;  and  secondly,  that 
it  has  not  fulfilled  its  mission.  As  re- 
gards  the  first,  it  is  very  strange  that 
the  Government  ranks  among  its  leading 
Members  a  Prime  Minister  who  two,  or 
three  years  since,  declared  it  a  question 
not  to  be  touched  by  legislation,  and 
two  past  Lords  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
and  though  they  or  those  with  whom 
they  are  associated  have  been  in  power 
for  about  thirty  out  of  the  last  thirty- 
five  years,  it  never  struck  them  that  tlus 
was  a  pressing  and  paramount  question. 
Nay,  it  was  never  alluded  to  until  the 
last  twelve  months  suddenly  presented 
it  in  a  different  light.  We  have  been 
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told  that  the  coimtry  supports  tlie  Go- 
Temmeut  both  as  to  dieestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
It  has  been  conceded  by  almost  every 
speaker  in  this  debate  that  disendow- 
ment in  its  present  shape  has  not  been 
decided  on  by  the  country.  Nor,  I  con- 
tend, has  disestablishment  in  its  charac- 
ter and  effects.  It  is  not  mere  disestab- 
bliahment,  sole  and  separate,  that  you 
hare  to  deal  with,  for  in  Ireland  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  present  Established 
Church  is,  ipso  facto,  the  establishment 
of  the  Church  of  Eome.  The  doing 
away  with  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown 
would,  ipto  facto,  be  the  admission  of 
tiie  supremacy  of  the  Pope.  The  two 
are  inseparable.  The  substitutes  are 
ready  made  to  your  hands,  and  who  will 
blame  the  Church  of  Home  if  she  be 
ready  to  step  in — aye,  and  will  step  in  ? 
This  part  of  the  question,  remember,  is 
not  merely  a  Protestant  question,  it  has 
been  in  the  past  r^arded  as  belonging 
to  no  party,  neither  under  Koman  Ca- 
tholic rule  in  Ireland,  nor  in  Soman 
Catholic  countries  on  the  Continent. 
The  public  mind  is,  I  believe,  only 
awakening  to  the  real  issues,  and  those 
^eat  meetings,  those  monster  gather- 
mga,  conducted  with  such  calm  and 
orderly  counsels,  which  have  been  but 
too  slightingly  spoken  of,  are  but  what 
Lord  Pahnerston  prophetically  prefigured 
in  1329 — "  The  indignant  feelings  of  a 
betrayed  people,"  under  the  ungenerous 
and  unfair  treatment  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Is  it  just  and  right  that  a  ques- 
tion of  such  magnitude,  involving  such 
vast  and  complicated  vested  interests, 
involving  a  serious  inroad  on  the  Consti- 
tution, should  be  hurried  through  by 
the  hasty  legislation  of  about  three 
months  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, overthrowing  suddenly  the  work 
of  three  centuries,  and  without  giving 
the  country  fair  time  to  weigh  it  in  all 
its  bearings  1 

I  now  advert  to  the  question  put  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second 
reading.  He  asked — "  Has  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  fulfilled  her 
mission  f"  In  proof  of  this,  numbers 
have  been  relied  on.  The  Protestants 
of  Ireland  have  been  spoken  of  as  a 
"miserable  minority."  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  are  so  miserable  a  minority,  not 
in  numbers  merely,  but  in  property,  in 
intelligence,  and  in  those  qualities  which 
you  i^ould  recognize  as  constituting 
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good  citizens — the  bone  and  nnew  of  a 
nation's  strength.  But  surely  numbers 
are  both  a  shifting  and  an  unsound 
ground  for  arguments — shifting,  for  not 
many  years  since  O'Connell  used  to 
boast — "We  are  8,000,000,"  and  the 
last  Census,  1861,  showed  that  those  to 
whom  he  applied  the  argument — for  it 
was  an  argument  which  imphed  power 
to  enforce  claims — were  then  4,500,000. 
Unsound,  because  it  admits  numbers 
into  superiority  to  truth.  One  of  the 
grandest  scenes  in  Old  Testament  hia- 
toiy  is  that  upon  Mount  Carmel,  when 
Ehjah  stood  alone  and  said — "  Let  it  ba 
known  this  day  that  thou  art  God  in 
Israel,  and  that  I  am  thy  servant." 
There  was  a  grand  scene  also  in  the  life 
of  the  great  German  monk.  When  he 
was  toM  the  world  is  against  Lnther, 
"Then,"  said  he,  "Luther  is  against 
the  world."  But  is  the  argument  of 
numbers  so  much  against  us  f  Take  the 
relative  proportion  of  nnmbera  between 
1834  and  1861.  According  to  the  Census 
returns,  the  Soman  Catholic  population 
diminished  3  per  cent,  and  the  Estab- 
lished Ohnrch  increased  more  than  I J  per 
cent,  making,  of  course,  a  consideraole 
relative  change.  But  if  I  go  to  the  fer 
West,  and  take  the  result  of  the  Census 
in  certain  parishes  lying  along  the  At- 
lantic, between  Ktllala  and  G^way  Bays, 
I  find  them  tabulated  by  Hume,  and  &e 
results,  thus  summed  up,  that  the  Church 
population  has  risen  344  per  cent,  while 
in  the  same  localities  the  Koman  Catho- 
lic population  has  faUen  23  per  cent,  in 
these  locah ties  I  can  enumerate,  within 
the  same  period,  at  least  eighteen  new 
churches  and  twen^  licensed  places  of 
worship,  consecrated  or  opened;  seven- 
teen additional  clergymen ;  and  ten  or 
eleven  nowly-endowed  districts ;  besides 
rectories  formed  from  lai^  unions. 
Surely  this  is  prioress,  and  this  is  life. 
It  is  fulfilling  its  mission,  and  in  this 
fulfilling  of  its  mission  the  Qovemment 
steps  in  to  put  an  end,  under  false  pre- 
tence, to  progress.  But  I  may  be  met 
with  the  observation — "  Surely  you  owe 
these  results  to  the  benevolence  of  Eng- 
land  and  to  religious  societies,  who  have 
supplied  the  Amde  and  stimulated  exer- 
tions." I  wish  to  admit  this  to  the  full- 
est extent  it  can  be  pressed  to,  because 
it  only  strengthens  the  position  that  the 
voluntary  system  is  quite  inapplicable 
to  the  vast  and  poor  parishes  is  the 
West  and  South-west  of  Ireland.    Look 
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at  the  extent  in  area  of  the  parishes 
whwo  ituB  pn^ireBB  liae  been  made.  One 
parish — a  lai^  iuii<Hi — was  twenty-five 
miles  broad  and  fifty  long,  and  included 
also  islands.  Another  is  twenty-two 
miles  long,  and  a  third  extends  over 
148,395  acres.  Such  parishes  are  wild 
to  a  degree  that  your  Lordahips  can 
luodly  understand,  beyond  the  physical 
poTSTB  of  most  men;  and  when  yon 
add  to  this  that  the  inc<ane  of  these 
parishes  did  not  amount  to  £200  per 
annum,  you  hare  a  true  picture  of  the 
mnch-abused  rich  and  indolent  Chtuch 
estabUshed  in  Ireland.  The  avenge 
extent  of  the  parishes  in  the  diocese  of 
Tuam,  &c.,  is  34,00B  acres.  More  than 
half  the  parishes  are,  in  net  income,  un- 
der £200  per  annum,  and  the  Church 
population,  according  to  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, exceeds  222  per  parish.  I  can 
testify  personally  to  the  work — the  la- 
boiiooa  "Work — which  falls  to  the  lot  of 
a  minister  in  Ireland.  For  many  years, 
while  curate,  my  Sunday's  du^  gave 
me  each  Sabbath  a  ride  of  eighteen 
miles,    and   I   ministered   in    another 


of  our  Church.  I  trust  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  brought  forward  this  charge 
will  hare  given  these  facts  his  attention. 
But  suppose,  by  way  of  iUuetratlon  but 
not  of  argument,  we  put  the  same  test 
to  the  Church  of  England,  would  the 
r^ly  be  more  satisfactory  ?  Have  the 
energies  of  ite  ministers  reached  the 
whole  of  the  Boman  Catholic,  the  whole 
of  the  Dissenting  population,  and  ful- 
filled the  mission  of  the  Church — as  is 
expected  of  the  Church  in  Ireland — ^by 
brmging  all  into  its  communion  ?  Why, 
in  1851,  the  Census  told  us  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  population  were  "non- 
worshippers,"  and,  notwithstanding  the 
noble  exertions  of  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate, who  called  into  existence,  through 
his  fund,  a  vast  maohineiy  of  usefulness 
throughout  Uiis  metropolis,  will  any 
cle^yman  feel  that  he  has  fulfilled  his 
mission  ?  And  yet,  during  that  time, 
the  Church  in  Ireland  has  increased 
greatly  her  churches,  her  glebes,  her 
schools;  she  has  not  lost  ground  in  a 
single  particular,  and,  speaking  within 
my  own  knowledge,  the  clergy  of  our 
commimion  are  active,  energetic,  and 
.  useful  ministers  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour. 
None  can  tell  the  difficulties  of  a  body 
of  men  who,  if  active,  are  termed  fire- 


brands, and  if  they  fail  in  enei^,  are  de- 
nounced as  negligent  and  slothful.  But, 
yon  say,  all  this  is  well,  but  jron  are  en- 
joying the  revenues  which  belong  to 
others.  Is  it  fair  that  your  churches, 
your  glebes,  yourselves,  should  be  pwd 
for  by  those  who  do  not  belong  to  your 
Church  ?  I  deny  this  altt^ther.  The 
history  of  our  revenues  should  be  clearly 
understood  in  their  plain  broad  land- 
marks. Before  the  time  of  Henry  11., 
the  Church  in  Ireland  was  an  indepen- 
dent Church.  It  was  not  in  communion 
with  the  Bee  of  Borne.  The  witnesses 
in  proof  of  this  may  be  reduced  to  three. 
Heiuy  n  end  Bope  Adrian  confessed 
the  independence  of  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land, when  the  compact  was  made  be- 
tween them  that  the  King  was  to  have 
the  temporal  power,  if  he  secured  the 
spiritual  power  to  the  Pope,  and  made 
every  house  liable  to  Peter's  pence.  A 
celebrated  Cardinal  endorsed  the  same, 
when  he  connected  the  arrival  of  St. 
Patrick  with  the  Council  of  Ephesua,  a 
Council  which  denounced  any  Bishop, 
layman,  or  clergyman  with  anathema, 
who  should  make  converts  to  the  Chris- 
tian faith  under  any  other  form  than  the 
Nioene  Creed,  fixing  thus  the  early  faith 
of  the  Ineh  Church  beyond  all  doubts. 
From  the  time  of  Henry  II.  until  the 
Beformation  the  Church  of  Bome  was 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  ;  its 
revenues  were  not  tithe,  for  Bishop 
Doyle,  in  his  evidence  before  Parlia- 
ment, stated  that  tithe  was  never  paid 
in  Ireland  before  the  Reformation,  ex- 
cept within  the  English  pale.  The  re- 
venues were  from  vast  monastic  lands, 
and  from  fees  given  for  the  offices  of 
religion.  These  monaetic  lands  were 
granted,  not  by  the  Irish,  but  by  the 
Normans.  These  lands,  at  the  time  of 
the  Beformation,  did  not  pass  into  the 
possession  of  the  Church  of  the  Beform- 
ation.  The  property  enjoyed  by  the 
Church  of  Bome  never  became  the  pro- 
perty of  our  Church,  and  the  property 
which  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  had  never  been  previ- 
ously in  the  hands  of  the  Churai  of 
Rome.  And  what  became  of  these 
monastic  lands  ?  Confiscated  by  Henry 
ATII.,  who  procured  what  was  called 
the  consent  of  those  who  held  them, 
and  reserving  vested  right,  the  Crown 
granted  them  to  laymen,  and  these  lands 
and  abbeys  are  to  this  day,  as  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Devonciure)  alluded, 
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Iield,  not  by  the  Churcli  as  eetabliehed, 
but  by  laymen,  botb  Protestant  and 
IRoman  Catholic.  The  rerenueB  of  our 
Church  are  quite  dietinct.  The  glebes 
were  partly  lie  grant  from  the  Crown 
at  the  time  of  the  Act  of  Settlement,  and 
partly  the  voluntary  gifts  from  private 
persons  for  the  Protestant  religion,  and 
never  were  in  posseasion  of  the  Church 
of  Borne.  The  glebe  houses,  aU  built 
since  the  Eeformation,  all,  with  the  im- 
proved lands  and  gardens  round  them, 
were  created  from  the  private  and  per- 
sonal incomes  of  the  clergy,  and  would 
Beem  to  have  all  claims  which  vested 
right  and  tenant  right  can  give.  The 
churches  were,  with  hardly  an  exception, 
built  since  the  Reformation,  largely,  if 
not  chiefly,  from  private  eources.  For 
instance,  since  1833,  the  large  sum  of 
£642,587  7«.  lOd.  has  been  contributed 
from  private  sources  towards  the  build- 
ing and  improvement  of  churches.  The 
cfiuTches  in  our  possession  were  never  in 
the  possession  of  the  Church  of  Some. 
And  then  the  tithe  or  tithe  rent-charge 
— this,  as  we  have  seen,  was  not  cw- 


mibject  to  the  deduction  of  tithe,  and, 
having  been  accustomed  to  pay  it  before 
they  came,  felt  no  hardship,  and  thus 
the  tithe  given  by  Protestants  became 
the  property  of  the  Protestant  Church. 
Thus,  my  Lords,  have  we  received  our 
property  chiefly  through  private  sources, 
but  all  OUT  property  is  held  in  covenant 
— a  covenant  which  pledged  both  giver 
and  receiver  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Beformed  faith.  The  Church  has  never 
broken  that  covenant ;  it  has  fulfilled  its 
trust ;  it  has  held  faithfully  and  con- 
tends earnestly  for  tliat  faidi  once  de- 
livered to  the  saints.  Upon  this  con- 
dition letters  patent  from  the  Crown, 
deeds  of  private  endowment,  contracts 
of  every  kind,  secured  the  property  to 
the  Church,  The  Union  with  Scotland, 
the  Union  with  Ireland,  the  Act  of  Set- 
tlement, each  endorsed  the  covenant  with 
all  the  solemnity  of  a  nation's  honour. 
Sovereign  after  Sovereign  sealed  it  with 
their  Coronation  Oath.  That  convenant 
is  interwoven  with  and  written  down  in- 
dehbly  in  every  law,  every  right  of  pro- 
perty, every  equity  and  moral  oblwja- 
tion,  and  when  you  add  to  all  this  that 
the  property  is  held  for  God  in  all  the 
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sacrednesa  of  such  a  trust,  yon  not  only 
vio1at«  every  human  law  .and  break 
every  human  treaty,  but  you  dare  to 
toudi  the  things  which  belong  to  Qod, 
and  who  can  marvel  if  retribution  shonld 
come  on  a  nation  which  has  done  such 
wrong !  Now,  we  are  told  that,  under 
present  circumstances,  it  is  our  wisdom 
and  our  duty  to  submit  to  some  compro- 
mise, and  let  this  measure  pass  the  se- 
cond reading.  My  Lords,  I  should  have 
no  hesitation,  if  it  were  a  matter  of  mere 
worldly  policy,  in  recognizing  the  force 
of  that  argument,  and  acting  on  the 
'  rersoning  so  powerfully  urged  upon  your 
Lordships  this  night.  But  the  case  is 
not  so.  This  Bill  deals  with  the  highest 
and  most  solemn  Interests  and  princi- 
ples, with  all  that  we  hold  dear  both 
here  and  hereafter,  with  the  very  exist- 
ence of  our  faith,  and  with  that  whidi 
has  made  England  what  she  is.  The 
case,  I  say,  is  a  very  different  one  from 
worldly  policy— one  in  which  we  have 
to  consult  for  the  most  sacred  interests 
and  maintain  them,  no  matter  at  what 
risk  or  at  what  sacnfice.  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that,  rather  than  make  un- 
worthy concessions  upon  vital  matters, 
we  should  quit  ourselves  like  men.  I 
know  not — and  you  will  understand  me 
in  a  figurative  sense — ^why  I  should  lay 
down  my  arms  and  sue  for  terms  from 
my  opponents  while  my  weapons  are  yet 
bright,  while  I  fight  under  a  glorious 
banner,  and  my  cause  is  a  just  and 
righteons  cause.  Better  to  stand  up 
b^dly,  measure  our  weapons,  and,  in 
the  sight  of  England,  in  the  light  of  day, 
and  upon  a  fair  battle-field,  bring  the 
matter  to  an  issue,  and  God  will  defend 
the  right !  Victory,  if  you  gain  it,  will 
be  victory  not  over  your  enemies,  but 
over  your  best  friends.  Victory,  if  you 
gain  it,  will  be  victory  over  the  friends 
of  order,  of  loyalty,  and  of  British  con- 
nection. Victory,  if  you  gain  it,  will  be 
victory  by  forcing  a  breach  in  the 
strongest  bulwark  of  onr  Constitution, 
through  which  anarchy  and  democracy 
may  rush  in.  Nay,  in  the  war  you  have 
proclaimed,  and  the  allies  you  have  in- 
vited, victory,  if  you  gain  it,  may  be — 
wiU  be— victory  over  every  valued  insti- 
tution, over  the  Throne  itaelf,  and  yon 
yourselves  will  be  buried  in  the  ruins 
you  have  made. 

For  these  reasons,  and  becaose  I  must 
obey  God's  truth  rather  than  the  dio- 
tat«e  of  mere  expedient^,  I  hare  no 
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and  domestic  tiee,  and  build  xm  and  fit 
and  cement  it  aU  into  that  mighty  for- 
trcBS  of  a  nation's  freedom,  the  gloriouB 
Constitution  under  vMch  ve  are  as  yet 
privileged  to  live. 

Easl  nelson  :  My  Lords,  as  one  of 
those  irho  ore  about  to  vote  against  tbs 
feelings  of  many  of  my  Frien^  both  in 
and  out  of  the  House,  I  must  ask  your 
Lordships'  indulgence  whilst  I  express 
— as  shortly  as  I  can — my  reasons  for 
giving  that  vote.  I  received  a  letter  the 
other  day  Irom  a  friend  of  mine — a  High 
Church  clergyman  in  the  country — woo 
sent  me  a  Petition  upon  this  measure, 
and  said  he  hoped  he  should  not  find 
my  name  among  those'  who  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  or,  as  he  said, 
among  the  flatterers  and  busy  mockers 
whom  The  Timei  was  pleased  to  applaud. 
Uany  hard  things  have  been  said — 
though  I  am  thankful  to  say  that  they 
have  not  been  said  by  my  Friends  in  thik 
House — about  the  persons  who  will  vote 
from  this  side  of  the  House  in  lavour  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  BiD.  They 
are  called  "cowards";  it  is  said  that 
they  shrink  frvm  duty,  and  will  vote 
against  professed  principles  for  expe- 
diency, from  the  fear  of  consequences, 
and  the  like.  Now — 1  say  it  without 
fear  of  contradiction  —  the  fear  most 
Ukely  to  operate  on  the  minds  of  most 
persons  in  my  position  is  the  fear  of 
going  against  their  party  in  this  House, 
and  not  the  empty  threats  uttered  by 
people  out-of-doors.  I  think  I  may  say 
that  I  am  not  a  coward.  Some  years 
ago  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  vote  con- 
trary to  my  parly — voting  in  a  minori^ 
of  some  twenty — against  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Titles  Bin.  I  know  how  hard  it  is 
to  stand  aloof  from  them,  and  the  kind- 
uesB  of  that  party  only  made  it  the  harder 
to  go  against  them.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion I  voted  against  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Derby),  who  began  the  debate  this  even- 
ing, when  the  Bill  for  establishing  what 
were  termed  "the  godless  Colleges"  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
again  voting  with  the  minori^.  But 
when  1  look  back  upon  these  votes  I 
cannot  help  thinldng  that  if  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Titles  Bill  had  been  rejected,  or 
had  subsequently  been  repealed,  and  if 
we  had  not  denied  to  the  fiomon  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  that  denominational 
system  of  education  in  which  we  our- 
selves  glory,  we  should  not  now  be  en- 
gaged in  discussing  a  measure  for  the 

[Second  Reading— TMri  Night. 


hesitation  in  voting  boldly  and  distinctly 
against  the  eeoond  readmg  of  this  Bill. 
Let  us  remember  the  symptoms  which 
we  see  around  us  of  the  awakening  feel- 
ing of  the  country.  Bemember  the  large 
and  indignant  meetings.  Look  at  Ihe 
Petitions  which  crowd  your  table.  Are 
all  these  speaking  on  behalf  of  what 
yon  call  "ascendancy,"  of  the  adventi- 
tious advantages  of  some  accidents  in 
our  position,  of  the  mere  desire  to  prop 
up  the  outward  fabric  ?  Far  from  it : 
speaking  for  them  and  for  myself,  it  is 
for  something  far  higher.  True,  the 
Church  can  hve  its  higher  life  stripped 
of  all  worldly  help ;  but  the  nation  that 
rejects  and  separates  from  her  alters  her 
position,  and  endangers  her  prosperity. 
Our  struggle  is  for  the  Befonned  faith 
in  Ireland,  for  the  faith  of  our  fathers, 
which  has  been  a  blessing,  and  cannot 
but  be  a  blessing — for  our  poorer  Pro- 
testant brethren  there — for  the  flocks 
upon  the  wild  mountain- side,  aud  the 
bleak  moorlands,  which  must  inevitably, 
under  the  provision  of  this  BiU,  be  left 
as  sheep  without  a  shepherd.  Our 
struggle  then  is  for  the  truth  of  God — 
for  that  righteousness  which,  embodied 
in  the  State,  exalts  a  nation — for  the 
Church  which  is  the  poor  man's  Church. 
What  is  it  that  has  made  England  what 
she  is?  How  is  it  that  even  the  poorest 
man  can  feel  that  his  cottage  is  his  castle, 
and  his  mind  bis  own  ?  How  is  it  that 
he  knows  no  tyrant  can  enter  into  his 
cottage,  no  despot  chain  that  mind  against 
his  will  ?  How  is  it  that  Hberty  is  his 
birthright,  security  his  inheritance — and 
that  for  him,  as  for  the  highest,  every 
tribunal  of  the  land  must  stand  the  light 
of  day,  and  the  test  of  truth  ?  Is  it  that 
England  rules  with  wider  sway,  and 
freer  commerce,  and  stronger  aim  than 
other  lands  ?  No  such  thing.  It  is  that 
that  pure  and  apostolic  faith  secured  to 
us  at  the  Beformation  is  like  a  tree  of 
life,  which  bears  among  others  this 
pleasant  fruit — "  Perfect  Civil  and  Re- 
ligious Liberty,"  It  is  that  the  uniou 
between  that  religion  and  the  State  has 
elevated  her  into  the  superiority  of  a 
land  which  God  has  blessed.  It  is  that 
that  blessed  Book,  the  foundation  of  our 
faith  and  the  birthright  of  our  people, 
not  more  surely  proclaims  pardon  and 
peace  with  man,  justification  through 
our  Redeemer,  than  does  its  mild,  and 

1*nst,  and  gentle  spirit  pervade  like 
eaven  our  uws,  our  liberties,  our  social 
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diseBtabliBhmeiit  of  the  Irieh  Oliurch. 
It  ia  said  by  tlie  noble  £arl,  whom  I 
h&ve  generally  looked  up  to  as  my  leader 
in  this  House,  that  the  whole  of  this  Bill 
has  not  been  accepted  by  the  coimtty.  I 
quite  concur  with  him  in  that  opinion ; 
but  I  do  not  think,  while  we  gloiy  in  the 
maioritieB  which  we  gained  in  Lancashire 
and  other  large  couetituencies,  we  can 
turn  round  and  say — though  we  know 
they  were  gained  by  the  Protestant  feel- 
ing that  was  called  forth — that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  constituencies  at  lai^  have 
not  pronounced  an  opinion  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  only  upon  the  question  whether 
Mr.  Disraeli  or  Mr-  Gladstone  should  be 
at  the  head  of  the  OoTemment.  There 
is  no  shrinking  from  the  fact  as  stated 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)  that  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  has  been  clearly 
decided  by  the  nation.  If  that  bereally 
BO,  it  is  clearly  the  duty  of  this  House 
not  to  be  an  impediment  to  the  working 
of  the  Constitution.  We  have  two  dis- 
Idnot  duties  to  perform  as  a  component 
part  of  the  Legislature.  First,  to  check 
rash  legislation  until  the  opinion  of  the 
nation  can  be  clearly  ascertained — and 
that  duty,  I  think,  we  did  last  year  when 
we  rdected  the  Suspensory  Bill,  Our 
Becond  Unction  is  when  the  will  of  the 
country  has  been  ascertained,  and  when 
it  is  sought  to  give  it  effect,  to  take  care 
that  that  shall  be  done  in  the  most  con- 
stitutional way.  The  latter  I  consider 
to  be  our  clear  fWtction  at  the  present 
moment.  We  are  told  by  the  noble  Earl, 
to  whom  I  have  already  referred,  that 
there  is  do  use  in  trying  to  make  Amend- 
ments in  this  Bill,  because  it  is  quite  cer- 
tain that  those  Amendments  wul  be  re- 
jected by  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
I  can  imf^ine  no  aii^ment  more  calcu- 
lated to  be  subversive  of  the  power  of  this 
House,  ortending  to  exhibit  moreaeense 
of  its  weakness.  My  own  opinion  is 
that  if  we  choose  to  amend  the  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  its  details  have  not  been 
sanctioned  by  the  country  we  shall  be 
occupying  a  iDctt*  standi  which  cannot 
easily  be  shaken.  But  what  does  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  do  F  He  proposes  that  you 
should  send  back,  as  it  were,  a  tabula  rata 
to  the  country,  and  that,  although  there 
are  Amendments  which  might  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  we  will  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  This,  my  Lords,  is  not  a 
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course  which  I,  for  one,  think  it  would 
be  expedient  to  adopt — especially  when 
we  consider  that  this  measure  is  re- 
garded as  one  of  a  series  of  measures 
intended,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
to  promote  the  pacification  of  Ireland. 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  not  onlypio- 
pose  Amendments  in  the  Bill  in  Com' 
mittee,  but  that  you  will  be  prepared  to 
stand  by  them.  But  if  we  reject  this 
measure  without  att«mptiag  to  amend 
it,  we  take  the  responeihOity  of  the  agita- 
tion of  Ireland  upon  our  own  shoulders, 
at  a  time  when  the  Orangemen  of  Ire- 
land would  be  excited  by  their  vio- 
toiy  and  the  Boman  Catholics  embit- 
tered by  a  defeat.  I  do  not  think  that 
we  ought  to  accept  such  a  position.  But 
there  are  other  reasons  for  the  vote  I 
intend  to  give.  If  we  look  to  history  we 
shall  £nd  that  the  union  of  Church 
and  State  is  based  upon  the  principle 
that  the  majority  of  the  nation  aoo^>ts 
the  religion  whidi  is  unit«d  to  it.  lais 
principle  was  accepted  at  the  Beforma- 
tion,  and  it  was  to  be  maintained  by 
Penal  Laws.  But  the  moment  you  al-  , 
lowed  that  the  Penal  Laws  had  failed 
you,  and  more  certainly  &om  the  mo- 
ment you  repealed  them,  the  union  of 
Church  and  State  was  left  apart  &om  its 
old  principle,  and  became  nothing  more 
than  a  voluntary  (^reement.  It  may 
be  said  to  be  very  unchivalrous  in  me 
to  attempt  to  show  any  difference  be- 
tween the  state  of  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land and  that  of  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
but  the  basis  of  all  chivalry  is  to  tell  the 
truth.  In  the  former,  history  tells  us 
that  many  of  the  Nonconformists  were 
baptized  and  buried  according  to  our 
formularies.  In  the  time  of  James  H., 
even  when  the  Penal  Laws  were  in  full 
force,  the  Nonconformists  of  England 
rallied  round  the  Church  in  a  wonderfiil 
manner  when  they  believed  it  to  be  in 
danger.  In  the  same  manner  I  believe 
that  the  Nonconformists  of  this  country 
would  again  rally  round  the  Church  of 
England  to  defend  it  from  the  attacks  of 
infidelity  and  Bomanism,  But  when 
we  look  to  Ireland,  history  tells  us  a 
very  different  stoiy,  and  shows  that  the 
difference  between  the  Church  of  Ireland 
and  the  Nonconformists  of  that  countiy 
was  one  ichich  was  totally  irreconcila- 
ble. Not  only,  therefore,  has  the  voice 
of  the  country  been  rtusad  in  &vour  of 
disestablishment,  but  the  history  of  the 
union  between  CSiunh  and  State  tod  Ot 
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the  true  prinoiple  upon  which  it  ie  based 
has  redly  demanded  it.  And  further,  I 
maintam  that  it  is  not  ueoeBBarily  an  un- 
ohristiaa  act  to  disendow  or  disestablish 
a  Church,  although  the  way  in  which 
the  act  is  sought  to  be  carried  out  mar 
be  both  wrong  and  unchristian.  I  wish 
it  clearly  to  be  understood  that  while  I 
cannot  fear  any  harm  to  a  true  branch 
of  Christ's  Chiu*Qh  from  disestablishment 
or  disendowment,  I  am  not  foolishly  in 
favour  of  dis^tablishment  or  dieendow- 
ment.  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself  the 
&ct  that  the  establishment  of  the  Chtirch 
is  a  great  good  both  to  Church  and 
Stato,  though  there  may  be  evil  effects 
^m  it  to  Sie  one  and  the  other.  Peo- 
ple tell  us  that  this  Bill  will  destroy  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  that  it  will  de- 
stroy the  union  which  exista  between  the 
Churches.  Now,  I  deny  that  the  State 
can  destroT  any  true  branch  of  the 
Church  of  Christ :  I  deny  that  the  Stato 
union  at  present  existing  between  the 
two  Chur^ea  has  anything  to  do  with 
that  tme  nnion  which  ought  to  exist  in 
Christ's  Chupoh  between  the  different 
branches  of  it ;  and  I  say  emphatically 
that  this  Bill  will  not,  and  cannot,  de- 


is  not  necessarily  wrong,  the  way  adopted 
for  carrying  it  out  may  be  so.  I  cannot 
myself  see  why,  in  canying  out  this 
scheme,  the  Stato  need  renounce  alto- 
gether its  care  for  the  Christian  teaching 
of  it«  people.  I  do  not  see  why,  in  carry- 
ing it  out,  the  State  need  apply  to  secular 
purposes  money  which  has  been  origin- 
ally dedicated  to  religious  usee.  I  cannot 
see  why  the  State  should  not  deal  fairly 
and  hberally  with  the  members  of  the 
Church  which  is  about  to  be  disestab- 
lished. My  Lords,  at  this  late  hour  it  is 
not  my  intention  &rther  to  trespass  upon 
your  attention.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
stated  I  believe  that,  if  Amendments 
which  may  be  proposed  by  your  Lord- 
ships be  carried,  many  evils  on  the  face 
of  the  Bill  will  be  removed,  and  that 
your  Lordships  will  be  able  in  Committee 
to  effect  sucn  alterations  ae  will  prove 
acceptable  to  the  country.  Should  your 
Amendments  be  rejected  by  the  other 
House  and  returned  to  you,  it  will  then 
be  in  j^our  Lordship's  power  to  appeal 
to  the  country  in  order  that  it  may  decide 
whether  the  way  which  your  Lordships 
propose,  or  the  way  which  the  Prime 
Minister  proposes,  is  the  right  and  pro- 


]  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the 


The  fiiriher  Debate  on  the  said  Motioa 
adjourned  'till  To-morroiB, 

HouH  wijoonied  at  b  qaarter  put 

Ooso'olook,  ill.,  till  half 

PMC  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

nurido!/,  nth  Junt,  1869. 

MINUTES.]  —  Nbw  Hunts  SwoaN—CbirlM 
Swlf  the  jonnger,   nqnire,  far  Nottingbun 

SiucT  ComiTni— Salmon  Fishsriei.  appointed. 
Sdfplt — eotttiderad  in  CanmitUt—ktMX  Ean- 

Pdbuo  Bille— Ordered— FirH  Readiiiff—iMiUa 
FrMmen  liiifranchitoment  •  |  i68]. 

Second  flMrfwy— Judicial  Statiilio  (Seotland)' 
[113];  Pnaont  (Scotland)  Adminiatralion  Act 
(ISSO)  AmendniBnt*  [U3] :  Titlei  to  Land 
ConMlidniion  (Seotlatid)  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* [182];  Court  of  Seaaion  Aot  (ISBS) 
Amendment '[liS];  Poor  Law  Board  Frofl- 
atonal  Orden  ConflrmUioD  *  [186], 

Conmitlee  —  Iieport—^ndoiied  Hoipibili,  Ao. 
(Sootland)  {iv-annm.]  [121]  i  Local  Gofern- 
menC  Supplemanul  (re-eomm.)'  [1B5]  ;  Mar- 
ried Women's  Property  (re-comm.)  •  [30]  ;  Poor 
Law  Union  Loam  Bill*  [128-167]. 

Contidered  at  amended— Eaio^ei  Sohoola  [103]. 

Third  Reading— Drtiaa^  and  Improvement  ot 
Landa  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3)  *  [1A8] 

Withdrawn — SiLlmaD  Fiiheiiea  LawAsiendmeot* 
[130]. 

INDIA— HOME    ACCOUNTS.— QUESTION. 

Sib  STAPPOED  KORTECOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  submit  the 
Home  Accounts  of  the  Qovemment  of 
India,  which  have  just  been  delivered,  to 
the  Committee  of  Public  Accounte  ? 

Mk.  GEANT  duff  :  Having  re- 
gard. Sir,  to  the  7th  and  8th  paragraphs 
of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  for  1868,  and  consider' 
ing  that  the  arrangment  with  respect  to 
the  salary  and  duties  of  our  Auditor, 
which  that  Committee  pronoonced  to  he 
"not  free  from  objection,"  no  longer 
exists,  we  do  not  think  that  any  useful 
purpose  would  be  served  by  again  this 
year  submitting  the  Home  Accounts  of 
the  Goremment  of  India  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts.  "We  do  not 
accordingly  propose  to  take  the  initiative 
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in  Bubmitting  them ;  but  if  my  riglit  hon. 
Friend,  after  re-coneidering  the  matter, 
thinks  it  desirable  to  move  that  they 
should  be  so  submitted,  we  shall  make 
no  objection  Thatever  to  his  proposal. 

RELATIONS  WITH  MEXICO.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  aOMEESET  BEAUMONT  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What  obstacles 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  establishment  of 
Diplomatic  relations  between  this  coun- 
try and  the  Eepublic  of  Mexico  f 

Mk.  OTWAY  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
state  of  the  relations  between  ^is  coim- 
try  and  the  ItepubUc  of  Mexico  had 
remained  unchanged  siace  a  question 
identical  in  language  with  the  present 
had  been  addressed  by  Mr.  Kinglake  to 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Lynn 
Begis  (Lord  Stanley) .  It  was  very  much 
to  be  regretted  that  we  had  not,  from 
the  absence  of  diplomatic  intercourse, 
any  means  of  aiding  British  interests  in 
that  country,  which  were  great  and  nu- 
merous, but  the  state  of  things  existing 
was  not  one  of  our  seeking.  When  the 
Itepublican  Government  was  estabhshed 
in  Mexico,  the  President  notified  his 
tention  of  not  holding  ofBcial  intercourse 
with  those  Powers  which  had  recog- 
nized the  preceding  d^  facto  Government 
of  Mexico,  and  the  British  Consul  in  the 
city  of  Mexico  was  denied  consular  juris- 
diction. Under  these  circumstances  the 
British  Legation  in  Mexico  was  with- 
drawn.   He  had.  reason  to  beheve  that 

there    would    be    no    indisposition 

■the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  renew  official  intercourse  with  the 
fiepublic  of  Mexico  when  that  Govern- 
ment should  notify  its  desire ;  but  the 
hon.  Member,  he  trusted,  would  be  of 
opinion  that  the  first  steps  in  this  matter 
could  not,  with  propriety,  come  horn  the 
Government  of  this  country. 

POOR  LAW  —  MAGISTRATES  AND 
BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS.— QUESTION. 
CoLoifEL  DTOTT  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
with  reference  to  a  recent  Correspond- 
ence between  the  Board  of  Guardians  of 
the  Lichfield  Union  and  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  In  which  the  Poor  Law  Board 
decided  that  mayors  and  magistrates  of 
boroughs  were  not  entitled  to  oe  ex  officio 
members  of  Boards  of  Guardians,  and 
to  a  subsequent  Correspondence  in  which 
Mr.  Orant  Ihiff 


the  Poor  Law  Board  decided  that 
mayois  and  magistrates  of  boroughs 
which  are  counties  in  themselves  ore 
entitled  to  be  Guardians  of  the  Union  in 
which  such  borough  is  situated.  Whether 
the  Poor  Law  Board  have  been  guided 
in  their  decision  by  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  Board  will  submit  a  case 
with  the  view  to  ascertain  that  opinion  ? 
Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  in  reply,  that 
as  far  as  the  first  case  was  concerned, 
the  Poor  Law  Board  had  been  guided 
in  their  decision  by  the  opinion  of  the 
late  Sir  William  Follett,  when  one  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Growa,  and  they 
had  subsequently  taken  the  opinion  of 
their  standing  counsel,  that  magistrates 
of  boroughs  which  were  not  counties 
could  not  be  ex  officio  members  of  Boards 
of  Guardians,  As  regarded  magistrates 
of  boroughs  which  were  counties,  Sir 
William  Follett's  opinion  was  that  they 
were  entitled  to  act  as  «:  officio  Guar- 
dians. It  was  doubtful  whether  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Legislature, 
but  the  wording  of  the  Act  did  not  ex- 
clude such  boroughs. 

PAELIAMENT-XnE    LADIES'    QAL- 
LERIES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  A.  HEBBEBT  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  there  exists  any  reason  why 
the  gratings  in  front  of  the  Ladies'  Gal- 
leries shoiud  not  be  removed ;  and  whe- 
ther the  accommodation  already  existing 
cannot  in  any  way  be  improved  7 

Mb.  LA  yard  said,  he  could  not  take 
upon  himself  the  very  grave  responsi- 
bility of  removing  these  gratines.  He 
believed  the  reason  why  they  had  not 
been  removed  was  that  the  subject  had 
been  frequently  discussed  in  that  House, 
and  the  general  feeling  of  the  House  was 
against  it.  ^"No,  no!"]  As  regarded 
accommodation,  he  must  confess  &at  it 
was  extremely  bad ;  and,  indeed,  if  it 
were  not  for  those  who  occupied  it,  ho 
should  be  inclined  to  call  it  a  Chamber 
of  Horrors.  He  was  informed  that  in 
the  present  state  of  the  biulding  no 
alteration  could  be  made ;  but  if  the 
House  should  sanction  the  construction 
of  a  new  chamber  for  their  meetings, 
as  was  proposed  by  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend 
near  hirn  (Mr.  Headlam),  he  believed 
means  miEht  be  found  for  giving  better 
]  acoommo&tion  to  the  ladies. 
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Mk.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  he  ■would 
give  notice  that,  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  he  woula 
move  that,  in  the  opinion  of  thie  House, 
the  grating  in  &ont  of  the  Ladies'  Ce- 
leries be  removed. 

UR.  BBIGHT'S  LETTER. 
QUEanoN. 

CoLoiTEL  NORTH :  I  beg  leave  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  letter  read  at  a  public  meeting  at 
Birmingham  on  Monday  the  14th  in- 
stant, signed  John  Bright,  and  which 
has  appeared  in  the  pubhc  journals,  was 
written  by  the  President  of  the  Bo^  of 
Trade ;  and,  if  eo,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment concur  in  the  opinions  therein  ex- 
pressed? 

Ub.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  in  anewei 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
letter  whidi  has  been  published  in  the 
journals  as  having  been  addressed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  some  of  his 
constituents  at  Birmingham,  and  as 
having  been  read  at  a  pubhc  meeting 
there,  is — his  production.  Further,  Sir, 
I  have  to  state  that  letter  was  written 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  without  com- 
munication with  his  Oolleaguea,  upon 
his  own  responsibility,  as,  in  fact,  also 
was  a  letter  I  myself  wrote  to  a  gentle- 
man at  Bradford,  acknowledging  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  Resolution  passed  at  a  town 
meeting  on  the  Irish  Church  two  days 
before ;  and  that  letter  of  mine  was  pub- 
lished in  the  same  paper  with  the  letter 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  it  was  not 
dignified  with  the  same  large  and  clear 
^^e,  nor  with  the  same  prominent  posi- 
tion in  the  newspaper,  and  it  attracted, 
I  feel  somewhat  mortified  in  saying,  no 
notice  whatever.  With  respect  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  that  is,  as 
to  whether  the  Government  agree  in  the 
Opinions  expressed  in  that  letter,  I  must 
say  that  the  Government  have  not 
thought  it  their  duty,  and  will  not  think 
it  their  duty,  to  consider  in  detail  the 
particulars  of  those  opinions,  and  for  a 
reason  which  I  think  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  will  readily  perceive  to 
be  just.  There  may  be  many  things 
with  which,  in  the  abstract,  as  proposi- 
tions the  Ghivemment  would  agree,  and 
yet  with  which  as  a  Government  they 
might  not  think  themselves  justified  or 
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warranted  in  stating  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  a  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
What  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gtentleman 
is,  I  think,  perfectly  entitled  to  ask  from 
me  is — Whether  the  Government  them- 
selves in  any  manner  approve,  or  desire 
in  appearance  to  approve,  any  inter- 
ference, by  threat,  dictation,  or  other- 
wise, the  perfectly  free  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  Now,  Sir,  upon  that 
subject  I  hope  I  may  appeal  to  the  tone 
that  has  been  preserved  in  debate  both 
here  and  elsewhere  to  sustain  me  when 
I  say  that  nothing  can  be  further  from 
our  intentions.  Each  branch  of  the 
Legislature  in  this  country  is  not  only 
naturally,  but  justly,  jealous  of  the 
slightest  attempt  to  interfere  with  its 
liberty  of  discussion,  and  most  of  all 
would  it  feet  that  jealousy  when  senti- 
ments, which  might  be  in  themselves 
possibly  defensible,  just,  or  wholesome, 
were  propounded  with  a  guati  authori^ 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  And, 
Sir,  I  may  presume  to  state,  as  the 
question  has  been  raised — I  do  not  say 
unjustifiably  raised — that  these  are  not 
mere  words  upon  our  part ;  for  I  can  say 
for  myself  that  within  the  last  week  or 
ten  days  overtures  have  been  made  to 
me  from  large  centres  of  population  with 
respect  to  the  holding  of  great  meetings 
on  the  subject  now  under  discussion  m 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  have,  as  far  as 
I  could  presume  to  do  so,  steadily  dis- 
couraged such  meetings,  and,  perhaps,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  s^  ^so,  on  the 
part  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  though 
again  without  concert  with  me,  and 
upon  his  own  responsibility,  that  he  has 
met  similar  overtures  by  pursuing  a 
similar  course  to  that  I  deemed  it  right 
to  adopt,  and  he  has  been  anxious  to 
avert  any  popular  action  of  that  kind 
which  may  interfere,  or  seem  to  inter- 
fere, with  the  free  action  of  the  House 
of  Peers. 


PAYMENT  OP  INCOME  AND  ASSESSED 
TAXES— QUESTION. 
Sm  GEORGE  JENKINSON  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Will  the  payment  to  be  made 
on  the  Istof  January  1870  in  respect 
of  Income  Tax  and  Assessed  Taxes  clear 
the  payer  from  all  such  Taxes  for  all 
that  year — namely,  np  to  1st  of  January 
1871,  or  will  it  only  clear  him  up  to  the 
6th  of  April  1870 ;   will  not  the  pay- 
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ment  is  reepect  of  these  Taxes  to  be 
made  in  AprU  1870  be  retrospectiTe  for 
Uie  present  year  1869;  and,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Finanoial  Bill, 
irill  any  payment  in  respect  of  either 
Income  Tax  or  Assessed  Taxes  ever 
affain  be  paid  in  the  month  of  April 

^r  next  April  1870  ?  

Thk  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
OUGB :  Sir,  I  am  a&aid  it  ia  not  in  my 
power  to  throw  any  fresh  Kght  upon 
this  Bubjeot,  but  I  will  recapitulate  how 
tlie  matter  stands.  A  convenient  way 
to  do  &at  would  be  to  consider  first  the 
taxes  for  the  year  1868-9,  and  next  for 
the  financial  year  beginning  April,  1869, 
and  ending  April,  1870.  Now,  as  re- 
gards the  year  1868-9,  the  land  and 
house  taxes  have  been  paid.  The  last 
half  of  them  was  paid  in  the  April  just 
passed ;  therefore  they  are  done  with. 
As  regards  the  income  tax,  the  same 
thing  lias  happened.  The  last  quarter 
of  income  tax  was  collected  in  April  last ; 
80  that  does  away  with  that  tax  for 
1868-9.  As  regai^  the  assessed  taxes 
tiie  matter  is  difiFerent,  for  they  do  not 
beg^  to  be  eoUected  until  October. 
Kone  of  the  asseesed  taxes  of  1868-9 
have  as  yet  been  collected.  One-half  of 
them  will  be  collected  in  1 869,  the  other 
half  in  April,  1 870.  That  is  the  state  of 
the  case  with  r^^  to  1868-9.  All  the 
taxes  of  that  year  are  collected  except 
the  assessed  taxes.  Then,  as  to  the 
present  financial  year,  1869-70,  nothing 
will  be  collected  on  behalf  of  house  tax 
or  land  tax  until  January,  1870,  and 
then  the  whole  of  those  taxes  will  be 
collected,  and  nothing  more  will  be  col- 
lected on  behalf  of  those  taxes  until 
January,  1871.  As  regards  the  assessed 
taxes,  they  are  abolished  and  Excise 
licenses  substituted,  which  will  be  col- 
lected in  what  used  to  be  c^ed  assessed 
taxes  for  the  year  1869-70  in  January, 
1870;  and  nothing  more  will  be  collected 
after  January,  1870,  on  behalf  of  that 
year  until  January,  1871.  The  same 
thing  applies  exactly  with  regard  to  the 
income  tax.  No  income  tax  will  be  col- 
lected from  this  time  until  the  1st  of 
January,  1870,  and  on  that  day  will  be 
ooUected  the  income  tax  for  the  financial 
year  beginning  in  April,  1869,  and  end- 
ing in  April,  1870,  and  no  further  col- 
lection wul  be  made  until  Januaiy,  1871. 
I  hope  that  is  a  sufficient  answer. 


Sir  George  Jeniimon 
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EEPBESEKTATION  OF  MINORITIES. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  HENET  HOARE  said,  he  would 
b^  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
suiy.  Whether  the  Government  propose, 
during  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Clause  of 
the  Gepresentation  of  the  People  Act, 
1867,  providing  for  the  representation 
of  minorities? 
Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  Her  Ma- 
rty's Ghivemnient  have  not  taken  into 
consideration  whether  they  should  make 
any  proposal  to  the  House  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  clause  in  die  Bepresentatioa 
"  the  People  Act  providing  for  the 
representation  of  minorities.  It  is  well 
known  to  my  hon.  Friend,  as  to  all  the 
world,  that  neither  all  the  Qentlemen  on 
this  Bench,  nor,  I  think  upon  any  other 
Bench  in  the  House  of  Commons,  were 
entirely  aOTeed  in  their  views  upon  that 
clause.  Whether  all  my  Colleagues  re- 
tain the  opinions  they  expressed!  do  not 
know,  but  I  may  own  that  I  still  retain 
my  opinions  on  the  subject,  and  they 
have  certainly  been  rather  strengthened 
than  weakened  by  all  that  has  since 
occurred. 

KEW  GARDENS.— QUESTION. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Commissioner 
Works,  Whether  any  arrangement 
could  be  made  at  the  Boyal  Botanical 
Gardens,  whereby  the  public  could  be 
admitted  at  an  earlier  hour  than  at 
present  ? 

Mr.  LATAED  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
gardens  at  Kew  were  used  for  scientific 
purposes  as  well  as  a  place  of  resort  for 
pleasure-seekers,  and  in  consequence  of 
the  work  to  be  done  in  the  hot-houses 
and  elsewhere  it  was  necessary  to  have 
the  gardens  closed  in  the  early  part  of 
the  day.  It  was  considered  necessary 
by  the  late  Sir  W.  J.  Hooker  that  they 
should  be  cloned  till  one  o'clock ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Layard)  was  in  communication 
with  Dr.  Hooker,  the  present  Director, 
with  a  view  to  see  if  the  public  could 
not  be  admitted  at  an  earlier  hour. 

Ma.  MURpny.  toe  protestant 

LECTUEEB.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  GREENE  said,  he  would  heg  to 

ask  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department,  Whetherit  ia  true,  Uuiphy, 
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the  Proteetant  lecturer,  vae  taken  into 
oostody  on  Monday  the  14th,  previous 
to  the  meeting^  at  Birmingham  on  the 
Lisli  Church  Question ;  if  so,  whether 
he  will  object  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  information  on  which  he  was 
arPMted,  showing  the  charge  preferred 
gainst  him ;  whether  any  investigatiou 
hae  taken  place ;  and,  under  what  Act  of 
Parliament  ho  was  arrested  ? 

Me.  BKUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
had  notice  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion only  diat  momins  when  the  Paper 
wSfl  delivered,  and  he  had  not  been  able 
to  communicate  with  the  Mayor  of  Bir- 
mingham in  order  to  obtain  uie  informa- 
tion which  the  hon.  Gentleman  desired. 
All  he  knew  about  the  arrest  of  this 
person,  whom  the  hon.  Member  desig- 
nated by  the  name  of  the  "  Protestant 
lecturer,"  was  derived  from  the  news- 
papers, from  which  it  appeared  that  he 
was  prevented  from  attending  a  public 
meetmg,  the  case  was  heard  before  the 
maffistrates  and  dismissed,  and  it  was 
odi^d  that  he  was  about  to  bring  an 
action  against  the  Mayor  for  a  false 
arrest  Be  was  unable  to  say  under 
what  Act  of  Parliament  Mr.  Murphy 
was  arrested. 


IRELAND— LOANS  TO  DUBLIN  AND 
BE  LFAST.— (JO  ESTION. 

Mk.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, If  he  can  assign  any  reason  for  the 
reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest  on  the 
loan  granted  by  the  Public  Works  Com- 
missioners for  the  new  Dublin  Water- 
works from  5  to  4  percent  in  1864;  ajid 
on  what  grounds  ne  refused  the  same 
reduction  to  the  Belfast  Water  Commls- 
sioners  on  their  loan  of  £130,000  F 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  he  could  not 
state  the  reason  for  the  reduction  of  the 
interest  payable  for  the  Dublin  Water- 
works from  5  to  4  per  cent,  but  in 
reference  to  the  Minute  he  saw  that  it 
was  done  under  special  circumstanoes. 
He  presumed,  therefore,  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  be  drawn  into  a  precedent. 
Why  he  was  not  willing  to  reduce  the 
interest  in  the  case  of  Belfast  was  that, 
when  persons  entered  into  contracts  with 
the  Qovemment  by  which  they  obtained 
loans  on  advantageous  terms,  the  burden 
of  proof  lay  upon  those  who  sought  to 
vary  them.    Belfast  hod  made  out  no 


case  for  reduction;  it  had  obtained 
money  and  was  able  to  pay;  therefore 
it  ought  to  pay. 

PARLIAMENT-DUBLIN  CITY  WRIT. 

ADJOtnufED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [14th  June], 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  tune  bit  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  to  niaka  oat  a 
new  Writ  Tor  the  eleotinji  oF  »  ClliteD  to  Mrre  in 
thi>  preienC  Parliament  for  the  Cilj  of  Dablin,  in 
the  room  of  Sir  Arthur  Guinoeu,  baronet,  whose 
Election  baa  boon  detsrmiDed  to  bs  void." — 
{Mr.  Xoet ) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  loBTO  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queition,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  leave  be  gifen  to  bring  in  A  Bill  for  dlsl'mn- 
ehiiing  Ihe  Freemen  of  the  Cilf  of  Dublin,"— (Sir 
Qeargt  Ort^,) 


Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  added." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  he  had  no  intention 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  first  stage 
of  the  proposed  Bill ;  he  must  however, 
be  allowed  to  express  his  regret  that  the 
ri|^t  hon.  Oentieman  (Sir  Qeorge  Qrey) 
had  brought  back  into  the  House  one  of 
those  questions  which  they  had  been 
doing  all  they  could  to  keep  out  of  it. 
He  deeply  regretted  it,  because  the  pre- 
cedent set  by  BO  high  an  authority  would 
not  be  easily  forgotten.  With  regard 
to  the  matter  itself,  he  confessed  it 
shocked  his  senee  of  justice  when  it  was 
said  that  there  was  a  case  for  inquiry, 
and  then  without  any  inqnlir  they  were 
called  upon  to  condemn.  He  abo  re- 
gretted that  the  subject  was  brought 
before  the  House  for  a  epedal  reason. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  last  year 
there  was  a  discussion  upou  the  subject 
of  the  freemen  of  Ireland  on  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Clare  (Sir  ColmanO'Loghlen).  The 
House  would  not  foi^t  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  were  &en  asked  to  dis- 
franchise the  frisemen  of  Dublin.  Cor< 
ruption  was  not  the  main  ground,  but 
the  position  they  took  in  regard  to  the 
connection  of  this  country  with  Ireland. 
Would  it  be  possible  for  people  to  be- 
lieve that  this  question  had  been  brot^ht 
up  because  forty  or  fifty  freemen  of  the 
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City  of  Dublin  were  corrupt,  or  would 
they  not,  on  the  other  hand,  be  convinced 
that  it  "was  because  these  &eemen  were 
of  a  particular  -vsij  of  thinking  in  poli- 
tical matters?  He  especially  resetted 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  QenUeman, 
because  the  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  had  been  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Church  with  a  strong  hand.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Clare  last  year  used  the 
same  argument  with  reg^  to  the  free- 
men of  Ireland  which  he  had  used  as  to 
the  Lrish  Church.  Did  they  not  believe 
that  the  land  question  would  follow? 
How  were  they  to  separate  them  f  If  a 
right  hon,  GenUeman  on  the  other  side 
brought  forward  this  Motion  on  a  colour- 
able pretence,  why  should  it  not  apply 
to  the  land  question,  which  was  as  much 
a  badge  of  ascendancy  as  the  Irish 
Church  7  He  regretted  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  because  he  believed  there 
was  much  more  inconvenience  in  taking 
this  course  than  in  permitting  the  cor- 
TuptioQ  to  pass  imnoticed. 

Snt  GEORGE  GREY  said  that,  in- 
dependently of  the  respect  he  enter- 
tained for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  bad  just  sat  down,  he  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  to  explain  the  course  he 
had  taken.  It  was  impossible  for  the 
House  to  maintain  its  character  for  de- 
siring to  check  corruption  if  it  aUowed 
the  Dublin  Writ  to  issue,  and  took  no 
steps  to  purify  the  constituency.  Wlien 
the  House  of  Lords,  for  reasons  which 
he  was  far  from  regarding  as  unsatisfac- 
tory, declined  to  join  in  the  Address  to 
the  Crown  for  a  C^mimission,  there  were 
two  courses  open  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  not,  in  his  opinion,  a  third ; 
yet  that  third  course  had  been  taken 
by  the  hoa.  Member  (Mr.  Noel),  who, 
representing  the  party  opposite,  had 
moved  the  issue  of  the  Writ.  With 
fluch  a  Report  from  Mr.  Justice  Keogb, 
if  they  allowed  the  Writ  to  issue,  the 
corrupt  portion  of  the  freemen  would 
again  exercise  the  franchise,  and  with 
the  same  desire  to  make  as  much  private 
profit  as  possible  out  of  the  election.  A 
Bill  might  be  proposed  to  authorize  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  according  to  the  j 
precedent  adopted  in  the  cases  of  Sud-  i 
bury  and  St.  Albans,  but  in  that  case  | 
the  inquiry  would  not  be  completed  I 
before  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  the 
Writ  could  not  issue  until  the  beginning 
of  next  year.  On  the  other  hand,  the , 
case  of  the  freemen  of  Dublin  fell  exactly 
Mr.  Etnhy  ' 
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within  the  precedent  of  Tannontb,  where 
gross  and  extensive  bribery havingbeen 
proved  beforeaCommitteeof  that  House 
to  have  existed  among  the  freemen  of 
the  borough,  the  House  passed  a  Bill  for 
disfranchising  the  freemen  on  the  Report 
of  its  own  Committee,  and  without 
further  inquiiy.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  and  others 
who  opposed  this  Motion  whether  they 
had  read  not  only  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Justice  Keogh,  but  also  tus  elaborate 
judgment,  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
table  F  It  was  said  that  only  a  small 
number  of  the  freemen  had  been  proved 
connipt.  The  bon.  Member  for  Armagh 
(Mr.  Vance)  said  he  had  reason  to  know 
that  if  the  learned  Judge  who  made  that 
Report  had  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  House  would  proceed  against  the 
Dublin  ireemen  in  the  way  now  pro- 
posed he  would  not  have  made  that  Re- 
port. [Mr.  Vasce  :  If  the  House  were 
to  proceed  without  further  inquiry.] 
But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  reaa 
the  judgment  of  Mr,  Justice  Eeogh,  he 
would  be  satisfied  that  the  corruption  of 
the  freemen  of  Dublin  had  been  not 
only  extensive,  but  gross  and  systematic. 
It  was  true  that  only  fifteen  freemen 
were  named  as  having  been  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices,  but  b^ween  280  and 
290  were  specified,  although  not  by 
name,  as  having  been  equally  guilty  of 
corruption.  The  learned  Judge  added 
that  a  considerable  number  had  been 
seen  asking  for  payment  for  the  votes 
they  had  given  for  Sir  Arthur  Guinness. 
He  was  glad  that  the  learned  Judge  en- 
tirely exonerated  that  gentleman  from 
personal  participation  in  any  act  of 
corruption.  A  "Mr.  Foster"  was  de- 
signated by  the  learned  Judge  as  "the 
great  contriver  of  this  system  of  corrup- 
tion." Mr.  Foster  was  called  upon  the 
trial  of  the  petition,  but  he  was  not  to 
be  found,  and  it  was  asceriained  that  he 
had  gone  to  England  the  day  before  he 
was  wanted,  and  that  the  evidence  to 
identify  the  freemen  was  insufficient, 
owing  to  Mr.  Foster's  absence.  1£  the 
Writ,  consequently,  were  now  now  to  be 
issued,  only  fifreen  freemen  would  be 
disqualified  fr^m  having  been  named  in 
the  Report,  while  the  280  who  were 
proved  to  have  been  corrupted  would  ba 
still  enabled  to  exercise  the  franchise. 
No  doubt  existed  in  the  mind  of  Mr. 
Justice  Ket^h  as  to  the  extent  of  cor- 
ruption among  the  freemen.  The  leoisod. 
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Judge,  at  the  ocmclusion  of  hie  judg- 
ment, said — 

"I  ahalt  furthennor*  dsolart— becBuw  it  has 
bMD  iiroTsd  bf  Hr.  White,  one  of  the  principal 
•olioitora  for  Sir  Arthur  Guinneat,  Moting  Tor  him 
ftt  the  eleotion,  >nd  now  aating  for  him  on  this 
petilioa  ;  proved  b7  Cimpbell,  wbo>e  apincj  bu 
been  eitabliihed,  and  nhom  Ur.  Goodman  de- 
■oribed  *•  best  acqiminted  witli  tbe  freemen ; 
prored  b;  that  document,  tbe  oioiC  artful  of  all, 
whioh  WM  to  be  delivered  at  No.  3,  Dame  Street, 
■fter  tbe  election,  and  which  vu  printed  and  paid 
for  At  78,  Capel  Street,  at  the  desire  of  Ilenrx 
Foiter ;  proT^  b;  what  appeara  to  me  the  moit 
MnoloiiTe  evidence,  direct  and  oircnmelantial — 
tb>l  the  rreemen  of  thii  aitj  havs  been  ahown  to 
•  great  extent  to  b«  oorrupl  voter*,  and  1  ibBil 
leave  the  Uouae  of  Common*  to  deal  with  their 
Mae  and  the  oonatitoenoj  aa  affaoted  bf  them." 

If  the  Writ  had  been  iseued  without  any 
notice  being  taken  of  such  a  state  of 
things,  the  House  of  Commoos  would, 
in  his  opinion,  have  been  juatly  charge- 
able with  screening  bribery  and  en- 
ooaragine  those  freemen  to  believe  that 
tliey  might  continue  their  corrupt  prac- 
tices with  impunity.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, ^at  he  was  justified  in  interposing 
between  the  House  and  the  issuing  of 
the  Writ.  Hon.  Oeatlemen  opposite 
asked  for  further  inquiry;  but  if  he 
had  proposed  a  Bill  for  a  Commission  he 
should  have  been  laying  himself  open  to 
the  charge  of  wishing  to  delay  indefi- 
nitely the  issuing  of  the  Writ.  He 
would,  however,  test  the  sincerity  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  by  dropping 
hie  Bill,  io  case  a  Motion  for  fur- 
ther inquiiy  should  be  brought  forward 
by  them,  if  it  were  understood  that  the 
Writ  should  not  issue  in  the  meantime. 
He  hoped  that,  befbre  the  Bill  came  on 
for  a  second  reading,  either  some  alter- 
native proposal  would  be  made  with  the 
object  of  preventing  the  freemen  exer- 
cising the  □■anchiee  without  &rther  in- 
quiry, or  that  hon.  Qentlemen  would 
readUiejudgmentof  Mr.  Justice  Eet^h, 
and  with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts 
disclosed  in  it,  agree  to  the  present  Bill. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  had  perused  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the  judg- 
ment, and  hie  impreseion  was  that  the 
Beport  to  the  Speaker  exactly  followed 
frran  what  the  learned  Judge  remarked 
in  delivering  his  judgment.  It  appeared 
that  a  great  many  suspicious  circum- 
stances struck  the  learned  Judge's  mind 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  freemen 
were  induced  to  vote,  but  that  they  were 
not  of  a  Mod  to  justify  his  reporting  to 
Hie  Speaker  that  corrupt  practices  bad 
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eztensivety  prevailed.  What  the  learned 
Judge  said  in  his  judgment  entirely 
coincided  with  Ms  official  Report,  and 
they  both  seemed  to  point  to  fkutiier  in- 
quiry. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  George  Grey)  had  said  that  the 
Writ  ought  not  to  issue  until  the  corrupt 
part  of  &e  constituency  had  been  elimi- 
nated ;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that,  under  the  45th  section  of  the  Act 
passed  last  Session,  every  person  foimd 
guilty  of  comiptian  was  disquaMed 
from  voting  for  the  period  of  seven  years. 
Therefore  Sie  present  state  of  things  was 
altogether  different  from  that  which 
existed  when  the  case  of  the  Great  Yar- 
mouth freemen  was  brought  before  the 
House.  If  a  new  Writ  were  to  issue  for 
Dublin,  the  thirteen  or  fifteen  freemen 
mentioned  by  name  in  the  Judge's  Be- 
port would  not  be  able  to  vote.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  offered  to  with- 
draw the  present  Motion  and  to  substi- 
tute a  Motion  for  Inquiry.  ["No! "J 
Such  a  proposal  made  it  questionable 
whether  the  Bill  he  asked  leave  to  intro- 
duce was  justifiable.  He  would  offer  no 
opposition  to  the  BiU  on  the  present 
occasion  ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  injustice  to  the 2,700  freemen,  who 
could  not  be  regarded  aa  being  included 
in  the  charge  made  by  the  Judge,  if  the 
Bill  were  read  a  second  time  in  its  pre- 
sent shape. 

8m  GEORGE  GREY  explained  that 
he  had  not  proposed  to  substitute  in- 
quiry for  the  present  Motion,  but  had 
merely  suggested  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  might  do  so. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEE  contended  that 
the  case  of  Great  Tarmouth  was  not 
analogous  to  the  present,  and  it  should 
also  be  remembered  that  the  course 
adopted  with  r^ard  to  Yarmouth  had 
not  been  attended  with  much  success. 
He  also  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
object  of  purilying  the  constituency  of 
Dublin  would  not  be  attained  if,  aa  was 
likely,  a  considerable  number  of  the  per- 
sons disfranchised  as  freemen  should 
come  upon  the  register  as  householders. 

Me.  TEENON  HARCOUET  said,  he 
represented  a  constituency  containing 
many  freemen,  and  he  wished  to  state 
distinctly  that  any  vote  he  might  give 
upon  this  question  would  not  imply  any 
opinion  as  to  the  impropriety  of  con- 
tinuing freemen  upon  tbe  electoral  roll. 
One  of  the  devices  of  the  party  opposite 
at  the  last  election  was  to  circulate  in 
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a-rery  borough  a  statement  that  it  was 
the  inteution  of  the  Liberals  to  dis&an- 
ohiae  the  freemen  as  Eoon  as  possible ; 
and  be  bad  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
vhen  it  was  convenient  to  make  that 
BBsertion  again  it  would  be  made,  and 
irith  as  little  foundation  as  it  was  made 
at  the  last  election.  He  did  not  desire 
to  dis&anchise  freemen  generally ;  but, 
if  they  TOre  corrupt,  he  did  not  see  why 
they  uiould  not  be  disfranchised  just  at 
much  as  any  other  class  of  a  constituency. 
With  reference  to  this  particular  mea- 
sure, he  was  glad  to  think,  if  a  deter- 
mined attempt  had  been  made  to  cast  s 
shield  over  corruption,  it  had  not  been 
made  by  the  Liberal  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  position  in 
which  they  were  placed  was  this — ^thero 
was  a  certain  statutoiy  power  under 
which,  if  a  Judge  reported  that  extenstTe 
corruption  prevailed,  a  Commission  could 
be  issued,  and  the  statute  required  that 
there  should  be  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
from  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  As  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
could  not  understand  upon  what  ground 
an  Address  from  the  Lords  should  be 
necessary  for  such  a  purpose.  It  ought 
to  be  the  exclusive  privil^e  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  guard  the  purity 
of  its  own  constituencies.  If  the  House 
of  Lords  wished  in  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges to  inquire  as  to  the  rights  by 
which  an  individual  claimed  a  seat  in  the 
Upper  House,  they  did  not  come  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  ask  for  their  as- 
sent to  such  an  inquiry.  He  did  not 
understand  upon  what  principle  it  was 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  not  the 
right  to  address  the  Crown  of  its  own 
intrinsic  authority,  and  ask  the  Crown 
to  issue  a  Commission  for  an  Inquiry  as 
to  corrupt  practices  in  a  constituency 
returning  Members  to  this  House.  This 
House  had  already  assented  to  nn  Ad- 
drees  to  the  Crown  for  an  Inquiry  in  this 
case,  and  tlie  question  was  then  referred 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  With  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  eminent  authorities  who 
said  that  the  law  did  not  apply  to  this 
case,  his  judgment  concurred  with  that 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  the  dis- 
tinctions drawn  by  the  Opposition  law- 
yers were  extremeh'  technical  and  un- 
sound. The  Lord  Chancellor  gave  this 
illustration.  He  said  that  if,  in  the  case 
of  the  cattle  plague,  a  statute  prescribed 
that  cattle  were  to  be  slaughtered  if  ex- 
tensive disease  and  rinderpest  prevailed, 
Hr,  Vtrnon  SarBourt 


and  it  happened  to  be  reported  Ir^  an  ia- 
spector  that  rinderpest  prevailed  exten- 
Hivelyamong  black  cattle,  then,  according 
to  the  contention  on  the  other  side,  you 
oould  not  slaughter  any  cattle  at  all.  Thai 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  pretty  complete  r*» 
duetto  ad  abmrdum  of  the  argument  on  the 
other  side.  However,  theHouse  of  Lords 
determined  they  would  not  address  the 
Crown  for  an  Inquiry;  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  having  by  their  majority  in  the 
Lords  prevented  an  inquiry,  came  to  this 
House  and  said — "  Tou  cannot  disfran- 
cbise  the  freemen,  because  there  has 
been  no  previous  inquiry."  But  whose 
iault  was  it  that  there  was  no  inquiiy  ? 
It  was  not  the  fault  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  they  wished  to  have  it ;  and 
now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  &e  Member 
for  Morpeth  (Sir  Geoi^  Grey)  pat  a 
searching  teat  to  hon.  Members  ^posite 
by  inviting  them  to  move  for  an  !uiquiry 
if  they  wished  for  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Nor^ampton 
(Mr.  Hunt),  speaking  with  aU  the  autho- 
rity of  his  position,  reserved  hia  answer 
to  that  question ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  York  (Mr.  J.  Iiowther)  less  boond 
by  official  prudence,  said  he  would  have 
no  inquiry  at  all,  but  would  resist  such 
a  proposal  to  the  death.  What,  then, 
became  of  the  statement  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  they  were  oppoe- 
ing  this  Motion  because  ttiere  had  been 
no  previous  inquiry  ?  By  a  sort  of 
special  demurrer,  which  was  got  rid  of 
in  Westminster  Hall  fifteen  years  ago, 
and  which  seemed  to  have  been  re* 
vived  in  the  law  of  election  petitions, 
they  had  opposed  the  inquiry  which  the 
House  wished  to  make,  they  had  used 
the  power  they  had  in  the  Lords  to  pre- 
vent it,  and  then  they  caiAe  to  this  House 
and  said — ' '  Tou  shall  not  deal  with  this 
matter,  because  there  has  been  no  pro< 
vious  inquiry."  He  ventured  to  predict 
that  until  some  measure  of  the  kind  had 
been  taken  the  Writ  would  never  issue 
frxim  the  House  of  Commons.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  by  this  species  of 
election  special  pleading,  chose  to  reaist 
this  Bill,  they  would  simply  deprive  the 
constituency  of  one  Member.  Indi- 
vidually, he  should  prefer  inquiry,  as 
the  House  of  Commons  did ;  but,  it  bav 
ing  been  reported  that  an  integral  por- 
tion of  the  constituency  was  corrupt,  the 
House  would  take  care,  either  by  in- 
quiry or  disfrnnchisement,  that  no  Writ 
issued  until  a  real  and  substantial 
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attempt  had  been  mode  to  pnriff  the 
ooDBtdtuenoy  and  vindioate  the  character 
of  the  House. 

8iE  LAWMINCE  PALK  deprecated 
the  tone  of  the  speech  the;  had  just 
heard.  The  qneetion  vas  one  of  the 
simplest,  for  they  were  aU  professing  to 
desire  inquiry ;  and  he  did  not  see  vhat 
vas  to  prevent  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George 
Grey)  from  propoain«  it,  instead  of 
bringing  in  a  Sill  to  di^'anohise  the  free- 
men of  Dublin,  vhether  they  wore  guilty 
or  innocent.  He  protested  against  that 
in  the  name  of  common  justice,  and  still 
more  because  last  Session  election  peti- 
tions were  handed  over  to  another  tri- 
bunal. He  considered  it  cause  for  re- 
gret that  these  questions  were  always 
turned  into  party  questions.  He  thought 
nothing  was  bo  discreditable  as  the  bri- 
beiy  that  existed,  and  every  means  ought 
to  be  taken  to  check  it  by  proceedings 
against  those  who  bad  bribed. 

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  the  House 
had  only  committed  to  the  new  tribunal 
the  duty  of  deciding  whether  an  election 
was  valid  or  not,  but  it  still  reserved  the 
power  to  act  upon  the  report  of  a  Judge 
or  of  a  Commission.  On  that  side  they 
were  satisfied  with  the  inquiry  which  had 
been  mode ;  if  the  olher  side  desired 
more  inquiry,  by  all  means  let  them  have 
it,  but  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  cost 
of  inquiry  fell  upon  the  City  of  Dublin. 
Next  time  he  hoped  that  Mr.  Henry 
Foster  would  he  forthcoming. 

Ma.  STAVELET  HILL  ventured  to 
■ay  that,  under  the  statute  referred  to, 
a  Commisiion  could  not  issne.  The  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  General  had  en- 
deavoured to  set  him  down  by  declaring 
his  reading  of  the  statute  to  b«  unsound ; 
but  when  the  matter  came  before  the 
House  of  Lords  his  opinion  was  upheld 
by  Lord  Westbury,  Lord  Chelmsford, 
and  Lord  Cairns,  and  with  such  support 
he  was  perfecUy  satisfied. 

CotoNBL  FRENCH  oomplained  that 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing an  important  oonstituency  for  a 
time  without  its  share  of  representation. 
Moreover,  the  Lords  having  determined 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  to 
justify  inquiry,  would  not  be  likely  to 
stulti^  themselves  by  passing  this  mea- 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  "  That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  die* 
franchising  the  Freemen  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  [DabliD  Freemen  Dufranahl  lament],  or- 
eUrtd  to  be  broDchl  in  by  Sir  GtOMB  Gbit,  Hr. 

O'RilLLT,  KDd  Hr.  WflllBBIlD. 

BiUjirtMnlcd.mndreu]  the  Ant  time.  [BiUiea.] 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tho 
Chair." 

CLERKS  OF  TDE  WORKS  AND  ROYAL 
ENGINEEHa.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBEES  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  anomalous  position  of  the 
Clerks  of  the  Works  and  Clerks  of  the 
Eoyal  Engineer  Department,  and  the 
denial  of  Pensions  to  their  widows ;  and 
to  move — 

■■  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Hodk,  tba;  are 
■nlitled  to  or  ihould  be  p-uited  the  ume  righti 
and  prinlegea,  scoording  to  tbeir  relatJTa  rank, 
aa  are  eltandad  to  other  noo-oombatanta,  in  the 
M11itat7  Sarrioe." 

The  clerks  by  the  Eoyal  Warrant,  Ar- 
ticle 101,  were  placed  in  the  position  of 
having  what  was  called  relative  ranks — 
that  is  to  say,  those  of  the  first-clasa  were 
entitled  to  rank  as  captains,  those  of  the 
second  as  heutenants,  and  those  of  the 
third  as  comets  or  ensigns.  The  widows, 
therefore,  were  entitled  to  demand  a 
pension.    Besides,  those  gentlemen  were 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


The  At^  I  P^^^  under  the  Mutiny  Act,  and  were 
bound  at  a  moment's  notice  to  go  to  any 
part  of  the  world  when  required,  and 
to  encounter  the  risks  of  war  and  the 
dangers  of  unhealthy  climates.  Li  China 
they  had  been  compelled  to  attend  Hko 
commanding  Boyal  Engineer  in  the 
field;  and,  were  officers  with  whom  they 
had  actually  served  consulted,  their 
merits  would  be  acknowledged  and  tbeir 
claims  conceded.  Why,  4en,  make  a 
distinction  between  them  and  other  non- 
combatants,  such  as  chaplains,  com- 
missariat officers,  purveyors,  and  others  ? 
These  gentlemen  were  many  of  them  well 
connected,  yet  a  little  unkindness  of  feel- 
ing appeared  to  have  been  manifested 
neainet  them  because  they  were  caUed 
clerks,  yet  claimed  to  be  commissioned 
officers.  He  maintained  timt,  if  it  were 
right  to  give  them  the  relative  rank  of 
officers,  they  ought  to  have  the  same 
F  2 
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privileges,  and  tlieir  widows  the  same 
pensioiis  as  those  of  commissioned  offi- 
cers. It  might  be  said  that  the  clerks 
might  insure  their  hves,  but  they  could 
not  do  this  without  forfeiting  their  in- 
enranco  when  they  went  on  loreign  eer- 
Tice,  or  without  being  required  to  pay 
nich  an  amount  of  premium  as  could 
not  be  spared  out  of  their  salaries.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  concluded  by 
moving  •  ■    "" 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  IcBTB  out  from  Ihs  word  "  ThM  "  ti 
end  or  tb«  Q,ucBTion,  in  order  to  arid  th«  > 
"in  Iho  opinion  of  this  liouse,  the  Clerks  of  the 
Work"  Bnd  Cierti  of  the  Rojal  Engineer  Depart, 
ment  are  entitled  to  or  should  be  granted  the  ■nmi 
right!  and  pricilegea,  nceording  lo  their  reUlive 
rank,  U  are  eilendod  to  other  non-conibatanli  in 
the  MiliCar;  Serriee," — (JIfr.  Montagu  CAambtrt,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

S-oposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Captain  VIVIAN  admitted  that 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated  the 
case  biirly  &om  the  point  of  view  of  those 
irhose  claims  he  had  advocated ;  but  h( 
should  remind  Kim  that  in  granting  pen- 
sions and  allowances  it  was  neceesaiy  to 
draw  the  line  somewhere,  and  make  a 
distinction  between  different  classes  of 
officers.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
claimed  to  have  the  clerks  of  works,  and 
of  the  Engineer  department  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  other  non-combatants, 
because  they  were  exposed  to  the  same 
casualties.  But  this  was  not  so.  The 
officers  of  the  Commissariat  department 
and  of  the  Store  department  were,  of 
necessity,  obhged  to  deal  with  the  Army 
in  the  field,  and  expose  themselves  to 
the  danger  of  being  snot ;  but  the  clerki 
of  works  had  no  such  du^  imposed  upon 
them,  and  were  not  subjected  to  the 
same  dangers.  During  the  Crimean 
War  there  were  only  two  clerks  of  works 
in  the  East  at  all,  and  they  were  at 
Scutari,  many  miles  away  from  any 
firing.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
might  ask  why  were  commissions  given 
to  officers  of  the  Commissariat  and 
Store  departments?  Expressly  because 
their  widows  might  receive  pensions  if 
they  lost  their  fives  under  fire.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  pensions  had  been  considered 
by  the  late  Sir  George  Lewis,  who.  alter 
a  care&l  investigation,  decided  positively 
that  tiese  gentlemen  had  no  right  on 
Mr.  M.  Chambtn 


which  to  foimd  their  claim,  'inie  qaes- 
tion  had  been  likewise  referred  to  three 
other  Secretaries  of  State,  who  had  ar- 
rived at  the  same  conclusion,  General 
Feel,  indeed,  not  only  investigated  the 
case  himself,  but  referred  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pay  and  Allowances,  who  re- 
ported that  the  civil  officers  of  the  Boyal 
Engineer  Department  ought  not  to  be 
included  in  the  present  classification, 
because  they  had  special  allowances 
granted  to  them  under  the  Warrant  of 
1858.  The  position  of  these  gentlemen 
was  by  no  means  a  bad  one.  There 
were  at  the  present  moment  forty-four 
clerks  who  had  been,  or  were  about  to 
be  acting  surveyors,  and  who  received 
from  £330  to  £500  at  home  stations, 
while  at  foreign  stations  they  had  addi- 
tional allowances.  Clerks  of  works  of 
the  first  class  had  a  salary  of  £330, 
which  rose  to  £300 ;  clerks  of  the  second 
class  had  from  £150  to  £220 ;  and  clerks 
of  the  third  class  from  £110  to  £140. 
In  addition,  all  these  clerks  were  allowed 
lodging  money.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  the  Motion,  which, 
if  passed,  would  necessitate  the  addition 
of  £3,B00  to  the  burden  of  the  Esti- 
mates. 

Mr.  MAGTTIEE  s^d,  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman's explanation.  Between  1858 
and  1867  no  fewer  than  twelve  of  these 
clerks  of  works  had  fallen  victims  in  the 
dischai^  of  their  duties  in  the  public 
service,  and  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
their  widows  should  not  receive  pensions. 
He  referred  in  particular  to  the  case  of 
one  of  his  fellow- townsmen,  Mr.  Lacy,  a 
young  man  of  great  promise,  who  died 
from  the  effects  of  sunstroke  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  and  whose  widow 
was  not  under  the  present  system  en- 
titled to  any  pension.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  these  officers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  fighting  department.  That  the 
contraiy  was  the  iact  was  shown  by  the 
case  of  Mr.  Henry  Bees,  who,  when  in 
Gambia,  was  ordered  by  the  officer  in 
command  to  accompany  him  in  an  expe- 
dition against  the  blacks. 

Mb.  CABDWELL  said,  that  though 
all  of  us  were  economists  in  general,  we 
had  no  regard  to  economy  when  our  in- 
terests were  specially  concerned.  This 
matter  had  been  fully  considered  by 
successive  Governments,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  enforce  economy  if  the 
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of  Militia. 


present  Motion  vere  agreed  to.  The 
case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maguire)  vaa  no  doubt  a 
hard  one ;  but  he  was  informed  that  tJie 
gentleman  in  question  vent  out  volun- 
tarOy,  having  Ida  allowance  largely  in- 
creased in  oonsequence  of  the  risk  be 
ran. 
.  Amendment,  by  leave,  teilAdrawn. 

ARMY— BUCKINGHAM  PALACE  GUARD 
ROOM,— MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 
ViBcouNT  BUEY  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  subject  of  Bueldngham  Palace 
Guard  Boom,  and  to  more  an  Address 
for  Copy  or  Extracts  of  Ckirrespondence 
between  the  Board  of  Works,  ike  War 
Office,  and  the  Boyal  Engineer  Depart- 
ment of  the  Horse  Guards,  which  has 


as  a  barrack  room  for  about  forty  men 
on  sentry  duty  at  the  Palace;  it  was 
entirely  insuf&cient  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  that  number,  and  the  officers 
complained  of  the  ventilation.  The  com- 
plaints reached  the  War  Office,  and 
orders  were  given  that  six  windows  were 
to  be  cut  in  tiie  wall ;  but  the  outside  of 
the  Palace  being  in  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  First  Commissioners  of  Works,  and 
the  barrack-room  itself  under  that  of  the 
Secretary  of  8tat«  for  War,  a' conflict  of 

i*urisdictioQ  had  arisen,  and  the  windows 
lad  been  bricked  up.  He  should  like 
to  know  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  conflict  had  arisen,  and  he  would 
further  suggest  the  desirability  of  steps 
being  taken  to  find  the  men  sleeping  ac- 
ooDunodation  elsewhere.  The nobleLord 
conclude  by  moving  his  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Icavo  out  from  th«  word  "That"  to  tlia 
end  of  tbe  Qurtlion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"an  humble  Addreaa  bi  prexnled  to  liar  Ma- 
jaalf .  tItaC  Shs  will  be  graoiounljr  plesaed  to  give 
directiona  that  there  be  laid  berore  this  Houae, 
Cop;  or  Exiracta  of  Comipondenoe  between  tbe 
Board  a(  Worki,  the  Wnr  Offloe,  and  Ihe  lloyai 
Engineer  Department  or  Ihe  Uorie  Gunrdi,  which 
bia  taken  place  on  the  lubjrct  of  Buckingham 
PnUce  Guard  Room,  ainoa  Augutt  lait," — ( VU- 
count  Bury,) 
^-instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

S-oposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Hb.  LATAItD,  who  did  not  object  to 
the  production  of  the  Papers,  said,  the 


windows  were  opened  without  communi- 
cation with  him,  and  he  did  not  know 
of  the  proceeding  until  it  was  reported 
to  him  by  the  district  surveyor  of  the 
Office  of  Works.  He  then  communi- 
cated with  tlie  officer  in  command, 
who  admitted  that  it  was  a  most  im- 
proper and  irr^^ular  proceeding  that 
the  windows,  which  were  a  disfigurement 
to  ihe  facade  of  the  Palace,  should  have 
been  opened  without  any  consultation 
with  himself  as  the  authority  who  had 
charge  of  the  building.  Besides  tbe 
room  being  lighted  by  skylights,  the 
opening  of  these  windows  ezposMlfdlthat 
went  on  in  the  room,  which  was  used 
sleeping  room  for  forty  men,  to  the 
observation  of  passers-by  in  a  most  ob- 
jectionable manner.  A  medical  officer 
reported  that  the  room  was  not  only 
lighted  by  a  skylight  from  the  roof  and 
from  four  windows,  but  partly  ventilated 
from  the  same  sources,  and  that  it  was 
possible  to  get  as  much  air  as  could  be 
wanted.  under  these  circumstances, 
and  on  the  grounds  of  irregularity,  dis- 
figurement, unproper  exposure,  and  the 
possibility  of  obtaining  ample  ventila- 
tion, he  directed  the  openings  for  the 
windows  to  be  built  up. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 


ARMr— ADJUTANCIES  OF  MILITIA. 

RESOHmOK. 

Mb.  6A£T0BIS  rose  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  the  common  practice  of  purchas- 
ing Adiutancios  of  Militia,  in  opposition 
to  the  declaration  which  has  to  be  signed 
by  the  incoming  adjutant ;  and  to  move 
the  annulment  of  the  declaration.  The 
declaration  which  the  incoming  adjutant 
made,  upon  his  honour  as  an  officer  and 
a  gentleman,  was  that,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  appointment,  he  had  not  given,  paid, 
received,  norpromised,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  anyone  had  for  him,  directly  or  in- 
directly, any  recompense,  reward,  or 
fratuity,  from  any  person  whatsoever. 
t  was  well  known  that,  in  the  face  of 
this  declaration,  adjutanciea  were  bought 
and  sold,  and  the  declaration  was  re- 
^rded  as  a  formality.  The  growing 
miportance  of  the  Militia  rendered  it 
necessary  to  maintain  the  high  character 
of  its  officers,  and  there  were  some  who 
were  so  scrupulous  that  they  had  refused 
to  append  their  names  to  the  dedaiatioa. 
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The  present  rule  resulted  in  this,  that 
men  vere  obliged  either  to  dgn  a  decla- 
ration  they  Imew  to  be  falle,  or  else 
forego  an  appointment  for  which  they 
knew  themselTes  perfectly  well  fitted. 
He  therefore  moved  that  the  order  be 
annulled. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  tmrn  tb«  word  "That"  to  the 
eod  or  ths  ^ration,  in  order 
"  the  deoUretian  whieh  hat  u>  b 
IDE  Adjultnti  or  Militia  ODgbt  i 
IUt.  Sartoru.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Uueation  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question," 

Me.  CAEDWEUj  said,  he  thought 
he  would  be  able  by  a  very  few  words 
to  induce  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
his  Motion.  The  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  be  to  introduce  into  the 
Militia  the  purchase  ^stom,  which  most 
persona  desired  to  get  rid  of  in  the 
Army.  It  was  impossible  to  admit  that 
a  gentleman  could  make  the  declaratioa 
referred  to,  and  yet  purchase  without 
tarnishing  hie  character.  Such  a  pro- 
ceeding, in  his  opinion,  was  so  repre- 
hensible, that  he  was  determined  to  do 
the  utmost  in  his  power  to  prevent  the 
sale  of  adjutancies  in  the  Militia,  and 
be  trusted  the  course  this  promise  in- 
dicated would  be  deemed  preferable  to 
the  adoption  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Colonel  NOETH  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  sorry  to  hear  it  so  positively 
stated  that  sales  of  adjutancies  in  the 
Militia  were  of  daily  occurrence.  A 
man  who  could  read  the  certificate  and 
sign  it,  and  yet  pay  money  for  his  ap- 
pointment, would  be  a  disgrace  to  Her 
Majesty's  service  and  unworthy  the  de- 
signation of  gentleman. 

Mk.  O'REILLY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  so 
express  himself,  but,  nevertheless,  he 
assured  the  House  that  the  forbidden 
purchases  were  of  daily  occurrence.  He 
trusted  the  Secretary  for  War  would  be 
most  determined  in  his  action  in  the 
matter. 

CotONEL  WILMOT  observed  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  those  who  knew  of  these 
daily  infringements  of  the  rules  of  the 
service  to  make  the  Horse  Qnards  ac- 
quainted with  the  fact. 
Mr.  Sartorii 
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Colonel  BBI8E  said,  be  hoped  th6 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  m!ake  the 
declaration  more  stringent  than  it  had 
been,  and  would  put  down  the  abomina- 
ble system.  

Genbiial  PEEOT  HERBERT  re- 
marked  that  if  the  practice  compluned 
of  were  frequent  It  should  be  r^nem- 
bered  that  the  Secretary  for  War  waa 
not  easily  able  to  get  evidence  of  the 
fadfiinacase.  The  I>)rd  Lieutenants  and 
the  colonels  of  regiments  should  be  ap- 
plied to  for  guarantees  that  nothing  of 
the  kind  was  cawied  on  among  t£ofle 
under  their  oonunand.  He  had  heard  of 
a  case  in  which  a  colonel  of  Militia  or 
Volunteers  had  received  £1,000  to  re- 
oommend  an  officer  for  a  post.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  a  Member  of  Parliament 
palliate  the  signing  of  a  false  certificate. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  xeithdratcn. 

BILLS  OP  EXCHANGE. 
KEBOLirnoii. 
Mr.  MDKTZ  rose  to  move.  That  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  the 
commercial  interest  if  the  Stamp  Duties 
on  Inland  and  Foreign  Bills  of  Ex- 
chancre  were  assimilated,  and  if  it  were 
permitted  to  use  adhesive  stamps  for 
Inland  as  they  were  now  used  for  Fo- 
reign Bills  of  Exchange.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  up  to  1853  there  were 
no  stamps  used  on  bille  drawn  in  foreign 
countries  on  commercial  men  in  this 
country.  At  that  time  the  present  Prime 
Minister  modified  the  stamps  for  inland 
bills,  and  at  the  same  time  extended  the 
duties  on  foreign  bills.  He  thus  im- 
posed a  heavy  tax  on  all  men  engaged 
m  commercial  affairs,  but  of  that  he  did 
not  complain.  The  first  question  was 
as  to  the  aasimilatioo  of  home  and  fo- 
reign bills  with  regard  to  stamps.  Up 
to  £500  the  stamp  on  foreign  and  Eng- 
lish bills  was  the  same,  but  then  it 
began  to  vary.  On  a  bill  of  £600,  drawn 
in  a  foreign  country,  the  stamp  was  6«. ; 
for  a  bill  to  the  same  amount  at  home 
it  was  It.  Gd.  The  stamp  on  a  foreign 
bill  for  £800  would  cost  8«.,  it  would 
cost  10«.  on  a  home  hill  to  the  same 
amount.  But  after  £1,000  the  stamp 
was  the  same.  Now,  this  variation  of 
which  he  had  spoken  gave  rise  to  great 
mistakes,  and  it  would  not  make  a  pound 
difierence  to  the  Exchequer  if  there  was 
an  entire  assimilation.  In  1853,  tha 
Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer  of  that 
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d^  introduced  the  system  of  putting  |  cese  of  construction  at  Portsmouth,  Fly- 
adhesiTe  stamps  upon  fomgn  biHs,  and  i  mouth,  &c.  The  noble  Lord  said,  there 
What  \  had  been  no  previous  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  subject,  because  the  Eeport 
of  the  Committee  appointed  by  the  late 
Seeretary  of  War  in  April  last  year 
had  not  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Members  until  after  the  paasiag  of 
the  Votes.  It  was  satisfactory  to  find 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee, 
the  works  had  been  constructed  with 
due  regard  to  strength  and  security, 
and  that  the  amount  expended  up  to 
June  30  was  £5,118,000,  leaving  only 
£2,832,000  to  be  expended.  In  gene- 
ral terms,  two-thirds  of  the  outlay  on 
fortifications  had  been  expended,  and 
only  one-third  remained  to  be  completed. 
The  House  ought  now  to  be  informed  as 
to  the  provision  to  be  made  for  the  ar- 
mament of  those  fortifications.  On  the 
introduction  of  the  Army  Estimates  I: 


e  stamps  upon  for^gn 
it  was  found  very  convenient, 
he  asked  was  that  we  might  have  one 

2 stem  lor  inland  and  foreign  bills,  and 
e  only  reason  he  had  heard  against 
it  was  Uiat  stamps  once  used  mif^t  b 
taken  off  and  used  again. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  ln>«  out  from  the  won 
fnd  of  the  Queilian.  in  order 
"  in  the  opinion  of  thi>  Honw  i1 


That"  to  tbe 

■dd  tha  >ord> 
luldbe 


>t  ifthB 
:im  en  Inkod  ud  Foreign  fiiili  of  Ex- 
's uumilaled,  sod  if  it  were  permitted 
n>  ute  kuoeaiTo  tlanipe  for  inland  u  thej  are  now 
DMd  for  Foreign  Biili  of  Exchaoge,"  —  (ifr. 
MmUi.) 

— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

S'oposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
ueatiou." 


The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  recommended  as  to  the  assimilation 
of  stamps  on  foreign  and  inland  bills  was 
well  worth  consideratian,  and  he  should 
be  happy  to  inquire  with  a  view  to  re- 
medy what  appeared  to  him  a  manifest 
imperfection  in  the  law.  But  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  his 
Uotion  with  rward  to  adhesive  stamps. 
He  had  carefulfy  inquired  into  that  sub- 
ject, and  he  bc^eved  the  truth  of  the 
matter  was  that  they  ought  never  to  tole- 
rate anything  but  an  impressed  stamp, 
except  through  necessity,  and  an  adhe- 
nve  stamp  was  a  matter  of  necessity 
with  reg^d  to  foreign  bills.  The  In- 
land Bevenue  Department  informed  him 
that  there  would  be  a  serious  danger  of 
loss  if  4}i^  were  to  allow  adhesive  stamps 
on  inland  bills,  because  they  did  not, 
like  the  hon.  Member,  under-rate  the 
reaources  of  ehymistry.  It  would  be 
much  easier  tJian  the  hon.  Gentleman 
supposed  to  disahai^  any  mark  on  a 
stamp,  and  put  it  in  a  condition  in  which 
it  might  be  used  twice,  and  there  would 
be  a  great  temptation  to  do  so  in  cases 
where  the  stamp  was  costly. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdratcn. 

ABMT— ARMAMENT    OF   SEA    AND 
LAND  DEFENCES. 

OBSEETATIONS. 

Lobs  GARLEBS  rose  to  c^  atten- 
tion to  the  armament  of  the  Sea  and 
Land  Defences  constructed  and  in  pro- 


[y  been  made  for  the  armament  of 
one-sixth  of  the  fortifications  con- 
structod,  and  no  denial  had  been  given 
to  the  statement,  while  large  reductions, 
amouutinB;  altogether  to  £34S,000,  had 
been  made  in  the  department  of  Gun 
and  Candle  Factories.  He  hoped  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  would  state  the 
amount  provided  for  in  Ms  year's  Esti- 
mates for  such  armament,  independent 
of  any  saving  which  may  be  effected  by 
the  probable  adoption  t£  the  Moncrieff 
system.  ^^ 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  the 
whole  question  would  come  before  the 
House  at  no  distant  period ;  but,  with 
regard  to  the  land  defences,  he  might 
state  that  there  were  now  In  store  more 
guns  than  were  wanted  to  supply  the 
whole  of  them.  As  to  the  sea  defences, 
there  were  not  guns  enough  yet  made, 
but  there  were  more  than  could,  at  the 
present  moment,  be  mounted,  and  the 
supply  was  gradually  and  steadily  in- 
creasing. In  reference  to  the  amount 
proposed  in  this  year's  Estimate  for 
armaments,  he  would  say  that  ninety- 
nine  12 -ton  guns  were  provided  last 
year,  and  a  similar  number  would  be 
provided  this  year.  This  statement  was 
not  literally  an  answer  to  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  it  reidly  gave  the  informatioa  he 
required. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraien. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 
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ARMT  ESTIMATES. 
SuFFLT — Bontidtred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £158,200,  Military  Education. 
Sra  JOHN  PAXINGTON  caUed  at- 
tention to  the  Beport  of  the  Gommis- 
Bioners  on  Education  in  regard  to  tlie 
Duke  of  York's  School  at  Chelsea,  and 
the  Eoyal  Hibernian  School  at  Dublin, 
which  he  thought  might  be  mode  more 
directly  avaOable  for  purposes  of  military 
education.  He  trusted  the  establish- 
ments at  Chelsea  and  Dublin  would  be 
rendered  more  efficient  for  the  public 

service,  

Me.  CAEDWELL  assured  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  this  subject  had  not 
escaped  his  notice.  It  had  been  re- 
ferred by  him  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Education,  whose 
first  Beport  would,  he  hoped,  be  laid 
upon  the  table  before  the  close  of  the 
Session.  They  would  then  consider  this 
and  other  matters  not  included  within 
their  present  order  of  reference.  He 
would  only  remark,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, that  much  more  employment  could 
be  found  for  boys  in  the  Navy  than  u 
tho  Army. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  was 
quite  satisfactory. 
Vote  agreed  to. 
f2.)  £118,500,  Surveys. 
(3.)  £90,600,  Miscellaneous  Services. 
(4.)  £223,400,  Army  Administration. 
Mb.  O'BEILLY  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  present  system  of  the  ^vem- 
ment  of  the  Army  and  the  administra- 
tion of  Military  affairs.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  a  q>eech  delivered  on  tht 
26th  of  February  by  the   Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  who  asserted  that  his 
Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
was  not    "  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Army,"  but  that  his  proper  designation 
vaa    "  Field-Marslial  Commanding-in- 
Chief."      Ou  turning,    however,   to  the 
Boyal  Warrant,  dated  1866,  relating  to 
pay  and  promotion    in  the  Army,  he 
found  this  passage  at  the  very  com* 


"II  is  oiir  Etojal  will  and  pleunra  tbit  the 
■tjrie  o(  •  Com  minder- in- Chief  uwd  hcnin  abill 
be  licid  to  tneno  the  prc»nt  Field-Harahil  Or 
Otbcr  General  ofScer  comnianding  ia  obMf  our 
fcroM  for  the  time  bring." 
It  further  said  that  recominendationB  for 


appointments  were  to  be  made  by  "  our 
Secretary  of  State  with  the  concurrence 
of  our  Commander-in-Chief."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  also,  on  the  some  occasion,  made 
the  more  important  assertion  that  there 
existed  in  principle  no  dual  government 
of  the  Army.  In  the  Boyu  Warrant 
several  passages  in  disproof  of  this  state- 
ment were  to  be  found ;  and  he  main- 
tained it  was  impossible  to  read  them 
and  say  that  there  was  not  a  dual 
government  in  the  army.  The  t«et  of 
power  was  the  capacity  of  making 
payments,  and  a  Warrant  issued  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John 
PaHngton]  empowered  the  Conmiander- 
in-Chief  te  make  regulations  as  to  pay 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary 
at  War.  It  was  not  desirable  that  ap- 
pointmente  and  promotions  in  the  Army 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  political 
officer,  nor  did  he  wish,  to  make  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief subordinate  to  any  one 
except  Her  Majesty,  acting  through  her 
pohtical  Advisers.  He  understood  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  all  ap- 
pointments were  communicated  to  huu 
before  being  made,  and  that  he  assumed 
the  responsibility  of  all  of  them.  In  this 
respect  he  considered  that  his  right  hon. 
Fnend  assumed  far  too  great  a  respon- 
sibihty,  and  that  without  co-adequate 
knowledge  and  co-adequate  power.  One 
of  the  dieadvant^^  resulting  &om  the 
dual  system  in  the  Army  was  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  obliged  to  have 
a  mihtaiT  secretary  to  be  an  interpreter 
between  him  and  ttie  Horse  Guards,  and 
to  translate  questions  and  answers  into 
strict  military  phraseology.  He  believed 
there  was  a  great  waste  of  power  in  the 
clerical  staff  of  the  War  Office,  and  the 
right  hon.  G«ntlemanwouldbe  astonished 
if  he  knew  how  many  clerks  in  his  office 
were  doing  substantially  the  same  thing 
at  once.  The  unnecessary  duplication  <u 
offices  led  to  great  conmsioii,  and  also 
to  an  antagonism  which  inevitably  grew 
up  amongst  the  subaltems,  though  not 
amongst  the  heads  of  the  administra- 
tion. The  essential  point  was,  that  there 
should  be  unity  of  administration  under 
a  single  system  of  government.  To  carry 
out  unity  and  efficiency  in  the  govern- 
ment, it  was  necessaiy  that  the  offices 
should  be  consohdated,  and  both  Mr. 
Sidney  Herbert  and  General  Feel  had 
strongly  recommended  that  both  the 
Horse  Guards  and  the  War  Office  ihould 
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be  broiight  under  one  head.  There 
Aould  be  a  Memorandum  similar  to 
that  existing  for  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment,  defining  the  powers  and  duties  of 
the  respective  officers,  and  the  respon- 
eibili^  should  rest  where  the  knowledge 
and  power  rested. 

ICt.  CABDWELL  said,  that  he  con- 
curred in  much  that  had  been  stated  b; 
his  hon.  Friend;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  g;o  fiirtber  than  the 
House  itself  was  prepared  to  go.  It 
was  generally  admitted  that  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Army,  promotions,  and  ap- 
pointments should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief;  still,  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  House  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  should  be  responsible.  It  was 
a  matter  of  every  day's  experience  that 
a  Minister  was  responsible  for  many 
things  the  details  of  <n-hicb  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  be  should  know.  But 
that  was  only  the  position  of  every  man 
at  the  bead  of  a  large  Department.  He 
quite  agreed  with  has  hon.  Friend  that 
it  was  not  possible  to  conduct  the  affairs 
of  the  Army  with  advantage  as  long  as 
there  was  a  physical  separation  between 
the  two  offices  by  wJuch  the  ^vem- 
ment  of  the  Army  was  admimstered. 
A  Committee,  under  the  direction  of 
Lord  Northbrook,  was  considering  what 
amendmeots  could  be  introduced  into 
the  War  Office,  and  his  Boyal  Highness 
had  invited  them  afterwards  to  extend 
their  attention  to  the  Horse  Chiarda.  He 
hoped  that  no  long  time  would  elapse 
before  some  satisfactoi?  plan  was  adopted 
by  Parliament  by  which  the  two  offices 
might  be  placed  under  one  roof.  There 
was  a  want  of  unity  in  r^ard  of  ad- 
ministration and  of  locahty ;  but  there 
was  not  in  principle  a  dual  govern- 
ment. His  £oyal  Highness  had  ex- 
pressly stated  before  the  Committee, 
and  it  had  been  repeated  over  and 
over  agun  in  that  House,  that,  where 
the  Commander-in-Chief  and  tiio  Se- 
cretary for  War  differed,  the  opinion 
of  the  Secretory  of  State  must  prevail ; 
and  if  there  was  to  be  a  distinction  or 
separation  of  functions,  which  everybody 
must  see  to  be  necessary,  he  <Ud  not 
know  how  they  could  carry  unity  fur- 
ther than  by  saying  whose  voice  was  to 
prevail  when  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion.  He  trusted  that  the  efforts  in 
progress  would  turn  out  w^  for  pro- 
motmg  the  effldency  and  economy  of  the 
Departments. 
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Sm  JOHN  PAZINGTON  said,  he 
had  expected  when  Vot©  1 8  was  brought 
forward  that  &e  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  as  he  had  promised,  state  what 
was  intended  with  regard  to  the  oi^ani- 
zation  of  the  War  Office.  He  presumed, 
however,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adverted  to  the  subject  so  slightly, 
that  the  Committee  were  still  sitting, 
and  that  be  was  onable  to  state  what 
arrangements  would  be  made.  He 
be^ed  to  say  again,  in  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  O'Eeilly),  what  both  himsdf 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  before 
so  often  repeated,  that  no  such  thing  as 
dual  government  of  the  army  existed. 
There  were  two  important  duties  en- 
trusted to  the  Commander-in-Chief— 
namely,  the  patronage  and  discipline  of 
the  Army.  Of  course,  these  were  matters 
which  no  civilian  could  or  ought  to  be 
entrusted  with,  and  it  was  very  desirable 
that  the  Commander-in- Chief  should  in 
these  respects  exercise  considerable  au- 
thority. There  never  waa  a  Commander- 
in-Chief  less  disposed  than  His  Soyal 
Highness  to  encroach  on  the  functions 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  His  Boyal 
Highness  never  thought  of  making  any 
of  the  high  appointments  without  ob- 
taining the  consent  of  the  Secretary  for 
War.  Whilst  he  was  in  Office  the  two 
offices  worked  most  harmouiouBly  to- 
gether ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  public  convenience 
might  be  promoted  if  they  were  brought 
into  closer  proximity  with  each  other. 
He  confessed  he  was  somewhat  disap- 
pointed at  not  having  heard  more  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  the 
organization  of  the  War  Office ;  for 
before  he  himself  left  Office  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  were 
unnecessary  and  useless  officers  in  that 
establishment;  ^ough  he  was  not  in 
Office  long  enough  to  cany  out  reforms 
which  he  had  mtended.  He  trusted 
that  at  the  commencement  of  next  Ses- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
prepared  to  make  a  complete  statement 
to  me  House  on  this  important  subject. 
There  was  another  important  improve- 
ment which  he  had  intended  to  carry 
out,  and  that  was  an  alteration  in  re- 
ference  to  the  government  of  the  Arsenal 
at  Woolwich.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  call  attention  to  the  anomalous  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Captain  Vivian)  who  was  called 


147  Supply—  (COMMONS) 

tlie  War  Lord,  and  vho  was,  in  fact,  a 
Lord  of  the  Treaaary  engrafted  upon 


Army  E»tmttU». 


148 


the  War  Office.     Thie  was  a  very 
gular  proceedinff,  and  he  tnieted  it  would 
not  be  continued. 

Geneku  PEECY  HEBBEET  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  not  draw 
the  inference  &oni  anything  that  had 
been  said  in  the  course  of  this  discusBion 
that  the  Conunander-in-Chief  or  the 
Horse  Oiiarda  had  authority  to  dieburae 
a  single  aliilling  without  the  special  per- 
mission of  the  Secretary  of  State.  He 
might  remark  that  not  a  single  soldier 
oould  be  moved  in  this  country  except 
upon  a  route  bearing  the  signature  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Mr.  O'KEILLY  said,  the  warrant  be 
bad  quoted  was  a  Hoyal  Warrant, 
countersigned  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  had  not  spoken  of  a  dual  govem- 
ment  of  the  Army  generally,  but  he 
maintained  that  co-equal  authorities  ex- 
isted with  respect  to  certain  parts  and 
detaib  of  administration.  Therighthon. 
Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  John  Faking- 
ton)  had  told  the  Hoiise  that  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Secretary  of  State  was  ob- 
tained only  for  appointments  of  great 
importance ;  hut  toe  right  hon.  GJentle- 
mau  the  Secretary  at  War  distinctly 
stated  that  it  was  obtained  to  all  appoint- 
ments.   

Mb.  CAEDWELL  said,  that  dl  ap- 
pointments of  importance  received  the 
personal  approbation  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  but  that  minor  appointments  were 
not  brought  under  Mb  personal  cogni- 
liance.  'fiiey  were  arranged  in  the  office 
by  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State,  by 
whom,  if  there  was  no  objection,  they 
were  returned  to  the  Horse  Guards.  WiUi 
regard  to  the  change  in  the  War  Office, 
which  had  given  bim  the  advantage  of 
the  assistance  of  his  hon.  and  g^lanti 
Friend  (Captain  Tivian),  tho  truth  was 
that  the  War  Department  was  not  suffi- 
ciently represented  in  that  House  by 
only  one  Member  of  it.  It  was  ne< 
oessary  that  the  Under  Secretary  should 
have  a  seat  in  the  other  House,  and 
until  the  War  Deportment  obtained 
greater  strength  in  a  regular  manner,  it 
was  necessary  to  obtain  it  in  some  other 
way.  With  regard  to  the  re-oraaniza- 
tion  of  the  War  Department,  be  felt 
Sattered  in  being  supposed  to  be  able 
to  do  in  a  short  time  what  his  prede- 
cessors had  not  done  in  a  long  time.  [Sir 
John  Pakisotoh  :  It  was  abnost  done 

Sir  John  Pakiiyton 


when  youcamein.]  Hie  opinion  differed 
&om  that  of  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
on  this  subject.  He  thought  that  there 
had  been  too  many  partial  changes  at 
the  War  OfSce,  and  that  what  was  wanted 
was  a  more  comprehensive  and  complete 
review  of  the  whole  subject.  The  £rat 
thing  he  did  was  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee, which  bad  not  yet  been  enabled 
to  complete  its  labours.  It  was  better 
to  take  a  little  longer,  and  to  do  well 
that  which  it  might  be  found  necessair 
to  do  at  all.  With  regard  to  Wool- 
wich, the  right  hon.  OenUeman  (Sir  John 
Fakington)  introduced  a  Control  Depart- 
ment, and  the  Controller  had  theprepa- 
ration  of  the  Store  Estimate.  This  m- 
troduced  a  dual  government  at  Wool- 
wich. His  right  hon.  Friend  then  sent 
down  the  Director  General  of  Ordnance 
to  reside  at  Woolwich,  and  exermse  a  cer- 
tain, but  not  veiy  clearly  defined  autho- 
rity over  the  Arsenal.  It  was  found  im- 
possible to  go  on  at  Woolwich  with  triple 
authority,  and,  therefore,  pending  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee,  Woolwich  was 
placed  under  the  Controller.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr-  O'Eeilly) 
quoted  a  Warrant  as  if  its  words  had 
power  to  change  the  actual  facta.  AU 
ne  could  say  was  tbat,  whatever  might 
be  the  wonu  of  a  Warrant,  it  was  true, 
as  stated  by  his  Boyal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Sir  James  Graham,  that  when- 
ever the  opinion  of  the  two  ofBoers  dif- 
fered that  of  the  Secretary  of  State  must 
prevail. 

Mr.  GKAI^  duff  said,  that  nothing 
was  known  in  the  India  Office  of  any 
ofBcial  document,  such  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  had  described. 

Vote  agrted  to. 

(5.)  £27,000,  Eewards  for  Distin- 
guished Services,  &c, 

(6.)  £73,000,  for  General  Officers' 
Fay. 

Ms.  ANDEEtSON  complained  of  the 
great  expense  of  the  non-effective  services 
and  pensions,  amounting  to  £126,840 
for  general  officers,  beeides  the  sinecure 
colonelcies,  which  could  hardly  cost  leas 
than  £100,000  more.  He  thought  the 
whole  ejrstem  of  pay  and  pensions  in  our 
Army  was  rotten  and  wrong,  as  well  a> 
the  system  of  devolving  upon  the  next 
generation  burdens  properly  belonging 
to  the  present.  He  held  that  pensions 
only  ought  to  be  reserved  exdusiTelyfor 
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oasea  of  iroundjB  and  diBtisgaialied  ser- 
Tices.  Officers  ought  to  provide  for  old 
t^9  out  of  their  iucoiaefl,  and,  even  if 
their  pay  irere  proportioiiately  increased, 
the  aerrioe  would  gain  in  efflcienoy  if 
the  change  made  it  leas  aristocratio,  by 
throwing  it  more  open  to  men  without 
private  fortunes,  who  must  live  on  their 
pay- 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £480,600,  Pay  of  Eeduced  and 
Ketired  Ofacers  and  Half  Fay. 

(8.)  £156,400,  Widows'  Pensions,  &c. 

(9.)  £22,300,  Pensions  for  Wounda. 

(100  £34,400,  Chelsea  and  Eihnain- 
ham  Hospitals  (In  Pensions). 

Mb.  AiTiPBMAM  LUSE!  called  attention 
to  the  amount  of  the  Chelsea  Vote,  and 
complained  that  a.  very  small  portion  of 
it  was  given  to  the  pensioners,  and  a 
very  larse  one  to  what  was  called 
the  establishment,  consisting  mainly  of 
officers  of  various  ranks,  wl^  were  pro- 
vided for  in  other  ways.  He  trusted 
that  the  Minister  for  War  would  turn 
his  attention  to  the  matter. 

Vof«  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £1,239,300,  Out 

(12.)  £17,900,  Militia,  Yeomanry 
Cavaby,  and  Volunteer  Corps. 

(13.)  £l32,000,8uperanuatioiiAllow- 
ancea. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought 
the  Boale  of  these  allowances  was  ripe 
for  revision.  There  was  a  Storekeeper 
Qeneral  in  the  War  Office,  who  had 
been  thirteen  years 
of  £1,200,  and  who 

a  retiring  allowance  of  £1,000.  In  jux- 
taposition with  this  there  was  aQuarter- 
master  Qeneral  at  Chelsea,  whose  salary 
was  £370,  and  who  was  to  have  a  re- 
tiring allowance  of  £203.  The  system 
was  fuU  of  anomalies  such  as  these, 
and  it  was  high  time  there  should  be  a 
revision  of  it. 

Mk.  CABDWELL  said,  the  first  case 
was  part  of  the  arrangement  consequent 
on  the  appointment  of  Comptroller  Qe- 
neral Eveiy  case  as  it  occurred  was 
referred  to  the  Treasury.  In  some  in- 
stances the  case  was  decided  in  accord- 
ance with  the  requirements  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  sometimes  without 
reference  to  any  provision  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  Aldebuan  LUS£  objected  to 
the  practice  of  pensioning  men  merely 
because  they  were  old. 
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Mb.  H'LABEN  observed,  that  the 
answer  of  the  Secretary  for  War  waa 
not  sufficiently  explicit ;  it  amounted  to 
a  perhaps,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  afford  fuUer  information, 
silence  would  bettor  have  become  him. 
If  there  were  Acts  of  Parliament  to  re- 
(Tulate  the  granting  of  pensions  th^ 
should  be  abided  by,  and  if  the  Treasury 
had  tran^ressed  them,  it  was  for  th« 
House  to  say  whether  they  were  justified 
in  so  doing. 

Mb.  CABDWELL  explained,  that 
some  superanuations  were  made  under 
an  Act  of  Farhament,  and  some  had  no 
ffltecific  provision  of  the  Act  to  regulate 
tnem.  The  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
latter,  of  course,  rested  with  the  Trea- 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  that,  perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  would  consent 
to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Mb.  CAItDWELL  consented. 

Vote  poitponed. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  wished  to  know 
how  it  happened  that  £48,047  had  been 
expended  for  unforeseen  and  urgent 
services,  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liajuent,  by  the  authority  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury?    ■ 

Mb.  OAEDWELL  said,  the  item  re- 
ferred  to  a  former  year.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  foresee  with  perfect  exactness 
in  so  large  a  service  where  and  when 
the  expenditure  would  be  required,  and 
under  what  heads. 

Mb.  POLLAItD-TIRQUHAIlT  added 
that  the  subject  of  unauthorized  ex- 
penditure was  at  present  under  tha 
consideration  of  a  Committee. 

House  reeumed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

ENDOWED   HOSPITALS,  &«.  <SCOTLAHD) 

(re-conmiMd)   BILL. 

( Tkt  Lard  Adnotate,  Ur.  Seentarf  Bnue, 

Mr.  Adan.) 

[bill  124.]    coiturrTSE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Db.  LTON  PLATFAIE  said,  that 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU  had  been 
mored  at  one  o'clock  in  Hie  moniing, 
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irliea  disoussioa  upon  its  merita  was 
then  impossible;  nor  had  his  hon.  and 
learaedTPriend  the  Lord  Advocate  given 
any  reason  why,  with  such  a  large  and 
compreheusire  measure  for  the  reform 
of  endowed  schools  in  England,  they 
should  be  treated  with  so  small  and  re- 
Btricted  a  measure  for  similar  schoole  in 
Scotland.  There  might  be  some  justi- 
fication for  this  if  the  northern  endowed 
schools  were  so  much  superior  to  the 
eouthem  sohools  that  they  required  less 
reform;  but  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case,  for  they  were  condemned  by  their 
own  trustees,  as  well  as  by  pubUc 
opinion,  and  required  reform  of  the  most 
radical  kind.  The  endowed  schools  of 
Scotland  were  proportionately  fewer 
than  in  England;  hut,  on  tike  other 
hand,  their  wealth  was  much  greater ; 
for  in  Edinburgh  alone  the  endowed 
schools  had  an  incomeof  £50,000,  which 
was  one-fourth  of  the  total  income  of  the 
English  schools  reported  ou  by  the 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission ;  and  in  all 
England  there  were  only  eight  schools 
having  incomes  over  £2,000  a  year, 
while  in  Edinburgh  alone  there  were 
the  same  number  above  that  amount. 
Tet,  notwithstanding  this  great  wealth, 
the  Scotch  schools  '  had  a  miserable 
amount  of  scholars — in  Edinburgh  only 
1,100  boya  were  receiving  education  in 
these  schools;  and  over  all  Scotland, 
with  an  income  perhaps  two-thirds  that 
of  England,  the  number  of  scholars  was 
but  small.  Again,  the  educational  re- 
sults in  Scotland  were  without  question 
far  lower  than  those  in  England ;  and  if 
this  were  undeniable,  then  there  was 
more  necessity  that  tlie  Scotch  schools 
should  come  under  at  least  equally  strin- 
gent measures  to  render  them  educa- 
tionally productive.  It  would  require 
a  very  strong  case  to  show  that,  while 
eomprehenaive  and  compulsoiy  measures 
were  necessary  for  England,  contracted 
and  voluntary  measures  were  sufficient 
for  Scotland,  The  term  "hospitals" 
in  this  Bill  concealed  its  meaning  to 
many  Englishmen.  Anyone  who  had 
visited  Edinburgh  musthave  been  struck 
by  the  number  of  palatial  edifices  which 
stud  every  party  of  the  city,  and  force 
themselves  on  the  attention  of  the  visi- 
tor. It  would  be  well  for  the  honour 
of  Sf  odem  Athens  if  he  rested  satisfied 
with  their  outward  appearance  of  pala- 
tial grandeur,  for  he  would  not  find  a 
well-educated  or  thoughtful  man  who 
Dr.  Lyon  Plat/fair 
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1  would  praise  the  system  puivued  in 
them.  In  these  "hospitals,"  as  they 
are  termed,  though  they  are  simply 
schools,  1,060  boys  are  immured  in 
monastic  seclusion,  separated  &om  home 
influences,  separated  from  the  world, 
which  educates  more  than  the  echool- 
master,  contracting  habits  and  receiving 
an  education  which  utterly  unfit  them 
for  their  &ture  career.  If  monasteries 
act  hurtfully  on  men  with  cbaractera 
already  moulded,  they  must  necessarily 
intensify  these  evib  in  the  case  of  boya, 
for  they  destroy  individuality  and  sub- 
stitute morahty  in  theory  for  morality 
in  practice.  No  wonder,  then,  that, 
generation  after  generation,  these  boya 
went  out  into  the  world  psaperised 
morally  and  intellectually,  and  were  no 
more  heard  of;  for  a  distingniahed 
"hospital  boy"  was  unknown  in  Scot- 
land, The  parents  of  the  boys  were 
equally  degraded  by  the  existing  system 
— instead  of  superintending  the  educa- 
tion on  their  children,  and  making  a 
parent's  sacrifice  for  their  benefit,  and 
bestowing  upon  them  that  vigilance 
which  was  the  best  part  of  home  educa- 
tion, they  rehed  on  charity  to  do  what 
they  should  do  themselves.  When  Dr. 
GAithrie,  so  well  known  as  a  philan- 
thropist, was  asked,  in  his  capacity  of 
governor,  to  grant  admission  to  an  hos- 
pital for  the  aon  of  a  well-to-do  father, 
nia  reply  was,  "  My  Mend,  were  I  you, 
it  should  not  be  till  they  had  laid  me 
in  my  cof&n  that  boy  of  mine  should 
lose  tiL6  blesainga  of  a  fireside,  and  be 
cast  amid  the  dangers  of  a  public  hos- 
pital." These  uiS'avourable  opinions 
were  but  the  echo  of  Scotch  feeling  with 
regard  to  these  institutions — they  were 
the  opinions  of  Dr.  Bedford,  the  bead- 
master  of  Heriot'a  Hospital,  of  Mr. 
Lawrie,  the  well-known  educationist,  of 
Mr.  Fearon,  one  of  the  Commisdonera ; 
and  those  who  have  read  his  Beport 
would  understand  the  full  significance 
of  the  mournful  complaint  made  by  the 
master  of  one  of  these  hospital  achoola, 
when  he  aaid — "  Here  we  nave  to  pour 
everything  into  the  boya."  The  dreary 
monotony  of  their  life,  the  annihilation 
of  their  individuality,  the  destruction  of 
the  obligations  and  supports  of  family 
life,  so  completely  stunted  mental  growth 
that  the  labours  of  teachers  were  of 
small  avail.  It  was  the  system — not 
the  trustees,  not  the  teachers,  who  were 
in  fault — it  was  this  monastic  Byetem, 
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rotten  at  the  core,  which  required  to  be 
rooted  up.  Tet  this  Bill  was  a  mere 
permiesiTe  Bill,  and  offered  no  securities 
for  a  radical  reform,  either  now  or  in 
the  future.  The  principles  upon  which 
a  radical  reform  should  be  based  were 
clearly  laid  down  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission,  and  in  the 
admirable  speech  of  the  Yice  President 
of  the  Council  when  he  introduced  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill.  That  speech 
must  be  taken  as  the  Government  inter- 
pretation of  the  Bill,  and  as  the  indica- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  it  is  to  be 
worked  by  the  Executive.  The  first 
principle  enunciated  was,  that  admission 
by  merit  must  be  substituted  for  admis- 
sion by  favour.  Did  they  find,  eren  in 
distant  perspective,  any  such  leading 
principle  in  this  BUI  ?  They  were  asked 
to  intrust  power  to  close  corporations  to 
reform  themselves  when  they  choose, 
and  not  unless  tbey  choose.  Who  ever 
heard  of  close  corporations  divesting 
themselves  of  their  class  privileges  and 
their  patrom^,  or  of  taking  au  eu- 
laified  view  of  fbe  interests  of  Uie  public 
as  opposed  to  the  interests  of  their  con- 
stituents ?  The  second  principle  enun- 
ciated by  the  Tice  President  of  the 
Council,  in  his  interpretation  of  the  Eng- 
lish Bill,  was  that  gradation  in  schools 
must  be  established  ;  so  that,  if  there  be 
two  or  more  endowments  in  one  district, 
&Br  should  not  be  mere  duplicates,  but 
eaan,  acting  in  co-ordination,  should 
supply  a  particular  educational  want  of 
ttie  district.  And  the  Bill  provided  a 
double  security  for  this — firat,  in  the 
organizing  Commission ;  and,  second,  in 
the  permanent  Educational  Council. 
The  Scotch  BUI  could  not  be  worked  in 
this  wise  way,  for  it  was  merely  permis- 
sive. Each  of  the  Ediaburgh  hospitals 
mi^t  propose  if  it  like,  and  not  imlees 
it  Uke,  a  scheme  of  reform  for  itself,  and 
without  relation  either  in  time  or  cir- 
cumstance to  otber  pchools.  It  was  true 
that  if  any  hospital  should  desire  to 
initiate  any  reform,  it  was  to  petition 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  might  in- 
quire into  the  case  by  special  commis- 
Bioners.  But  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
not  a  Minister  for  Education,  and  was 
not  responsible  to  the  House  for  the 
education  of  the  country.  If,  again,  the 
actual  inquiry  was  to  be  made  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  official  was  already  over- 
vorked.  Again,  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed to  refer  the  scheme  to  the  sheriff. 
This  really  would  result  in  making  the 


Lord  Advocate  and  the  Sheriffs  a  cum- 
brous Charity  Commission  fbr  Scotland, 
and  a  new  irresponsible  department  for 
the  secondary  education  of  the  country. 
The  third  principle  enunciated  by  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  was  to 
abolish  the  powers  that  these  schools 
possess  of  pauperizing  the  middle  or 
poorer  classes,  oy  bestowing  education 
as  an  alms  or  dole  upon  people  who  can 
afford  and  who  ought  to  pay  for  it.  Did 
this  Bill  in  any  way  involve  this  wise 
principle?  The  onlylai^  reform  ever 
attempted  by  the  Edinburgh  hospital 
schools  was  in  the  veiy  face  of  the  prin- 
ciple. Heriot's  Hospital,  groaning  under 
a  wealth  which  it  could  not  employ 
further  in  pauperizing  the  bui^essee, 
came  to  Parliament  and  obtained  power 
to  pauperize  the  working  classes  by 
establidiing  free  sohools  in  competition 
with  the  paying  schools  of  the  district. 
These  schools  were  well  taught,  and 
contained  3,000  scholars ;  but  they 
tempted  parents  amply  able  to  pay  for 
the  education  of  their  children,  to  shirk 
their  responsibilities  and  avail  them- 
selves of  charity.  It  might  be  supposed 
that  these  free  schools  served  as  feeders 
to  the  parent  hospital,  and  that,  by  an 
open  competition  among  the  children  at- 
tending mem,  there  was  a  limited  ap- 
plication of  tbe  principles  of  admission 
by  merit  and  not  by  favour.  But  it  was 
not  so ;  the  old,  dreary  system  of  patron- 
age still  went  on,  and  the  out-door 
Bchoolfl  had  no  connection,  except  in 
name,  with  the  parent  hospital.  Thus, 
then,  not  one  of  the  three  great  prin- 
ciples under  which  the  English  Endowed 
Schools  BiU  was  brought  forward  was 
contained  or  is  contemplated  in  the 
Scotch  Bill,  which  was  simply  permis- 
sive, and  relied  on  the  hope  that  hospi- 
tals would  reform  themse^ee.  In  justi- 
fication of  the  hope,  the  promoters  of  the 
BUI  pointed  to  two  facts — first,  that  the 
funds  have  prospered  under  the  manage- 
ment of  the  trustees,  and  the  second 
that  reforms  have  already  been  initiated 
by  one  or  more  of  the  hospitals.  It  was 
true  that  the  funds  of  the  hospitals  had 
largely  increased;  and  in  some  cases 
their  annual  incomes  approach  the 
amount  of  their  original  capital,  or,  as 
in  the  case  of  Hutcheson's  Hospital  at 
Glasgow,  largely  exceeded  it.  Heriot's 
Hospital  had  an  original  capital  of 
£24,000;  its  annual  income  was  now 
£16,000.  But  it  must  be  remembered 
that,  since  the  foundation  of  that  insti- 
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tatioQ,  Scotland  bad  made  enormous 
atridee  in  material  prosperity,  and  there- 
fore it  vaa  bat  natural  that  the  hospital 
firndfi,  honestly  administered,  should 
have  augmented  in  lite  proportion.  In 
this  respect  the  Scotch  hospitals  did 
not  differ  firom  the  English  endowed 
Bchools;  but  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  did  not  on  that  account  exempt 
them  from  the  operations  of  his  com- 
pulsory measure.  The  second  argument 
' — ^that  certain  hospitals  showed  a  dis- 
position to  initiate  reforms — was  more  to 
the  point.  It  was  true  that  the  trustees 
of  Watson's  Hospital  and  others  had 
shown  a  desire  to  effect  reforms  in  their 
management — the  former  proposed'  to 
hreak  np  the  monastic  system,  and  to 
board  the  children  with  their  own 
friends,  and  educate  them  at  the  burgh 
Bchools.  This  was  an  admission  of  their 
inability  to  oi^anize  an  effldent  system 
within  their  wuls.  But  bo  limited  were 
their  notions  that  they  still  confined 
their  benefits  to  a  privileged  class,  and 
fbivot  that  there  was  a  lat^  public 
wiuout ;  and  they  had  not  given  the 
shghtest  aign  that  they  intended  to  ex- 
tend the  area  or  scope  of  education.  On 
the  other  hand  the  actual  proposal  was 
to  degrade  respectable  citisens  by  pay- 
ing them  a  sum  of  £20  or  £30  a  year 
for  the  board  of  their  own  children. 
This  was  a  prostitution  of  a  moral  duty 
in  a  very  bEirefaced  fashion,  yet  these 
reforms  were  probably  quite  as  much  as 
could  be  expected  from  close  corpora- 
tions. There  might  be  the  desire,  but 
the  reforms  could  only  be  efficient  when 
submitted  to  one  common  organizing 
Commission,  such  as  the  Scotch  Na- 
tional Board  would  be.  The  sweeping 
away  of  class  privileges,  the  abolition  of 
the  charity  OTstem,  the  gradation  of 
schools,  and  their  correlation,  were  re- 
forms that  could  never  be  obtained  from 
dose  corporations  themselves.  The  wants 
of  secondary  education  in  Scotland  had 
been  clearly  made  out  by  the  School  In- 
quiry Commission,  and  they  could  only 
be  supphed  by  adequate  organization 
and  simultaneous  action  of  all -the  en- 
dowed schools  of  a  district.  While  not 
neglecting  the  education  of  the  middle 
classes  who  could  pay  for  it,  they  should 
send  their  roots  down  into  the  primary 
Bohools,  so  as  to  draw  out  of  them,  by 
an  open  competition,  the  iUte  of  the 
poorer  daeses,  and  advance  them  by 
an  education  suitable  to  their  future 
occupations;  and  they  ought  to  throw 
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out  their  branches  into  the  Universi* 
ties,  BO  as  to  knit  together  the  lower 
and  higher  education  of  the  country. 
Instead  of  being  stereotyped  in  one 
common  motdd,  they  should  glory  in 
distinctive  character  by  establidiing 
special  schools  fiilly  appointed  and 
equipped — such  as  trade  schools,  schools 
of  commerce,  schools  of  science,  all  pro- 
perly graded  and  co-ordinated,  so  that 
pupils  might  pass  from  one  to  the  other. 
A  good  deal  of  this  might  be  obtained 
by  persuasion  and  not  compulsion,  if  tiie 
Lora  Advocate  would  consent  to  post- 
pone his  measure  and  place  the  hospitals 
under  the  Scotch  National  Board  which 
they  were  to  be  ashed  to  create.  He 
did  not  expect  that  he  would  agree  with 
the  promoters  of  the  English  measure  in 
thinking  that  the  hospitals  might,  with 
advantage  to  themselves  and  the  pubhc, 
have  reforms  wholly  initiated  by  an  out- 
side independent  body.  But  if  the  lat- 
ter were  intrusted  with  the  restricted 
powers  recommended  by  tiie  Scotch 
Commission,  and  the  initiation  for  a 
limited  period  were  left  with  the  hospi- 
tals themselves,  a  much  better  result 
could  be  secured  for  the  education  of 
Scotiand  than  can  be  expected  from  the 
Bill  in  its  present  shape.  He,  therefore, 
appealed  to  the  Lord  Advocate  to  go 
into  the  Conunittee  on  this  occasion  pro 
forma,  and  delay  the  prosecution  of  the 
measure  for  a  few  weeks,  until  he  saw 
whether  the  Scotch  Board  would  be 
created,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  cany 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Commission,  of  which  he  was  such  a 
distingniahed  and  efiident  member.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  his  learned  Friend 
had  brought  in  his  Bill  in  the  conviction 
that  it  opened  up  the  path  of  reform. 
He  {Dr.  Lyon  Playfair)  was  equally 
convinced  that  it  would  block  up  the 
path  of  reform  with  crude  and  digointed 
schemes,  and  that  Scotland  would  by  it 
be  thrown  many  years  behind  England 
in  its  educational  progress. 

Hn.  CAMPBELL,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  what  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  great  objection  to  this  Bill  was 
the  fact  that  it  was  suited  only  to  those 
institutions  which  were  willing  to  reform 
themselves.  Some  were  anxious  to  re- 
form themselves  and  others  were  not. 
If  the  Bill  passed  into  law,  there  would 
be  spasmodic  efforts  enough,  but  no  uni- 
form system  of  administering  the  ftinds. 
The  whole  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  mioh  as  to  render  obvious  the  ne- 
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oetaty  for  immediate  inqniir;  and  he 
■hould  have  been  glad  if  me  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Uember  for 
Lanarkshire  had  been  agreed  to.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  permit 
tlie  insertion  in  this  measure  of  claaees 
ench  as  had  been  Bugeeeted  b;  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  other  Membera,  it  mi|!;ht 
be  made  more  effectual  in  developing 
those  great  forces  that  were  latent  in 
Scotland  for  informing  the  ignorance, 
and,  to  a  certain  extent,  relieving  the 
necessities  of  the  people. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  1«>T«  oat  from  th*  word  "Thkt" 


ordar  to  >dd  tbo  vordt 
thii  d>r  threo  months, 
laid  CommittM," — {Dr. 


"That  the  words 
proposed  to  l>e  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


and  of  the  Qneition,  ii 
"thi>  Hoot©  will,  npo« 
rtiolva  itielF  into  tho 
Lyon  Plagfair,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  prc^rased, 
proposed  to 
Question." 

Mb.  U'LAHEN  said,  his  impression 
was  that  erery  Sixitchman  owed  a  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  Lord  Advocate  for  in- 
troducing  this  Bill.  He  would  himself 
have  been  willing  to  see  a  larger  mea- 
sure ;  but  there  was  no  reason  why  the; 
should  not  accept  a  smaller  measure,  rf 
it  were  directed  to  a  good  end,  as  he 
firmly  believed  this  was.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Lyon  Flajr&ir),  in  order  (« 
depreciate  the  hoapit^  institutions,  had 
represented  that  the  funds  had  increased 
merely  because  of  the  material  increase 
(rf  the  wealth  of  the  country ;  but  he 
FMr.  M'Laren)  maintained  that  the 
fiinds  of  these  institutions  had  increased 
because  they  had  been  well  invested 
and  econonuzed.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
spoken  in  a  manner  not  quite  respectful 
of  the  sherifFs  of  Scotland.  These  gen- 
tlemen were  important  legal  function- 
aries, who,  from  the  different  powers 
which  they  combined  in  their  office,  were 
peculiarly  qualified  for  the  part  they 
would  have  to  take  under  the  BUI.  The 
^mction  of  the  sheriffs  in  this  matter 
would  he,  not  to  propose  a  scheme  for 
the  management  of  these  institutiona, 
but  to  hear  evidence,  to  digest  it,  and 
report  their  opinion  to  the  Secretu^  for 
the  Home  Department  and  the  Lord 
Advocate.  To  join  with  them  members 
of  the  TJnivenities  would  be  a  useless 
incumbrance,  and  add  to  the  ecq)enBe 
without  a  corresponding  benefit.  The 
main  argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill  was 
its  expediency.     The  qnestion  had  been 


argued  somewhat  as  if  the  House  were 
entitled  to  take  all  these  fimds,  be- 
ting to  private  endowed  hospitals,  and 
throw  them  into  the  hands  of  some  ma- 
nning body,  who  would  deal  with  them 
as  they  thought  fit,  disr^arding  alto- 
gether the  wishes  of  the  original  found- 
ers ;  but  he  contended  that  they  could 
not  deal  with  the  funds  of  such  institu- 
tions as  Donaldson's  and  Fettis'  Hos- 
pitals, the  first  of  which  had  been 
founded  within  the  last  half-century, 
and  the  last  not  yet  finished,  in  such  a 
manner  without  plainly  setting  aside  the 
intentions  of  the  founders.  By  so  doing 
they  would,  in  the  case  of  Donald- 
eon  s,  and  other  such  hospitals,  deprive 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  benefit  the 
founders  intended  for  them,  and  divert 
them  practically  to  the  rich  and  pros- 
perous. In  short,  he  believed  that  these 
mstitutions  were  most  admirably  ma- 
naged as  they  now  were,  and  what  waa 
wanted  was  that  they  should  have  power, 
which  they  had  not  at  present,  to  ex- 
tend their  operations,  to  establish  out- 
door schools,  and  reform  themselves. 
In  this  way  the  Lord  Advocate  might 
do  a  great  deal  of  good  by  carrying  the 
Bill  he  had  introduced. 

Sir  E.  COLEBROOKE  was  willing 
to  do  full  justice  both  to  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  and  to 
the  desire  of  tho  managers  of  these  in- 
stitutions, to  administer  their  Ainds  to 
the  beet  advantage;  but  as  r^arded 
the  Bill,  it  was  obvious  that  a  mere  per- 
missive measure  would  not  meet  the  ro- 
quirements  of  the  case.  He  felt  con- 
vinced that  tho  only  effectual  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question  was  by  a  mea- 
sure which  would  give  to  Scotland  th^ 
same  advantages  as  those  which  would 
be  conferred  by  the  Bill  for  England. 
But  if  this  could  not  be  done,  they  should 
make  full  and  immediate  inquiry  into 
the  subject,  with  the  view  of  making 
the  Bill  for  Scotland  more  efficient. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  en- 
tertained no  doubt  but  that  the  mana- 
gers of  these  institutions— those  who  had 
the  administration  of  the  endowments- 
were  desirous  of  turning  them  to  the 
best  advantage.  He  felt  scarcely  capable 
of  giving  an  opinion  on  this  Scot<:h  mea- 
sure ;  but  he  had  had  an  interview  with 
those  managers  who  had  been  to  Lon- 
don in  connection  with  the  Bill,  and  he 
was  gratified  to  observe  how  anxious 
they  seemed  to  be  to  reform  these  insti- 
tutions, and  open  them  up  generally  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
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had  ventored  to  propound  some  ideas  to 
them,  and  they  seemed  to  receive  hia 
sugvestiona  with  the  greatest  possible 
reaojnees,  showing  the  utmost  desire  to 
effect  such  improTemeuts  as  were  calcu- 
lated to  render  the  institutions  efficient. 
He  could  well  understand  the  objection 
of  the  Member  for  Ediubuivh  Univer- 
dtT,  thinking  that,  if  this  e<^eme  were 
adopted,  a  great  and  oomprehensiTe 
measure  of  reform  might  be  indefinitely 
postponed ;  but  that  objectiou  was  en- 
tirely removed  by  the  last  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  makes  it  simply  a  tempo- 
rary measure  only  continuing  in  force, 
until  Slst  December,  1671.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  the  Bill  afforded  a 
fair  opportunity  of  testing  whether  the 
managers  of  these  great  institutions 
were  not  willing  to  do  what  many  of 
them  stated  they  desired,  by  putting 
them  in  a  position  in  which  they  might 
cam  out  tiie  reforms  required. 

UB,.  PABKER  said,  many  Members 
seemed  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  did  not  profess  to  be  a  compre- 
hensive measure,  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  secondary  education  in  Scot- 
land. It  was  one  ui^d  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, in  the  first  instance,  by  some 
of  the  managers  of  those  great  hospitals, 
and  taken  up  by  the  Qovernment,  in 
order  that  those  trustees  might  have 
granted  to  them  the  facilities  for  im- 
proving the  institutions  which  they  re- 
quired, and  would  not  interfere  with  a 
more  comprehensive  consideration  of  the 
question  whenever  drcumstances  would 
permit.  In  his  opinion  th^  were  very 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Dr.  Lyon 
Playfair)  for  having  enforced  upon  them 
the  importance  of  introducing  a  Bill  for 
Scotland  resembling  that  for  education 
for  England,  which  had  been  so  rapidly 
carried  through  the  House.  When  such 
a  measure  should  be  introduced,  it  would, 
no  doubt,  have  due  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciples which  the  hon.  Member  had  laid 
down.  It  seemed  to  be  supposed  that 
no  legislation  on  a  larger  scale  was 
undertaken,  because  there  had  been  no 
inquiry  into  middle-class  education  in 
Scotiand.  But  he  held  in  his  hand  two 
volumes — one  entirely  devoted  to  the 
Beport  on  middle-class  education,  the 
other  containing  the  Beporta  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners.  He  would 
refer  to  the  first  volume  and  to  the  Be- 
port of  Mr.  Fearon  in  the  second,  to 
Mr.  jr.  E.  Fonltr 
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show  that  there  ah^ady  existed  ample 
materials  for  legislation.  The  fact  was 
that  in  Scotiand  they  had  done  precisely 
the  opposite  to  what  they  had  done  in 
EnglMid.  In  Scotland  tiiey  had  com- 
menced with  primary  education,  and  he 
hoped  to  see  it  extend  to  the  middle 
classes;  and  in  England  they  had  be- 
gun with  middle  class  education,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  it  would  ttkere  have  a  good 
effect  upon  primary  instruction.  Taking 
all  the  obstacles  together  that  stood  in 
the  way  of  education,  both  in  England 
and  in  Scotiand,  he  might  say  that  they 
were  all  comprised  in  the  term,  "want  of 
organization  in  relation  to  the  powers 
which  would  have  to  work  in  unison  for 
the  attainment  of  the  common  end.  This 
he  wished  to  say — The  minds  of  the 
poorer  classes  in  Scotiand  were  fully  oc- 
cupied by  the  idea  that  not  only  was  a 
good  primary  measure  of  education  the 
great  thing  want«d,  but  that  an  arrange- 
ment was  very  much  needed,  which  would 
allow  them  to  rise  from  grade  to  grade 
as  their  abihties  might  fit  them,  and 
that  they  might  ascend  from  the  primary 
school,  making  their  own  way,  until  they 
reached  to  the  University  to  receive  the 
reward  of  their  own  exertions. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Universilj  of 
Edinburgh  (Dr.  Lyon  FlayfUr)  seemed 
to  misunderstand  tiie  object  of  the  Bill, 
and  what  it  professed  to  accomplish.  It 
was  not  intended  for  the  reform  of  the 
hospitals  upon  a  large  and  sweeping 
scale;  for  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  middle-class  education — 
they  were  not  in  a  position  to  do  so. 
They  felt  that,  until  the  elementary  edu- 
cation of  the  people  of  Scotland  was  es- 
tablished on  a  basis  on  which  they  could 
rely,  they  could  not  effectually  deal  with 
middle-claass  education.  The  Univer* 
sities  had  been  greatiy  reformed,  and 
they  hoped  to  effect  a  great  improve- 
ment in  the  primary  schools ;  but  until 
this  was  done,  they  could  not  attempt  to 
fill  up  the  gap.  He  should  like  to  see 
a  full  system  of  education  supported  by 
the  pubhc  property,  beginning  with  the 
lowest  step  and  ascending  up  to  the 
Universities,  and  these  endowments 
would  be  a  magnificent  foundation  for 
such  a  scheme.  The  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  relieve  the  trustees  of  the  lai^ 
institutions  from  the  difficulties  in  which 
they  were  placed.    They  felt  that  the 
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preeent  BTstem  was  Aill  of  fanlta,  and 
thBj  were  unable  to  rem&dj  it ;  tliey 
asked  therefore  for  pover  to  be  granted 
tliem  to  make  these  scboola  more  effec- 
tual. When  that  application  was  made 
it  was  not  thought  fit  to  reject  it,  for  it 
was  felt,  that  when  they  asked  to  revise 
tlieir  own  foundatione,  it  would  be  veiy 
desirable  that  the;  shoiild  be  helped  in 
doing  BO.  If  they  should  neglect  to 
perform  their  duty,  the  Bill  still  retained 
to  the  Oovenunent  the  power  of  dealing 
with  the  question.  Should  the  Bill  of 
the  other  House  be  found  to  be  a  good 
and  effectual  measure,  he  should  have 
no  objection  to  engraft  this  Bill  upon  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraten. 

Mb.  HENIiEY  said,  that  the  justice 
done  to  Scotland  by  the  Bill  was  of  a 
very  mild  description,  but  it  did  not 
seem  to  be  very  E^reeable  in  certain 
quarters  when  it  came  to  tie  applied. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  C3uur,"  put,  and 
ofrtedto. 

Bill  amtid^nd  in  Committee,  and  re- 
porttd:  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

SAUIOIT  FISHZXIEe. 

SclMt  ComniittM  appointed,  "to  inquire  into 
tbaprcMnt  lUlAof  tha  Lkwi  ifleatiDg  tha  Salmon 
F»fa«riM  of  ICDgUod  aiut  W*1m,  and  to  report 
vhttber  anj  and  what  amendmanta  are  reqaind 
IhHTin."— (Jfcfr.  Doddt.) 

And,  on  June  SS,  Committea  neminated  ai 
fbllowi : — Mr.  KmTCBBULL.Buaimrf,  Hr.  Lid- 
DILI.,  Mr.  Piui,  Earl  Pibot.  Mr.  Etih 
RlOHiBD*,  Mr.  S»nuT  Hill,  Mr.  Whitvill, 
Hr.  Ahbitor,  Colonel  Edvabdbb,  Mr,  KmaBT, 
Hr.  Umar  IIbbbibt,  Mr.  Hihbro,  Colonel 
Aitoora,  Mr.  WiLUiMLo<nBi»,*DdMr.DoDDi; 
-~  Power  U>a«nd  for  peraona,  paper*,  asdreeorda  ; 
Fire  to  b«  tbe  qaonun. 
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IRISH  CBCROH  BILL— (No.  100.) 

{Tk$  Earl   Oranvilk.) 

BSCOini  SEADHTO. 

DEBATE  KESUKEII.      [fOIOITE  IOOHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  Debato  on  the  Amendment  to 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  Beading — 
which  Amendment  was  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months")  —  (IX«  Earl  of  Sarrotoly) — 
read. 

Debato  returned  acc<»dingl7. 

Eabl  BUSSELL:  My  Lords,  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church  is  one  in 
which  I  have  always  taken  the  deepest 
intorest,  and  upon  which  I  have  always 
pursued  a  conaistont  course.  I  have  al- 
ways had  in  my  mind  the  injustice  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  have  &om  time  to 
time  endeavoured  to  bring  about  a  set- 
tlement of  the  question.  At  one  time  I 
was  in  favour  of  a  compromise,  by  which 
a  certain  surplus  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church  should  be  devoted  to  pur- 
poses not  connected  with  that  Church. 
On  other  occasions  I  was  in  favour  of 
inquiry ;  while,  for  a  considerable  period 
of  time,  I  let  the  question  rest,  trusting 
that  public  opinion  would  be  eventu- 
ally matured  by  the  advice  of  those 
eminent   and  learned   men  who   have 

f'ven  their  views  upon  the  subject. 
rejoice  that  at  length  this  question 
has  been  taken  up  in  a  befitting  man- 
ner by  a  great  Minister,  who,  by 
his  able,  his  honest,  and  his  courage- 
ous policy  has  endeavoured  to  settle 
it,  and  has  been  fortunate  enough  to 
awaken  in  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom  a  sentiment  of  justice  and 
sympathy  towards  the  people  of  Ireland 
which  they  have  never  hitherto  had  tho 
good  fortune  to  see  prevail.  In  consider- 
ing this  question  I  beg  to  otiserve  that 
there  is  something  to  De  observed  with 
regard  to  my  noble  Friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  (tbe  Earl  of  Harrowby). 
There  is,  I  believe  a  passage  in  Cteero, 
Ln  which— discussing  Uie  best  course  for 
an  advocate  to  pursue — he  says  there  are 
some  who  affirm  that  the  weak  points  of 
a  case  should  be  treated  at  the  begin- 
ning of  a  speech ;  others  who  say  uiat 
they  should  he  treated  in  the  middle; 
while  there  are  others  who  maintain 
that  they  should  be  treated  towards  the 
end.  "But,"  addsOicero,  "mycoursehas 
been  to  leave  out  the  weak  points  alto- 
Q    [Setond  Rtading—Fowth  Jfight. 
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eether."  Nov,  this  appears  to  me  to  have 
been  the  course  wMch.  has  been  pursued, 
not  only  by  my  noble  Friend,  but  by 
oUier  advocatee  on  the  same  aide.  It  ie 
the  course  whioh  haa  been  pursued  by 
ft  very  learned  and  gjeat  aaTOcate  (Sir 
Boimdell  Palmer),  vboee  speech  in  the 
otlier  House  on  this  subject  baa  been  pub- 
lished to  the  vorld.  The  great  weak- 
neas  in  the  case  of  those  who  oppose  this 
measure,  and  aU  measures  of  a  similar 
kind,  ia,  that  they  forget  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland  are  Eo- 
man  Catholics,  and  that  of  the  remaining 
fourth  only  one-half  belong  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  That  is  the  ^aain 
case,  and  these  fev  words  seem  to  me 
really  to  be  dedsive  of  the  principle  of 
the  question ;  but  it  ia  invariably  omit- 
ted by  great  advocates  ou  the  other  side 
in  opposing  this  measure.  K  there  were 
only  1,200,000  people  in  Ireland,  and  if 
700,000  of  them  belonged  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  if  ue  oongregations 
were  composed  of  200,  300,  or  400,  it 
would  not  be  very  difficult  to  defend  the 
Established  Church.  But  the  moment 
you  admit  there  are  4,500,000  Boman 
CathoEcs  in  the  country  the  whole  case 
is  altered;  and  the  question  comes  to  be, 
what  is  to  be  done  with  those  who  differ 
from  the  Church  ?  A  right  rev.  Pre- 
late who  flourished  in  the  last  century 
has  left  on  record  an  account  of  Ms 
conduct.  He  tells  ua  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population  of  bia  diocese  in 
Ireland  were  Roman  Catholics,  and  that 
they  would  not  liaten  to  his  ministrationa, 
and  tlkat  the  only  course  which  he  could 
pur«ue  waa  to  disperse  amongst  t"^ '  ' 
Soman  Catholic  works  which  were 
ducive  to  religion  and  morality.  But 
this  appears  to  me  to  be  in  effect  giving 
up  the  whole  case;  becauae.  if  a  Pro- 
testant Bishop  of  the  Established  Church 
can  do  nothing  better  than  give  the 
people  instruction  in  the  Soman  Catholic 
fsith,  according  to  the  opinion  of  Bo- 
man Catholic  authors,  it  is  evident  that 
it  would  be  as  weD  to  have  a  Boman 
Catholic  Bishop  there  and  not  to  pretend 
to  teach  them  at  all.  A  distinguished 
person  who  has  been  frequently  referred 
to — one  of  the  greatest  men  that  Ireland 
ever  produced,  and  one  whose  opinions 
with  regard  to  Ireland  aredeservingof  the 
utmost  respect — I  allude  to  1l£r.  Orattan 
— thus  spote  of  the  Irish  Church — 

"  The  Charoh  ntaUiihad  by  Uw  in  IreUnd  ia 
tbe   Choioh  of  Eaglutd  ;  bnl  Uw   E*Uiblubed 
Earl  Rtuull 


ChDroh,  for  tbe  moat  ptrt,  in  maUee,  tfaoold  ba  «f 
the  religion  of  the  people.  The  EitaUiibmnit  of 
Church  ii  not  mule  lor  the  JLinf,  nor  for  the 
I)  and  indie*  at  tbe  Court ;  it  i>  made  ror  th* 
people  ;  <o  iCiiiu  Scotland  ;  in  Ireland  it  ia  other- 
viae,  Tou  haTS  eatablithed  jovr  owa  Obnroh  in 
Inland,  and  taiTe  made  tbe  people  per  it ;  bat 
jaa  go  farther,  rou  dieqaalUr  ihree-ronrtba  <t 
Ireland  for  that  Chnrob — tbe  Cborch  of  anothw 
oonotrj."— {  AuOan'i  Spceelm.'\ 

No  doubt  by  the  word  "disqualified" 
he  meant  civil  and  political  disqnalifica- 
tion,  and  did  not  refer  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  His  view  was  founded 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pitt — to  which  I 
shall  have  occasion  to  refer — that  the 
Iridi  Church  might  be  left  as  it  was, 
but  that  there  should  be  a  l(ug«  endow- 
ment of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  by 
which  means  he  thought  religious  equa^ 
lity  would  be  secured.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  apoke  with  such  splendid 
eloquence  on  Thiesday  night  (the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  very  properly  divided 
this  matter  into  the  question  of  justico, 
the  question  of  policy,  and  the  questimi 
of  the  verdict  wnich  has  been  given  by 
the  country.  In  the  firat  place,  wiui 
regard  to  justice,  I  cannot  but  think  that 
the  few  words  I  have  quoted  from  Mr, 
Grattan  have  disposed  of  that  question. 
It  cannot  be  ri^t  that  there  should  be 
an  Established  Church  for  one-eighth  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  We  know  that 
that  CSiuroh  was  established  by  Qneen 
Elizabeth,  and  we  have  been  accoa- 
tomed  to  look  upon  that  Monarch  as  a 
wise  princess.  We  now  know,  fr«m  the 
researches  of  Froude,  that  the  wisdom 
of  Queen  Elizabeth  waa,  in  fkct.  4}|6 
wisdom  of  Lord  Burleigh,  who  dictated 
the  councils  of  that  Sovereign.  Now,  I 
think  that  if  the  shade  of  Lord  Burleigh 
could  hare  been  present  in  our  Qalleiy 
last  night  he  would  have  been  proud — if 
disembodied  spirits  can  be  supposed  to 
have  emotione  of  that  kind — of  his  de- 
scendant. This  debate,  I  think,  has  also 
shown,  not  only  as  regards  tbelayPeere, 
but  the  Lords  Spiritual,  who  have  life 
peerages  in  this  House,  that  there  is  an 
abundance  of  eloquenoe  and  ability  in 
your  Lordships'  House ;  and  I  think 
that  when  your  walls  are  armed  with 
such  heavy  artillery  you  may  well  feel 
no  alarm  at  the  irregular  firing  of  some 
awkward  voltmteer,  who  has  fired  off 
his  piece  without  orders  baza  his  com- 
manding officer.  The  right  rev.  Prdate, 
the  other  night,  made  a  distinction  whidi, 
like  the  rest  of  Ms  very  brilliant  speech, 
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■was  exceedingly  plaosible,  but  wHcli  I 
think  will  Bcarcely  bear  ezaminntion. 
Be  contended  tliat  two  thingB  were  to 
be  considered — religioue  equality  and 
equality  of  religion.  Now,  with  r^ard 
to  equality  of  religion,  the  question  is 
not  whether  one  form  of  Ohristian  reli- 
gion is  bettor  than  another,  but  whether 
one  form  or  another  is  best  fitted  to  give 
inetruction  to  the  people.  I  quito  aiboit 
that  the  religion  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land is  better  than  the  religion  of  the 
Gburoh  of  Borne ;  indeed,  I  think  it  is 
t^i"  best  existing  duistian  Church  in 
the  world.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to  agree 
ID  the  opinion  of  Lord  Chatham  that  its 
liitnrgy  is  Popish  and  its  Articles  Cal- 
vinistio,  though  possibly  there  may  be 
something  too  Fopiah  in  its  Liturgy  and 
something  too  CalTinurtic  in  its  Articles ; 
but,  on  the  whole,  I  believe  there  ia  no 
Ohurch  to  be  preferred  to  it.  But  am 
I  therefore  to  oondnde  that  that  reli- 
gion must  be  forced  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland,  though  it  ia  not  the  rehgion 
they  are  wiUing  to  adopt  ?  I  cannot  but 
advert  to  an  opinion  given  by  Lord 
Melbonme  in  this  House,  on  a  pJTnJlar 
oocaaion  to  this.  He  said  that  we  find 
great  fault  with  our  ancestors,  and, 
speaking  of  the  Church  established  in 
Ireland,  we  are  too  apt  to  accuse  them 
of  folly;  but  it  is  not  clear  but  that 
they  intended  when  they  set  up  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  that  that 
should  be  the  religion  of  the  people 
of  that  country.  I  am  quite  convinced 
that  if  Qneen  EUtabeth  hod  found  that 
the  Irish  Church  had  not  been  ao- 
oepted  by  the  nation  she  would  have 
behaved  with  regard  to  it  as  she  did  in 
the  case  of  monopolies.  At  first  she  was 
veiy  much  in  favour  of  what  were  called 
monopolies;  but  when  she  found  that 
the  eense  of  her  people  was  against  them 
■he  abolished  them ;  and  I  beheve  that, 
in  like  manner,  had  she  lived  some  years 
longer,  and  gone  to  Ireland  and  ascer- 
tained that  the  people  of  that  country 
were  determined  adherents  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  and  could  not  be  in- 
duced to  adopt  the  Frotostant  religion, 
she  would,  with  some  not  very  polite 
words,  have  dianussed  the  clergy  of  the 
Protestant  Church — that  she  would  pro- 
bably have  called  them  "  scurry  fellows," 
and  desired  them  to  leave  the  country ; 
and  although  she  might  not  have  estab- 
lished the  Boman  C^tholio  Chnrch,  she 
would,  probably,  have  altogether  dises- 


tablished and  disendowed  the  Protestant 
Church.  However  that  may  be,  we 
have  gone  on  for  300  years,  and  we  find 
that  at  the  end  of  the  last  century  Mr. 
Grattan  repeatedly  stated  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
Boman  Catholics ;  and  having  got  past 
the  middle  of  this  century,  we  etiU  find 
that,  although  the  number  of  Boman 
CathoUcs  has  been  diminished  by  famine 
and  emigration,  they  constitute  three- 
fourths  of  the  population.  I  say,  then, 
after  the  experience  of  three,  centuries, 
that  it  ie  quite  time  to  give  up  this  ex- 
periment and  say  that  we  will  no  longer 
persist  in  that  attempt.  Then,  turning 
from  that  question  of  justice,  according 
to  which  there  ought  to  be  no  longer  an 
Established  Churdi  in  Ireland,  we  come 
to  the  next  question  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  said  should  be  treated — 
namely,  the  question  of  poHcy.  Now, 
with  r^ard  to  the  question  of  policy,  a 
noble  Friend  of  mine  (the  Duke  of 
Devonshire),  who  addressed  your  Lord- 
ships last  night  with  great  authority, 
steted  that  he  would  have  preferred  a 
very  different  system  from  that  contained 
in  the  Bill  now  before  us.  We  all  know 
that  Mr.  Pitt  was  of  opinion  that  along 
with  the  Established  Church,  which  he 
insisted  should  be  perpetually  main- 
tained, there  should  be  a  large  endow- 
ment for  the  Boman  CathoHc  Church. 
I  have  here  some  axtracto  from  Lord 
Castlereagh's  Correspondence,  which 
show  the  hopes  held  out  to  the  Boman 
Catholics  at  the  time  of  the  Union.  We 
have  been  referred  to  the  terms  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  no  doubt  it  is  an  Act 
of  Parliament  that  ought  not  to  be 
treated  lightly.  That  which  is  contained 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament — which,  at  all 
events,  was  a  compact  between  two 
Legislatures — cannot  be  hghtly  set  aside. 
It  can  only  be  set  aside  in  a  great  crisis, 
and  in  what  I  do  not  hesitate  to  call  a 
great  revolution.  But  is  not  this  a  great 
crisis  ?  And  is  it  not  incumbent  on  your 
Lordships,  if  you  can  really  unite  the 
three  nations  in  amity  and  mendshlp — 
is  it  not  incumbent  on  you  to  consider 
whether  the  letter  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  set  aside?  But  what 
were  the  declarations  of  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  with  respect  to  the  Union  ?  He 
stetes  most  fairly,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Pitt, 
that  there  was  great  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing that  measnre,  and  that  the  party 
opposed  to  it  were  very  strong.     We 
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all  know  that  at  the  begmnin^  there 
was  a  majorit;  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment against  it.  The  majority  of  the 
Irish  Protestaute  being  against  the  Act 
of  Union,  the  question  came  to  be  whe- 
ther the  Boman  Catholics  could  be  con- 
ciliated and  induced  to  desist  &oni  all 
opposition.  Lord  ComwaUis,  who  was 
a  man  of  great  prudence  and  caution, 
said  he  wo^d  not  hold  out  any  hopes  to 
the  Catholics  unless  he  had  some  autho- 
rity from  the  Cabinet  in  London,  Bj 
his  desire  Lord  Castlereagh  came  ovei 
and  saw  Mr. Pitt;  I  do  not  know  whether 
be  saw  all  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
but  at  all  events  he  saw  the  leading  Mi- 
nisters. And  what  did  they  tell  him  f 
They  told  him  that  he  would  he  quite 
safe  in  asking  for  the  assistance  of  the 
Catholics,  because  they  were  all  deter- 
mined on  making  large  concessions  to 
them;  they  fold  uim  he  might  be 
that  if  the  Union  were  carried  Mr.  Fitt 
would  agree  to  make  those  concessions. 
Lord  Castlereagh  goes  on  to  state  the 
effect  of  these  representations.  Having 
got  this  authority  from  Mr.  Pitt  and  his 
Colleagues  he  says — 


''In  coDiequence  of  tbii 
Iriih  Gorernment  omitted  j 
forth  tho  Catbolici  in  fsTODr  of  ihe  Union.  Their 
•STorti  ware  Torj  generall)'  lucoavful.  and  the 
adinntsp  derived  Trom  Ihia  vnt  highly  awful, 
partiealnrl;  in  depriTing  the  Oppoailion  of  th« 
nunin  they  otherwiie  would  hoTO  had  in  the 
■oulhern  and  weitern  eoutilici  of  miking  an  im- 

Ereiaion  on  the  eountj  Memheri.  His  Excel- 
mof  Tu  enabled  to  aocompliah  thii  purpaae  with- 
out giving  to  the  Catholica  anj  dlreot  aiiurance 
of  their  being  gr.itifled  ;  and  thrnughouC  the  oon- 
teit  he  earnntly  n?oided  being  drireii  to  aueh  an 
eipedieot,  aa  he  oonaidered  that  graluitoua  oon- 
oeaiion,  after  the  meatnre  had  been  carried,  would 
be  more  coniiatent  with  thn  character  of  an  inde- 
pendent Goternment." —  [Mimoiri  and  C^re- 
tpondtnee  of  Lord  Cattlertagh. 

No  doubt,  if  this  concession  had  been 
proposed  and  carried  by  the  Qoremment 
immediately  after  the  Union  it  would 
have  been  more  gratiffing,  and  a  greater 
sign  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  GoTem- 
ment,  and  would  likewise  have  been 
more  acceptable  to  the  Soman  Cathohcs. 
But  how  aid  the  Scotch  behave  under 
similar  circumstances?  I  wish  your 
Lordships  would  here  observe  the  great 
difference  of  character  between  the 
Scotch  and  the  Irish ;  the  Scotch  being 
exceedingly  prudent  and  "canny" — to 
use  a  word  of  their  own — and  the  Irish 
being  very  impetuous,  very  credulous, 
and  sometimes  over-generous.  When 
SarlSMU^ 


the  Scotch  were  told  that  if  they  would 
acknowledge  King  WiUiam  he  would 
take  into  consideration  their  claims  with 
regard  to  their  Church,  and  the  abolition 
of  prelacy,  what  was  their  answer  ?  They 
said  they  would  listen  to  nothing  of  the 
kind — that  no  promises  would  satisfy 
them — that  when  prelacy  was  abolished, 
they  would  be  ready  to  acknowledge 
King  William ;  but  that  before  prelacy 
was  abolished  they  would  take  no  steps 
to  dethrone  King  James  and  to  acknow- 
ledge King  William.  That  prudent  and 
wise  conduct  succeeded.  Kmg  William 
andhisCouncilmet;  they  said  they  had  no 
help  for  it ;  they  could  not  get  the  change 
in  ttie  possession  of  the  Throne  acknow- 
ledged unless  prelacy  was  abolished. 
Prelacy  was,  therefore,  at  once  abolished; 
and  King  William  became  King  of  Scot- 
land aa  well  as  of  England.  The  Irish 
Catholics,  I  am  eony  to  say,  did  not 
pursue  a  similar  course.  They  gave 
their  full  support  to  the  Union;  the 
Union  was  carried ;  and  all  the  promises 
made  were  thrown  to  the  winds— not  by 
Mr,  Pitt,  who  wished  to  cany  them  into 
effect,  but  by  those  who  succeeded  him, 
and  by  subsequent  Governments  for 
nearly  thirty  years.  I  cannot  refrfun  from 
reciting  to  your  Lordships  what  Lord 
Castlereagh  circulated  among  the  Bconan 
Catholics — 

"Hr.  Pitt  and  bi<  Colleaguea  retired  tna, 
OfBoe  for  the  following  reaaons — Fint,  a  ilron^ 
and  unalterable  opinion  that  a  ijatem  of  eompre- 
heniion  ii  euantial  to  our  future  polioy,  in  order 
(bat  we  mnj  deriie  from  the  Union  all  the  advan> 
(agea  of  which  it  i>  capable ;  second);,  becaDierrom 
this  conTiction  they  hare,  for  the  last  two  jean, 
anffered  the  Iriah  fjatholiel  to  form  a  elrong  ei- 
pectation  that  their  bopea  most  be  gratified,  and 
il  waa  imposaible  to  disappoint  thoie  bopM 
without  being  guilt*  of  a  breach  of  fikith.— 
[Ibid.-] 

It  is,  therefore,  dearly  declared  by  Lord 
Castlereagh,  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
that  a  breach  of  faitL  was  committed 
towards  the  Boman  Catholics  at  the 
time  of  the  Union,  and  a  breach  of  faith 
with  regard  to  what  Lord  Castlereagh 
called  a  system  of  "comprehension." 
This  was  a  "comprehension,"  not  merely 
for  political  ofBces  or  civil  privileges, 
for  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  speech  on  the  Union, 
mentioned  the  case  of  the  Church  as  one 
in  which  Boman  Catholics  thought  they 
had  a  grievance.    We  know  from  the 

leeches  of  Mr.  Pitt  and  Lord  Grenville 
what  was  the  plan  they  had  in  view. 
They  made  a  solemn  promise  which  they 
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meant  to  can^  into  effect,  but  they  were 
defeated  by  'the  reluctance  and  refusal 
of  the  King  to  entertain  their  plan.  Mr. 
Ktt  returned  to  Office  for  a  short  time, 
but  he  died  before  he  could  carry  into 
effect  any  proposal  for  the  relief  of  the 
Boman  Catholice.  My  belief  is  that  if 
George  the  Third  bad  died,  or  bad  been 
disabled  by  ilhieas,  Mr.  Fitt  would  have 
endeaTOured  to  carry  out  bis  promises. 
It  is,  of  coiirse,  an  bistorical  question 
whetber  or  not  be  was  bound  at  once 
to  do  so.  The  position  in  which  be 
was  placed  was  one  of  the  greatest 
difflcully,  and  one  on  which  I  tbink 
posterity  is  hardly  able  to  form  a  judg* 
ment.  The  Battle  of  Trafidgar  was  hie 
magnificent  apology  for  bis  breach  of 
promise.  But  with  regard  to  those  wbo 
ibllowed  him  it  is  melancboly  to  tbink 
that,  &om  the  time  of  the  Act  of  Union 
in  1801  until  1829,  nothing  was  done 
to  fulfil  those  promises.  The  Goman 
Catholics  were  continually  cheatod,  de- 
luded, sometimes  kept  in  suspense,  but 
nerer  had  anything  done  for  diem. 
The  father  of  my  noble  Frieiid  sitting 
on  the  cross-Bench  (Earl  Grey),  ven- 
tured, indeed,  to  propose  that  ofiBcers 
of  the  Army  and  Navy,  being  Ro- 
man Oatbohcs,  should  be  allowed  to 
rise  to  the  position  of  colonels  and 
generals  in  the  Army  and  of  captains 
and  admirals  in  the  Navy ;  but  that 
proposition  was  thought  so  monstrous 
that  the  Qoremment  were,  in  conse- 
Queuce,  dismissed  &om  power.  Lord 
Greuville  was  never  again  a  Mimster, 
and  for  twenty-tbree  years  Lord  Grey 
was  excluded  from  Of^e,  because  be  had 
the  audacity  to  propose  that  men  who 
were  shedding  their  blood  for  their 
country,  wbo  fought  against  France  witb 
the  same  courage  as  their  Protestant 
comrades,  should  be  allowed  to  receive 
the   rewards  due  to  their  valour  and 

Satriotism.  We  were  told  last  night  by 
te  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  on 
the  authority  of  tbe  Dean  of  Westmin- 
ster, that  tbis  proposal  to  disestablish 
and  abolish  the  Irish  Church  is  an  act, 
not  of  justice,  but  of  vengeance.  Now, 
there  may  be  some  vengeance  in  it ;  but 
we  are  not  to  foi^t  tbe  way  in  vbich 
for  upwards  of  two  centuries  tiie  Boman 
Catholics  were  treated.  Many  of  your 
Lordabips  will  recollect  Lord  Lansdowne 
in  this  House.  Lord  Lansdowne'e  fktiier 
-better  known  as  Lord  Sbelbume — 
was  Secretary  of  8tat«,  and  be  stated  in 


tbis  House  in  1778,  that  when  he  filled 
that  office  he  found  a  Boman  Catholic 

Eriest  condemned  to  imprisonment  for 
fe  for  tbe  offence  of  having  said  mass 
in  a  Boman  Catholic  chapel.  Only  con- 
ceive, my  Lords,  that  for  tbe  perform- 
ance of  what  he  considered  tbe  sacred 
duties  of  bis  religion  to  bis  feUow-coun- 
trymen  of  tbe  same  faith  he  should  have 
been  Hable  to  imprisonment  for  life ! 
Lord  Sbelbume  went  on  to  say  that  no- 
thing but  tbe  exerc^e  of  the  clemency 
of  tbe  Crown  relieved  the  priest  &om 
the  penalty.  WeU,  my  Lords,  tbe  case 
was  tbe  same  in  Ireland.  Tbe  Boman 
Catbobc  priests  were  hunted  from  one 
place  to  another,  and  it  was  with  the 
greatest  difficulty  that  they  could  obtain 
access  to  the  poor  peasants  who  were 
afflicted  with  disease  and  who  were 
dying ;  and  while  tbey  were  obliged  to 
bide  in  caves,  and  were  not  aUowed  to 
perform  tbe  rites  of  their  religion  or  to 
administer  consolation  to  the  dying,  the 
Estabbshed  Cburcb  was  in  great  splen- 
dour. I  remember  hearing,  indeed,  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  &om  the  son  of 
Mr.  Grattan,  of  the  immense  sums  which 
the  Protestant  Bishops  bad  left  to  their 
families  and  which  tbey  had  accumulated 
duringtheir  episc^ate.  There  is  a  story 
of  a  Protestant  Bishop,  whose  family 
have  been  distinguished  in  tbe  Church 
and  in  the  legal  profession,  bearing 
from  anotiier  Bisbop  that  be  had  saved 
£240,000,  upon  wmch  Bishop  Law  re- 
plied— "That  is  a  large  sum,  my  Lord, 
for  a  Christian  Bishop  to  have  saved 
in  a  poor  coimtry."  Can  your  IJord- 
ships  be  aurprised,  if  such  has  been  tbe 
case,  that  tbe  Iriab  people  do  compare  the 
wealth  and  the  pomp  and  tbe  grandeur 
of  tbe  Estabbshed  Church,  witb  the  con- 
dition of  tbeir  own  priesthood,  driven 
from  one  but  to  another,  and  with  great 
difficulty  being  able,  in  some  mud  cabin, 
to  say  mass  and  to  perform  the  cere- 
monies of  tbeir  rebgion — can  your  Lord- 
ships be  surprised  that,  at  the  end  of  a 
long  time,  there  is  this  feeling  of  resent- 
ment  amongst  tbe  Boman  Catbobc  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  ?  They  are  deeply  at- 
tached to,  and  would  do  anytbmg  on 
behalf  of  tbe  pastors  of  tbeir  rebgion — 
tbey  cannot  forget  the  manner  in  which 
tbey  have  been  treated — is  it  surprising, 
therefore,  that  they  shoiUd  join  in  this 
wish  for  tbe  abobtion  of  tbe  Church  Es- 
tablishment ?  But,  my  Lords,  It  is  said, 
and  said  now  rather  late  in  tbe  day,  that 
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it  woold  have  been  bettCT  to  have  had 
concurrent  endowmeDt  than  to  obtain 
equality  by  abolishing  all  State  reli- 
giouB.  Well,  my  Lords,  that  has  long 
been  my  opinion.  I  Toted,  in  1825,  for 
the  Motion  'which  tras  made  by  Lord 
Elleamere,  I  think,  for  the  endowment  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  clergy,  meaning  to 
maintain  the  Protestant  Establishment. 
In  1845,  when  Sir  Eobert  Peel  proposed 
the  endowment  to  Maynooth,  I  not  only 
supported  that  Bill  —  though  being  a 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  I  had 
many  romonstrancee  against  my  conduct 
— but  I  declared  that  I  was  quite  ready  to 
support  the  endowment  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  clei^.  I  still  say  that  if,  in 
1825,  Lord  larerpool  had  not  opposed 
that  measure,  and  it  had  been  carried,  it 
'would  have  been  preferable  to  the  plan 
-which  is  now  beforo  your  Lordships. 
But,  my  Lords,  time  goes  on.  When  I 
was  in  high  Office,  between  1846  and 
1850,  I  wrote  to  an  eminent  Archbishop 
— Archbishop  Murray — to  ask  him  whe- 
ther the  Boman  Catholics  would  accept 
endowment  from  the  Parhament  of  this 
country  ?  He  told  me  that  they  certainly 
would  not.  Thero  was  a  feeling  among 
them — there  is  that  feeling  among  them 
still — you  may  call  it,  peniaps,  a  selfish 
feeling,  but  I  think  it  is  not  an  unnatural 
one — that  if  they  accepted  anything  like 
maintenance  &om  the  GoTemmeut  of 
England,  or  from  the  Parliament  of 
England,  their  people  would  cease  to 
fol^w  them,  and  if  they  recommended 
peace  and  order  and  obedience  to  the 
laws,  they  would  be  told — "  Ton  do 
all  this  as  the  stipendiaries  of  the 
English  Govemmeut ;  ve  can  no  longer 
have  any  confidence  in  you ;  we  can 
no  longer  follow  you  as  our  spiritual 
guides.  It  might  or  it  might  not  be 
that  that  consequence  would  follow;  but 
no  doubt  the  opinion  was  at  that  time 
the  opinion  of  .^lovhbishop  Murray,  and 
is  in  this  day  that  of  Cardinal  di^en ; 
and  it  is  true  alno  that  the  whole  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  of  Lreland  have 
come  to  a  resolution,  which  no  doubt 
will  be  binding  on  their  clei^,  that 
they  will  accept  no  endowment  and  no 
maintenance  m>m  the  Qovemment  of 
thie  country.  While  such  is  the  dispo- 
sition of  the  Boman  CathoUc  clergy  of 
Ireland,  what  is  the  dispodtion  of  the 
people  of  England  and  of  Scotland  f  It 
is  quite  clear  that  the  disposition  of 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people 
EarlSutuU 


of  Sootland  is  <^posed  to  any  new  en- 
dowment, and  more  eq>ecially  to  any 
endowment  in  &Tour  of  the  Boman 
Gathoho  clergy.  So  ^lat  what  was 
excellent  in  1801,  what  might  have 
been  effected  in  1825,  is  uow  entirely 
hopeless,  and  no  Minister  would  now  be 
likely  to  bring  forward  any  scheme  of 
the  kind  against  which  the  people  have 
so  strongly  expressed  their  opinion.  I, 
myself,  have  tried  within  these  twoyeare 
to  see  whether  such  a  scheme  might  not 
be  accepted;  and  I  must  say  that  I  found 
the  current  of  opinion  so  strongly  against 
me  that  I  am  obliged  to  declare  that 
some  other  plan  must  be  adopted.  Tour 
Lordships  may  think  it  very  unwise  to 
adopt  this  measure — just  as  the  Boman 
Senate  might  have  thought  it  very  un- 
wise of  Tarquinius  Piiscus  to  purchase 
the  single  romaining  book  at  the  prioe 
the  Sybil  originally  asked  for  the  whole 
three — but  he  was  wise  enough  not  to 
he  influenced  by  such  advice.  In  like 
manner  you  may  be  told — "Touhad  the 
Pitt  Sybil,  who  brought  you  three  very 
handsome  volumes,  containing  a  great 
deal  of  useAil  warning  and  prophecy,  and 
those  jou  refused.  Then  you  had  the  Mel- 
bourne Sybil,  who  offered  you  two  vo- 
lumes at  tiie  same  prioe  as  for  the  three, 
and  those  you  refiised ;  and  now  you  have 
got  to  the  last  volume  you  are  going  to 
give  the  same  price  for  that  single  book. 
What  can  be  more  inoonsisteut — what 
can  be  moro  absurd  than  such  conduct  ?" 
But  Tarquinius  Priscus,  when  he  found 
that  he  could  not  get  the  three  volumes  or 
the  two,  was  content  to  take  the  one,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  was  of  great  import- 

1  for  the  welfare  of  Borne.    It  is  of 

se  saying  now — "  What  a  good  thing 
it  would  have  been  to  have  adopted  the 
first  plan  of  Mr.  Pitt ;  what  a  wise  thing 
it  would  have  been  to  have  listened  to 
Mr.  Canning !  Why  did  you  not  accept 
the  views  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel?  Why 
did  you  reject  all  these  things  ?"  But  I 
say  the  great  Tory  majority  of  the  coun- 
try, and  the  groat  Tory  majority-  in  Par- 
liament, would  not  listen  to  such  men  as 
Mr.  Pitt,  Mr.  Canning,  and  Sir  Bohert 
Peel,  in  whom  they  had  eveiy  reason  to 
trust.  Mr.  Pitt  had,  I  beheve,  only 
fiily-two  followers  when  he  ventured  to 
question  the  wisdom  of  Mr.  Addington's 
Administration;  and  the  followers  of 
Mr.  Canning  were  hated  and  abused 
when  th^  proposed  wide  and  oompre- 
hensiTe  [uans.    I  have  myself  vit&esMd 
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in  the  Hoose  of  CommonB  the  excess  of 
that  &ando  zeal  ag^ainet  Miniaten  whom 
thej  ought  to  have  trusted,  and  vho  were 
the  leaders  of  their  own  party ;  and  now, 
in  1869,  you  oome  forward  and  say — "We 
are  ready  to  adopt  Hr.  Fitt'splau."  It  is 
^uite  ohildiah  at  this  time  to  take  such  a 
oourse.  The  right  rev.  Prelate,  of  whom 
I  have  already  spoken,  raised  a  (question 
with  regard  to  a  policy  exceedingly  dan- 
gerous in  itself,  and  if  it  had  not  come 
from  such  a  quarter  I  should  say  that 
the  Church,  like  Samson  captive  and 
blind,  rather  than  perform  servile  work 
was  ready  to  shake  the  pillan  and  bring 
down  the  whole  fabric  of  the  social  state 
of  Ireland.  Of  course,  that  is  not  the 
view  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  j  yet  he 
■aid — 

"  Tbere  ia  ODt-tanth  af  tha  Inud  in  the  handi  of 
the  elergr,  >nU  nine-tentbi  in  tha  tunds  of  tha 
Undlordi,  and  jau  will  giie  tham  the  ODe-teoth 
wUah  belonga  to  tho  olergj.  and  do  joa  thiak 
(hajr  would  ba  utiiOed  with  that  t"— [8  BauianI, 
eievL  IBSl.] 

And  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said,  "You 
will  never  satisfy  them  in  this  way. 
There  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  dear 
distinotion  between  the  two  cases.  The 
Ohuroh  is  an  institution:  it  may  b 
good  institution,  or  it  may  be  a  bad 
stitution.  Lord  Macaulay,  who  was 
ferred  to  last  night  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Stanhope),  for  some  time  was  of 
(^dnion  that  it  would  be  wise  to  retain 
it ;  but  ultimately,  I  believe,  he  gave 
op  that  opinion,  and  said  that  when  the 
CSiurch  was  &ee  from  all  abuses,  when 
ibe  tieTgy  were  not  to  be  reproached 
with  f^uure  of  their  duty,  then  would 
eome  the  day  when  the  Church  would 
be  abolished.  Lord  Uacaulay,  of  course, 
did  not  mean  that  the  good  con- 
vict of  it«  clergy  would  cause  its  fall ; 
but  that  nothing  in  the  way  of  exem- 
plary demeanour  within  the  Church 
VMild  relieve  it  from  the  disestablish- 
ment which  he  saw  impending.  What 
is  the  case  with  respect  to  the  landed 
proprietors  of  Irelan»i  ?  You  have  there 
to  deal  not  with  an  institution,  but  with 

K'vate  property.  No  doubt  there  have 
in  ocmfiscations  at  various  times — it  is 
•aid  that  the  soil  of  Ireland  has  been  oon- 
fiscated  three  times  over.  The  land  has 
been  oonfiscatsd  after  reb^ons — after  the 
r«beUion  following  the  Gunpowder  Plot, 
and  after  the  dvil  wars  of  Charles  I. ; 
the  land  has  been  confiscated,  and  the 
property  has  been  given  to  others.  The 
light  rev.  Prelate  asked — "  Wrae  those 


confiscations  just  or  unjust?  If  they 
were  irniuet  you  are  bound  to  give  ba<^ 
the  whole  of  that  landed  property  to  the 
heirs  of  those  who  formerly  possessed 
it."  I  trust  your  Lordships  were  not 
influenced  by  the  fervid  eloquence  with 
which  that  proposition  was  mooted.  It 
is  a  most  serious  proposition.  Who  shall 
say  at  this  day,  whether  confiscBtiona  of 
property  in  consequence  of  rebellions  a 
century  or  two,  or  five  centuries  ago, 
were  just  or  unjust  f  The  other  day  a 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of 
Commons  which  had  reference  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  property  of  Greenwich 
Hospital.  Will  you  tell  me  whether  Lord 
Derwentwaterwaajustlyor  unjustly  con- 
'  ?     I  take  for  granted  he  was 


would  venture  to  raise  the  question  over 
again.  Then,  again,  as  regards  the  Set- 
tlement of  1662,  does  anyone  suppose 
that  the  Settlement  then  made  is  to  be 
disturbed,  and  that  this  and  subsequent 
settlements  of  property  in  England  and 
Ireland  are  to  do  disturbed  ?  It  is  ob< 
vious  that  if  you  go  back  to  the  Re- 
formation and  see  whether  the  pro- 
perty of  the  monasteries  was  rightlT 
confiscated  or  not,  you  might  go  bat^ 
to  the  Wars  of  the  Boses,  and  you 
might  go  back  to  the  time  of  William 
the  Conqueror  and  the  settlement  of 
the  county  of  Cheshire.  Does  anyone 
really,  soberly,  seriously  propose  that 
there  should  be  such  an  investigation  of 
titles,  first  in  Ireland  and  then  in  Eng- 
land, having  r^;ard  to  the  treasons  and 
conspiracies  that  have  taken  place  dur- 
ing the  last  seven  or  eight  centuries? 
Does  anybody  in  his  sober  senses  pro- 
,  pose  such  a  thing  ?  What  did  the  ngbt 
rev.  Prelate  mean  by  such  a  proposition  i 
If  he  does  not  propose  the  thing  seri- 
ously, why  does  he  propose  it  at  aUf 
He  reminds  me  of  AchiUes,  who  was 
invulnerable  and  clad  in  impenetrable 
armour ;  but  still  there  was  his  heel  which 
was  capable  of  receiving  af  atal  wound, 
in  spite  of  the  splendid  arms  and  im- 
penetrable frame.  I  listened,  I  must  say, 
with  the  greatest  delight  to  another 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  St. 
David's),  who  addressed  the  House  with 
BO  much  eloquence,  and  who  relieved 
this  question  of  a  great  deal  of  the 
superstitious  impressions  which  prevail 
with  respect  to  Church  proper^.  It 
waa  very  natural,  no  doubt,  in  the 
Middle  Ages,  that   there  should  be  a 
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mixture  of  Buperstition  in  this  matter, 
but  the  real  point  is  that  to  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  adverted  when  he  said 
that  the  person  who  opens  a  market- 
place, vhich  is  beneficial  to  mankind, 
maJtes  an  offering  to  God  quits  as  much 
the  man  who  builds  a  splendid  cathedral. 
That  is  quite  true.  Let  me  put  a  case  oi 
an  institution  fotmded  forapurpoee  usel^ 
at  the  time,  but  which  afterwards  ceased 
to  exist.  Suppose  that,  while  Jerusalem 
wae  in  the  hands  of  the  crusaders,  a 
person  had  made  a  splendid  foundation 
for  all  pilgrims  who  ^ould  return  from 
the  East  i&ected  with  leprosy,  and  that, 
as  portion  of  the  scheme,  a  number  of 
medical  offices  were  constituted.  Suppos- 
ing that,  in  course  of  time,  the  income 
BweUedto  £10,000,  £20,000,  or  £30,000 
a  year,  and  that  there  were  no  persons 
affected  with  leprosy  to  partake  of  the 
benefits  of  the  foundation.  If  there 
were  no  persons  coming  from  the  Holy 
Land  so  affected,  the  purpose  of  the  ori- 
ginal fotmder,  however  excellent,  would 
have  ceased  to  exist.  Would  any  Cha- 
rity Commissioner,  or  any  body  en- 
trustod  with  discretion  In  such  a  mat- 
ter, propose  to  continue  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  income  to  a  certain  number 
of  medical  men,  in  order  to  comply  with 
a  bequest,  the  object  of  which,  origi- 
nally excellent,  has  become  obsolete  ? 
.  But  if  you  would  not  do  so  in  the  case 
of  a  hospital  for  surgeons  and  phy- 
dcians,  why  should  you  do  it  for  the 
members  of  a  Church  whose  purpose  is 
gone  by  ?  Is  it  right  that  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  should  be  applied  to  the 
support  of  a  man  by  whom  religious 
duty  is  performed,  at  which,  perhaps, 
only  one  or  two  persons  attend  ?  If  it 
is  right  to  interfere  in  the  one  case  it  is 
right  in  the  other ;  and  thus  this  pro- 
perty becomes  applicable  to  other  pur- 
poses. Assuming,  however,  both  dises- 
tahlishment  and  djsendowment  to  be  just 
and  e^)edient,  then  comes  the  question 
which  has  been  very  properly  arrued 
by  the  most  rev.  the  Primato  of  Eng- 
land— in  a  speech  to  which  I  listened 
with  the  greatest  attention  and  admira- 
tion— whether  the  constructive  part  of 
the  Bill  is  equally  wise  and  necessary  as 
that  which  precedes  it.  You  do  not 
Bay,  as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  SEdisbury)  very  justly  pointed 
out,  that  because  you  accept  disendow- 
ment  that  disendowment  must  be  total. 
Ton  do  not  aay  that  nothing  whatever 
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shall  be  left  to  the  Church.  Those  who 
spoke  last  year,  both  in  this  House  and 
the  House  of  Commons — Mr.  Bright 
being  the  foremost  of  them — said  mat 
great  generosity  should  be  shown  to  the 
Estabhshed  Church.  Mr.  Bright,  I  think, 
was  willing  to  leave  the  clergyman  and 
congregation  in  posseHsion  of  via  church 
and  parsonage  in  cases  where  they  were 
willing  to  continue  the  use  of  them. 
Now  the  difiSculty  in  this  case  is  one 
which  was  well  stated  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary (Mr.  Bruce)  at  a  time  when  the 
matter  bad  evidently  not  been  decided 
by  the  Cabinet.  Having  been  defeated 
in  Wales,  he  offered  hii^elf  for  a  Scotch 
county  1  and  as  the  Scoteh  are  apt  to  be 
very  inqiiiaitive  on  these  occasions,  ho 
was  questioned  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  disendow- 
ment. He  replied  that  there  was  a 
difficulty,  and  tiiat  the  Government  had 
not  made  up  their  minds.  It  would  be 
very  desirable,  he  said,  that  a  consider- 
able property  should  be  left  to  that 
which  had  existed  for  300  years  as  an 
Established  Church ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Government  were  committed 
to  religious  equality,  and  if  they  left 
considerable  property  in  the  hands  of 
the  ministers  of  one-eighth  of  the  people, 
what  was  to  be  done  with  regard  to  the 
six-eighths  who  were  Goman  Catholics 

id  the  other  eighth  who  were  Presby- 
terians f  There  could  not  be  religious 
equality  without  either  disendowing  the 
whole  or  providing  for  each  of  the  £ree. 
Now,  that  was  a  very  fair  statement  of 
the  difficulty.  For  my  own  part  I  have 
come  to  a  conclusion  differing  from  that 
of  the  Cabinet.  I  should  have  been  glad 
if  they  had  left  a  greater  part  of  tneir 
revenues  to  the  Established  Church ,  even 
although  the  logical,  and,  I  think,  the 
fiur  and  wise  consequence  had  been 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and 
the  Presbytorian  Chorch  of  Ireland 
would  have  derived  some  benefit  from 
that  decision. 

My  Lords,  with  r^ard  to  this  Bill  I 
confess  that,  though  I  agree  with  a  great 
part  of  it,  I  think  that  some  of  ita  pro- 
visions are  very  unjust,  and  there  are 
two  parte  of  it  that  I  very  much  dislike. 
One  of  those  parte  is  the  end  of  the  Pre- 
amble, and  the  other  is  the  last  clause. 
I  do  not  confine  my  objections  to  these 
parts,  but  I  think  that  if  they  were 
altered  it  would  effect  a  oonaiderftble 
amendment  in  the  Bill.    The  fteambls 
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aa.yt  tliat,  after  satisfyiii^  all  equitable 
claimB,  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
"  ahall  be  apphed  for  the  advantage  of 
the  Irish  people."  So  far  I  entirely 
agree  with  those  who  drew  this  Bill. 
But  it  goes  on  to  aay — "but  not  for  the 
maintenance  of  any  Church,  or  clei^,  or 
other  ministry,  nor  for  the  teaching  of 
religion."  I  confess  that  it  appears  to 
me  that  if  there  is  any  counby  iu  the 
world  where  it  is  not  expedient  to  de- 
clare that  you  will  hare  no  t«aching  of 
leUgion,  it  is  Ireland.  I  think  not  only 
that  the  ministers  of  the  Established 
Church  are  a  great  good,  even  where 
they  hare  not  large  congregations,  but 
I  entirely  hold  wim  that  opinion  which 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
read  yesterday  from  a  pamphlet  of  mine 
— ^that  it  is  very  desirable  that  in  many 
parte  of  Ireland  where  there  is  not  a 
BufBcient  congregation,  there  should  be 
resident  among  the  population  an  edu- 
cated gentleman  who  is  disposed  to 
concur  in  all  the  charities  of  life,  and 
will  give  a  good  example  to  his  coun- 
trymen, and  who  wiU  bo  generally 
esteemed  by  his  Boman  Camolic  as 
well  as  his  Protestant  neighbours.  I 
can  easily  conceive  five  or  six  gentlemen 
of  a  county  coming  to  the  body  adminis- 
tering that  fiind — say  from  Waterford 
or  ;^lkenny — and  saying — "  We  have 
mtirders  in  our  part  of  the  country,  our 
people  are  very  barbarous  and  imcivil- 
ized,  but  there  is  a  person  who  has  a 
good  deal  of  influence  with  them,  who 
IB  likely  to  be  able  by  his  influence  to 

Sut  a  stop  to  these  miuders,  and  to  in- 
uce  the  people  to  lead  a  more  moral 
course  of  life.  We  should  like  to  get 
some  of  this  money,  that  we  are  told 
amounts  to  £7,000,000  of  surplus  after 
all  just  claims  of  the  Established  Church 
are  satisfied,  to  enable  us,  in  the  first 
place,  to  build  a  house  for  this  person, 
and,  in  the  next  place,  to  build  him  a 
chapel."  The  CommiBsioners  would  say 
— "  Is  this  person  mad  ?"  The  answer, 
of  course,  would  be — "  No ;  he  is  in  his 
perfect  senses."  "  Well,  then,  is  he  an 
idiot?"  ■"  On  the  contrary,  beisaman 
of  very  sound  mind."  "  But  if  the  man 
is  neidier  mad  nor  an  idiot,  does  he  re- 
frain altogether  from  teaching  religion  ?" 
"No;  we  cannot  say  that.  He  has  a 
wish  to  civilize  the  country,  and  the  way 
in  which  he  does  so  is  this — he  goes  to 
the  thatched  cabins,  and  gets  the  people 
about  him,  some  of  the  worst  and  most 


noted  for  their  murders,  robberies,  and 
deeds  of  violence,  and  says  to  them — 
'  Thou  shalt  do  no  murder;'  that  is  the 
command  of  Ood;  and  for  three  Sun- 
days together  he  has  preached  on  that 
text,  and  has  had  great  influence  with 
the  people,  and  very  likely  by  his  great 
influence  he  will  induce  them  to  lead 
better  lives."  TTnder  this  Bill  the 
reply  of  the  CommisBioners  should  he 
— "  If  he  is  of  sound  mind  and  if  he 
teaches  religion,  and  eepedally  if  he 
alludes  to  the  Word  of  Qod,  it  is  quite 
impossible  that  we  can  give  him  a  far- 
thing." That  is  the  objection — one  of 
the  objectionB — I  have  to  tbia  Preamble. 
Now,  as  to  the  objection  that  I  have  to 
the  last  clause,  I  should  wish  to  say, 
although  there  should  be  nothing  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  cle^y,  I  do  not 
see  why  some  glebe  houses  and  some 
glebe  land  might  not  be  given  to  these 
persons,  and  why  some  chapels  might 
not  be  built  of  brick  or  stone  and  given 
to  them,  with  the  view  of  promoting  the 
civilization  of  the  people.  I  look  to  tJiis 
Bill  with  two  conditions  in  my  mind.  I 
want  to  know  whether  it  is  best  for  the 
welfare  of  Ireland,  and  I  wont  to  know 
whether  there  is  no  unnecessary  menace 
in  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the  general 
principle  of  Estabhshed  Churches.  I 
am  in  favour  of  Established  Churches. 
I  quite  concur  with  the  Established 
Church  of  England  and  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  ss  settled  bylaw; 
and  therefore  I  do  not  want — while  I 
agree  in  this  measure  ae  a  necessity  for 
Ireland — as  a  necessity  to  which  you 
have  been  brought  by  neglect  and  long 
apathy  on  this  subject — I  do  not  want  to 
give  any  unnecessary  stimulus  to  those 
whoare against aU Establishments;  andl 
must  say  that  these  words,  "  not  for  the 
benefit  of  any  Church,  clergy,  or  other 
ministry,  nor  for  the  teaching  of  religion," 
would  give  a  stimulus  to  the  Liberation 
Society  to  proceed  with  their  work.  The 
noble  Lordopposite  (LordHarrowby)  has 
pointed  out  that  the  clause  with  respect 
to  Maynooth  is  an  infringement  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  for  myself  I 
wish  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
grant  to  Maynooth.  That  is  quite  a 
separate  question.  It  is  a  question 
deeply  connected  with  Trinity  College, 
Dublui ;  and  it  would  have  been  far 
better  to  have  left  Trinity  College  to 
teach  Protestant  theology,  and  Kaynooth 
to  teach  Boman  Cathouo  theology ;  and 
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at  all  erenta  it  would  hard  been  better  to 
have  kept  this  subject  for  a  separate  Bill. 
The  Bill  raises  tbe  questiou  whetber  you 
do  not  in  the  clause  respecting  Maynootb 
inMnge  upon  the  principle  that  no  part 
of  tbe  funds  should  be  applied  to  religi- 
ous teaching.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  provision  as  to  nurses  will  not 
to  some  extent  in&inge  the  provisions 
r«Jating  to  religious  teaching.  Suppose 
a  Frot«Btaat  nurse  were  to  go  to  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  Mid  say — "  I  have 
a  patient  dying  la  the  hospital ;  I  should 
be  very  glad  if  you  would  give  me  some 
book  of  religion — a  copy  of  the  Lord's 
Ytajer — that  I  might  read  to  my  pa- 
tient"—or  suppose  a  Soman  Catholic 
nurse  were,  in  the  same  way,  to  go  to 
Gardinal  Gullen  and  ask  him  for  a  copy 
of  some  Soman  Catholic  work  for  a  per- 
son who  was  dying — in  both  these  cases 
there  would  be  an  in&ingranent  of  the 

n'  loiple  of  the  BUL  In  ^e  nei:t  place, 
bject  to  the  proposed  application  of 
the  surplus,  because  it  is  to  be  devoted 
to  the  rehef  of  the  county  cess  and  to  ob- 
jects that  are  already  provided  for.  In 
the  next  place,  I  would  refer  to  what  a 
Soman  Catholic  gentleman,  for  whom  I 
have  a  great  regard,  aoid — that  it  would 
require  a  whole  province  in  Ireland  to 

fmad  to  absorb  this  amount  of  money, 
do  not  think  that  it  is  in  couforntity 
with  those  two  principles  that  I  have 
mentioned ;  and  I  hope  that  in  disestab- 
lishing and  disendowing  the  Church  of 
Ireland  you  will  keep  in  view  the  benefit 
of  tbe  people  of  Ireland,  and  that  you 
will  see  what  it  is  they  require.  Among 
other  things,  there  is  nothing  that  they 
more  require  than  the  civUizing  influence 
of  &e  Christian  reUgion  ;  and  I  hope 
that,  in  the  second  place,  you  will  not 
give  any  unnecessary  stunulus  to  those 
who  seek  the  destruction  of  all  Estab- 
lishments. These  things  might  be  kept 
in  view  with  perfect  adherence  to  the 
general  principles  of  disestablishment 
and  disendowment.  I  think  that  the 
Amendments  should  be  in  the  direction 
that  I  have  mentioned,  and  that  in  this 
way  we  might  make  this  a  much  better 
Bill  than  it  is  oa  sent  to  us  by  the  House 
of  Oommons. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  the  third 
^at  question  raised  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  I  am  sorry  to  intrude  so  long 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  but  I 
cannot  avoid  touching  upon  a  question 
of  such  great  importance  to  the  conntiy. 
EarlStuiail 


When  the  Government  of  Lord  Derby 
and  Mr.  Disraeli  carried  the  measure 
which  they  conceived  would  place  the 
franchise  on  a  right  basis — which  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  said  was  no  longer 
the  contracted  franchise  of  the  measure 
of  1882,  but  that  it  was  a  lai^  ex- 
tended franchise — I  Uiink  that  when  they 
carried  that  measure  they  were  hound  to 
accept  the  conclusion  at  which  that  large 
constituent  body  should  arrive.  With 
regard  to  themselves  and  their  own  per- 
sonal interests  they  promptly  and  nobly 
did  80  by  retiring  from  Office  when  th^ 
saw  that  the  decision  of  the  country  was 
against  them.  Lord  Stanley,  in  speaking 
of  the  decision  oome  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  said  &a,t  in  fact  that  dedslou  was 
come  to  in  the  November  previous.  The 
country,  no  doubt,  had  then  come  to  that 
conclusion ;  and  they  had  likewise  come 
to  the  conclusion — which,  I  think,  was 
rather  implied  in  Mr.  DisraeH'a  speech 
— that  Mr.  Gladstone  bad  the  oonfidenoe 
of  the  country  on  such  measures  as  he 
was  inclined  to  introduce  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Church ;  but  I  believe  it  was 
much  more  ;  I  believe  the  decision  of  the 
country  went  to  this — that  they  wished 
to  see  Mx.  Gladstone  at  the  head  of  a 
Liberal  Administration,  preparing  and 
proposing  hie  own  measures  rather  than 
that  they  were  bent  upon  die  abolition 
of  the  Lish  Church.  But  the  country 
having  so  chosen,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  bavin?  decided  by  a  majority 
of  114  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time,  I 
cannot  but  thinlr  that  the  deliberate  ver- 
dict of  the  country  and  the  deliberate 
verdict  of  the  House  of  Commons  ought 
seriously  to  be  taken  into  your  Lord- 
shipe'  consideration.  Now,  my  Lords, 
wiUi  regard  to  that  majority  of  114,  you 
will,  perhaps,  permit  me  to  refer  to  wnat 
oocuned  in  reference  to  the  Beform  Bill 
of  1632.  That  BiU  having  been  carried 
in  the  House  of  Commons  by  a  majority 
of  llG—two  more  than  the  majority  on 
the  third  reading  of  this  Irish  Church 
Bill — it  came  up  tx)  the  House  of  Lords. 
There  were  at  that  time  a. great  many 
Peers  who  had  been  introduced  into  this 
House — I  do  not  say  unfairly — by  tha 
Tory  QoTemment  between  1784  and  1830. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Cairns)  mentioned  the  other  night 
the  number  of  Peers  that  have  been 
created  since  the  passing  of  the  Beform 
Bill  of  1832,  and  I  have  In  my  hand  the 
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number  of  Peers  tliat  vere  creaited  be- 
tween 1784  and  1831.  I  find  there  were 
seventy-four  Barons,  ten  Yisoounte,  and 
fifty-toree  Dukes,  Marquessee,  and  Earls 
— m  all  137  persona  on  whom  peera^s 
had  been  oonferred  or  who  had  been 
raised  in  the  Peerage.  On  the  7th  Oc- 
tober, 1831,  of  the  199  who  voted  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  107  were  Peers 
who  were  created  or  raised  between  1784 
and  1 832.  Lord  Grey's  Government  de- 
cided, in  the  first  place,  that  such  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  as  had  any  influence 
with  Uembers  of  this  House  should 
write  to  their  Friends  to  induce  them  to 
support  the  seoond  reading  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that,  having  myself 
written  to  three,  two  out  of  that  number 
abstained  &om  voting  against  the  Bill. 
Before  the  Bill  came  on  for  discussion 
the  Cabinet  serioosly  considered  their 
position,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
— it  having  heonfirsturged  by  B^l  Grey, 
and  more  especially  by  Lord  Broughun 
— ^that  the  £jng  ought  to  be  asked  to 
give  power  to  his  Uinisters — that  la  to 
say,  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — 
that  if  the  Bill  was  again  thrown  out  to 
create  a  sufficient  number  of  Peers  to 
ensure  its  paaeing  on  another  occasion. 
The  Bill,  however,  was  carried  by  a 
majorit?  of  9.  But  in  Committee  an 
Amendment  was  carried  which  Lord 
Orev  and  all  his  CoUeagues  considered 
fatal  to  the  Bill.  Upon  that  occasion 
Earl  Grey  and  Lord  Brougham  vent  to 
Windsor  and  advised  the  King  to  create 
a  sufficient  number  of  Peers  to  counter- 
balance and  overthrow  the  majority. 
The  King  refused  that  advice,  and  Lord 
Grey  and  his  Collesguee  resigned.  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  and  Lord  Lyndhurst 
were  then  intrusted  with  the  task  of 
forming  a  Government ;  but,  after  a 
short  tune,  they  gave  up  the  task,  and 
Lord  Grey  came  back  to  power;  but, 
as  any  one  may  see  in  the  interesting 
volume,  published  by  my  noble  Friend 
OB  the  croes-Benchee,  he  would  not  oon- 
sent  to  resume  OfGce  unless  he  had  a  de- 
oiaive  pledge  &om  the  King  to  create  a 
sufficient  number  of  Peers,  m  case  of  any 
suoceBsful  resistance  to  any  important 
provimon  of  the  Bill.  The  crisis  was 
very  dangerous,  and,  no  doubt,  disaOTee- 
able ;  and  I  remember  the  father  oi  the 
noble  £arl  who  moved  the  Amendment 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  coming 
down  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sayii^ 
ttuttlis  &H  tiist  theMinistayhad  caused 


the  House  of  Lords  to  be  disgraced  and 
degraded.  Well,  the  Peers  were  not 
made,  and  the  Bill  was  carried.  To 
whom  is  it  that  we  owe  that  the  House 
of  Lords  has  gone  on  since  that  time 
— though  not  always  in  complete  con- 
formity with  the  opinions  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  yet  with  that  general  har- 
mony which  is  necessary  to  the  due 
working  of  the  Constitution  ?  We  owe 
it  to  one  great  man,  who,  in  1810,  I  saw 
commani£ng  the  lines  of  Torres  Yedras, 
and  who  anerwaxds  directed  with  won- 
derful military  skill  the  invasion  of  the 
greatest  militair  Empire  that  has  ever 
existed.  Hie  ability  and  knowledge  in 
military  affairs  were  extraordinary  :  he 
was  not,  however,  bo  well  instructed 
in  dvil  affairs,  and  when,  in  1830,  he 
declared  against  Eeform,  and  in  1832, 
he  supported  the  Amendment  to  which 
I  have  referred,  he  made  a  very  great 
mistake.  He  was  a  very  great  num.  I 
always  venerated  him  when  living,  and 
I  shall  always  venerate  his  memory; 
but  he  made  great  errors  when,  in  1830 
and  1832,  he  opp<»ed  the  BefbrmBill. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington,  however,  after 
that  period,  declared  that,  although 
there  might  be  a  difference  between  l£e 
majority  of  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  —  and, 
although  be  himself  might  be  of  the 
opinion  of  the  majority,  ^ere  should  be 
no  danger  of  a  collision  taking  place. 
The  Church  Temporalities  Act  was  after- 
wards carried  in  this  House;  and  so 
also  was  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. 
Did  the  Duke  of  Wellington  approve  of 
those  measures  ?  I  do  not  think  he  did ; 
but,  although  he  did  not  think  either  of 
them  desirable,  he  yielded  to  the  popu- 
lar demand.  With  reference  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Navigation  Laws,  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Dwby),  who  last  night 
opened  the  debate,  predicted  that  the 
most  terrible  evils  would  result  from  it, 
and  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
the  repeal  was  carried  only  by  a  small 
majority,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  being 
one  of  that  majority.  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  take  these  things  into  con- 
sideration, because  I  am  persuaded  that 
if  you  have  imbibed  any  portion  of 
the  wisdom  and  prudence  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  and  act  as  he  acted  after 
1832,  this  Constitution  may  be  pre- 
served. There  will  bo  no  need,  if  yon 
go  into  Committee  on  this  BUI  and 
amend  it— there  will  be  no  danger,  I 
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should  aay — of  a  collision  between  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament.  A  right  rev. 
Prelate  has  spoken  of  the  little  excite- 
ment that  has  prevailed  upon  this  subject 
of  the  Irish  Church ;  but,  my  Lords,  if 
you  were  to  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
who  has  proposed  the  Amendment,  and 
were  to  reject  the  Bill  on  its  second 
reading — refusing  thereby  ia  listen  to 
the  countty  as  weU  ae  to  the  House  of 
Commons— the  question  would  be  not 
between  the  abolition  or  maintenance  of 
the  Irish  Church,  but  it  would  be  a 
question  aa  to  whether  the  Lords  were 
right  in  thwarting  the  will  of  the  nation. 
That  would  be  a  very  serious  question. 
A  nation  is  like  Sheridan's  Sir  Anthony 
Absolute— as  long  as  it  has  its  own  way 
it  is  good  tempered;  when  it  carries  the 
majority  of  the  elections  it  is  well  pleased 
and  good  humoured — but  let  there  come 
a  time  when  its  action  is  thwarted — no 
man  can  Ba.y  to  what  extent  that  anger 
may  go.  By  Amendments  to  this  Bill 
you  may  be  able  to  effect  a  settlement  of 
this  great  question,  which  since  the  days 
of  the  Union  has  excited  agitation  and 
expectation  on  the  part  of  Ihe  Cathohcs 
of  Ireland.  It  may  be  true,  as  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Harrowby)  says,  that 
there  is  no  chance  of  our  Amendments 
being  accepted  by  the  House  of  Contmons. 
But,  of  course,  if  you  do  not  try  there 
will  be  no  opportunity  of  ascertaining 
what  the  Lower  House  will  do.  All  I  aSi 
you  to  do  is,  not  to  throw  away  the  opor- 
tunity  you  now  possess  of  amending  the 
Bill  by  rejecting  it.  It  has  been  shown, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  by  many 
noble  Lords  far  more  able  than  myself, 
that  they,  no  more  than  I,  approve  of  all 
the  clauses  and  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
For  that  very  reason  I  ask  you  to  go 
into  consideration  of  the  measure.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  now  a  time  when 
there  is  a  chance  of  reconciliation  with 
thd  Irish  people.  I  do  not  say  that  re- 
conciliation is  to  be  sought  by  yielding 
everything  to  their  wishes — it  would  be 
very  unwise  to  do  so.  The  Irish  people 
require  to  be  governed  with  impartiaUty 
and  kindness,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
with  firmness.  For  many  years,  I  believe 
the  Government  of  Ireland  has  been  ad- 
ministered with  an  impartial,  kind,  and 
firm  hand,  and  by  no  one  more  than  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  late  Lord  Lieute- 
nant (the  Duke  of  Abercom).  But  if 
you  disappoint  the  people  of  Ireland  in 
a  question  of  this  sort,  I  believe  it  will 


be  impossible  for  any  man,  by  any 
means  or  by  any  skill,  to  prwerve  tran- 
quillity and  order  in  that  country.  It  is 
in  view  of  the  evils  that  I  am  sure  would 
follow  from  the  rejection  of  the  BUI,  and 
of  the  advantages  that  would  arise 
from  your  Iiordships  taking  it  into  consi- 
deration and  amending  it,  that  I  entreat 
you  not  to  listen  to  t£e  Amendment  of 
my  noble  Friend  but  to  consent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  ABEECOEN  :  My 
Lords,  when  I  look  at  this  Bill  and  the 
momentous  changes  it  purposes  to  ef- 
fect— the  severance  of  the  Church  from 
the  State,  and  the  secularization  of  the 
property  of  the  Irish  Establishment — it 
seems  impossible  not  to  foresee  that  it  is 
but  the  forerunner  and  prelude  of  simi- 
lar changes  in  the  same  institutions  of 
this  country,  I  will  not,  my  Lords,  fal- 
low my  noble  Friend  into  a  discoseion 
as  to  whether  it  is  a  matter  of  good 
policy  or  not  for  your  Lordships  to  re- 
cord on  this  measure  a  vote  not  alto- 
gether in  accordance  with  what  are 
known  ta  be  your  convictions — whether 
such  a  course  would  heighten  the  por- 
tion you  hold  in  the  estimation  of  the 
men  of  the  highest  thought  in  the  coun- 
try, or  would  in  any  way  add  to  the  in- 
fluence you  now  possess,  I  venture 
to  believe  that  on  a  question  of  such 
great  and  vital  importance  your  Lord- 
ahips  will  best  consult  your  own  dignity, 
wUl  best  secure  the  high  position  you 
occupy  in  the  eyes  of  the  country,  by 
determining  the  question  on  its  own 
merits  alone,  apart  from  any  influence 
that  discussions  "  elsewhere"  may  be  sup- 
posed to  exercise,  and  apart  luso  from 
any  temporary  pressure  which  a  tran- 
sient exatement  of  the  public  mind  ma; 
defflre  to  exert.  The  questions,  then, 
for  our  consideration,  my  Lords,  are- 
as stated  by  my  noble  Friend — first, 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  the  sub- 
version of  the  Irish  Chun^  is  necessary 
or  desirable ;  and  secondly,  what  mea- 
sure of  justice  and  equity  ought  to  be 
observed  towards  those  whose  deareet 


portant  point — how  ftir  the  objects  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  and  the  modtu  operand* 
are  hkely  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  its 
promoters.  Now,  my  Ix^s,  when  we 
consider  that  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church  is  ft 
measure  of  such  great  and  unpreoedrated 
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importance,  it  is  a  etrange  anomaly  that 
the  preeaure  to  which  it  oves  its  exist- 
ence came  &om  within,  and  not  &om 
without.  At  the  time  when  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  was  first  an- 
nounced, some  fifteen  months  ago,  as 
the  beacon  to  guide  the  liberal  party, 
no  great  excitement  existed  out-of-doors, 
no  public  meetings  had  been  held ;  there 
were  no  indications  that  any  imperative 
conviction  on  this  subject  was  weighing 
on  the  public  mind.  The  necessity  for 
this  msBBure  originated  solely  in  the 
necessity  of  one  man — the  present  head 
of  the  Government — whose  wish  was 
father  to  the  thought,  and  who  was  actu- 
ated, I  fear,  rather  by  the  desire  to  ofi'er 
a  startling  problem  to  be  solved  by  his 
followers  than  by  any  deliberate  view  of 
the  interests  of  his  country,  or  any  ad- 
vantages to  be  wrought  in  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland.  This  measure,  as 
I  need  hardly  remind  your  Lordships, 
proposes  to  effect  the  most  startling  and 
extensive  changes  in  the  most  vital  parts 
of  the  Oonstitution — changes  not  only 
dangerous  in  the  extreme,  but  novelties 
among  all  our  political  experiences.  We 
have  not  hitherto  been  accustomed  to 
Bee  questions  of  such  great  importance, 
involving  changes  in  long- established 
constitutional  principles,  settled  until 
after  years  of  anxious  consideration,  un- 
til the  cry  of  those  who  found  themselves 
a^rieved  had  been  heard,  or  until  the 
dehberate  opinion  of  the  nation — not  its 
mere  hustdngs'  declaration — had  been 
fiilly  ascertained  and  declared.  It  was 
in  this  way,  my  Lords,  that  the  Bill  for 
fhe  Emancipation  of  ^e  Boman  Gatbo- 
lies  was  originated.  It  was  not  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  on  the  impulse 
and  inspiration  of  one  man,  but  after 
years  of  careful  and  serious  consid^a- 
tion,  and  when  the  desire  of  fhe  nation 
to  confer  that  boon  upon  the  Boman 
Catholics  had  been  fiilly  and  dehberately 
declared.  But  in  the  present  case  we 
look  in  vain  for  any  iniucationB  of  that 
set  national  purpose,  or  of  that  uumis- 
tokeable  national  exigency  which  alone 
could  justify  propositions  so  subversive 
of  all  existing  instdtutiona.  The  neces- 
sity for  this  measure,  my  Lords,  arose — 
not  in  Ireland — not  in  any  general  sense 
of  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people — ^but  in  the  personal  impulse  of 
one  man — I  mean  the  present  Prime 
Uinister.  Now,  there  is  no  one  who 
baa  a  greater  admiration  for  the  varied 


and  transcendent  talents  of  that  eminent 
person  than  I  have ;  but,  while  I  gladly 
and  respectfully  acknowledge  them,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  as  one  to  guide 
us  into  new  and  revolutionary  paths, 
tending  to  the  overthrow  of  the  whole 
social  institutions  of  Ireland,  he  will  be 
found  in  the  future — as  he  has  been 
found  already — a  dangerous  and  disas- 
trous leader.  This,  t£en,  my  Lords,  is 
the  history  of  the  Bill.  It  has  been 
brought  forward  in  the  absence  of  any 
pressure  from  without,  and  has  been 
forced  on  by  no  necessity,  unless  it  be 
the  necessity  of  keeping  together  a  Par- 
liamentary majority.  N^ow,  my  Lords, 
we  have  heard  muiji  from  various  noble 
Lords  of  the  injustice  and  injury  which 
the  Irish  Church  has  inflicted  on  the 
Irish  people;  but  I  have  always  ob- 
served that  those  noble  Lords  who  have 
mode  those  accusations  have  always  con- 
fined themselves  to  vague  disserta- 
tions, and  have  carefuQy  abstained 
from  entering  into  the  details  of  what 
that  injustice  consists ;  and  I  must  con- 
fess they  have  shown  judgment  in  so 
doing,  for  every  impartial  inquiry  into 
those  alleged  injuries  and  injustices  not 
only  reduces  them  ad  infinitum,  but  also 
exMbits  in  its  true  light  the  very  small 
sense  of  injustice  of  which  the  Irish 
people  are  themselves  conscious.  I  have 
some  acquaintance  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  I  say  distinctly — speaking  of 
them  as  a  whole,  andnot  refemngtotiose 
who  represent  them  in  Parliament  and 
who  are  subordinated  to  the  influence  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  priesthood  —  but 
taking  the  Boman  Catholic  laity  as  a 
whole,  I  assert  that  they  view  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Church  with 
indifference — as  a  matter  of  no  advan- 
tage to  them.  The  wish  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  laity  is  not  the  suppression  of 
a  Church  that  costs  them  nothing,  and 
by  the  subversion  of  which  they  can 
gain  nothing,  but  it  is  to  be  relieved 
from  the  buraeus — the  almost  intolera- 
ble burdens — ^which  the  power  of  their 
own  Church  imposes  on  tiiem.  Now,  I 
quite  agree  witb  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (the  'Easl  of 
Harrowby)  when  he  said  to  the  Qovem- 
ment^—"  If  your  sense  of  the  justice  of 
the  Irish  Church  is  so  very  acute,  you 
are  bound,  by  all  the  laws  of  consis- 
tency, to  give  back  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics that  which  you  say  was  unjustly 
t^en  fr«m  them.  But  you  do  not  do 
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that.  Tour  eenae  of  justice  is  not  so 
Btrong  as  your  aeoBe  of  the  advantage 
of  keeping  together  the  majority  you 
obtained  by  ineaiu  of  the  liberation 
Sociely  and  the  Nonconformieta.  What 
is  ^or  plan  7  To  recoup  the  imustice 
vhich  you  profess  to  have  been  done  to 
the  former  possessors  of  this  property, 
you  commit  a  second  injustice  by  taking 
it  away&om  its  present  owners,  and,  in- 
stead of  giving  it  to  either  of  them  you 
give  it  to  yourselves."  My  Lords,  it 
xeminds  me  of  the  lawyer  in  the  fable, 
who  divided  the  shells  between  the  dis- 
putants and  ate  the  oyster  himself. 
Now,  though  I  say  that  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic laity  view  with  indifference  the 
abolition  of  the  Irish  Church,  I  do  not 
pretend  that  the  £oman  Catholic  clergy 
share  that  feeling.  There  is  a  wide 
difference  between  them.  I  venture  to 
observe  that  to  originate  legislation  on 
a  matter  of  such  moment  for  the  satis- 
fitotion  and  gratification,  not  of  the 
general  population,  but  of  the  Boman 
Ua^olic  clergymen,  however  much  they 
may  be  deserving  of  respect  and  con- 
sideration —  and  I  fully  admit  their 
daims  —  is  a  somewhat  novel  way  of 
administering  the  government  of  the 
British  £mpire.  &fy  Lords,  I  believe 
that  looking  at  the  ordinary  evidence 
of  public  feeling,  it  is  impossible  to 
deny  the  indifference  of  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  laity  to  this 
measure,  or  to  fail  to  remark  the  ab- 
sence of  any  great  array  of  Petitions  or 
public  meetings  on  its  behalf.  My 
Lords,  I  count  the  result  of  the  Irian 
elections  as  no  real  index  of  the  pubho 
feeling  in  Ireland,  as  those  elections 
were  conducted  under  the  most  violent 
intimidation  on  the  part  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  priesthood — in  nomerous  in- 
stances brmging  about  results  actually 
Dontrary  to  the  desires  of  the  electors 
themselves.  But,  my  Lords,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  have  the  most  unmis- 
takable evidence  of  the  unpopularity 
of  this  measure  with  the  whole  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland,  as  well 
amongst  Presbyterians  and  Dissenters 
as  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
We  have  this  evidence  both  from  the 
fact  of  the  public  meetings  which  have 
taken  place  regarding  it,  the  immense 
number  of  the  Petitions  sent  up  against 
the  Bill,  and  &om  the  veiy  determined 
antagonism  which  has  been  shown  by 
those  who  may  fairly  be  said  to  repre- 
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sent  1,500,000  of  their-fellow  oouutry- 
We  have  been  told  a  great  deal 
about  the  verdict  of  the  nation,  and  I 
think  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  who 
spoke  with  so  much  ability  on  Tuesday 
evening,  made  a  forcible  and  accurate 
remark  when  he  said  the  country  has 
not  delivered  its  verdict,  but  has  simply 
empannelled  the  jury.  My  Lords,  what- 
ever the  verdict  of  that  jury  may  be,  it 
is  subject,  like  all  other  verdicts,  to 
higher  appeal  and  to  the  ultimate  judg- 
ment of  ^e  country.  Has  tliat  judg- 
ment been  given  7  I  believe  it  has  not. 
I  have  ascertained  the  number  of  Peti- 
tions that  have  been  presented  to  your 
Lordships  during  the  last  week,  for  and 
against  the  Bill.  The  number  of  Peti- 
tions ^unst  the  Bill  amounts  to  4,000, 
many  of  these  emanating  &om  public 
meetings  of  10,000,  20.000,  80,000, 
80,000,  and  in  one  case  200,000  persons  ; 
whilst  the  Petitions  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  which  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site would  have  us  believe  is  so  irrevo- 
cably rooted  in  the  national  sympathies, 
and  so  unchangeably  fixed  in  the  na- 
tional will,  amount  —  your  Lordships 
must  be  prepared  for  an  alarming  figure 
— ^to  exactly  224.  My  Lords,  with  the 
facts  I  have  stated,  staring  us  in  the 
face  in  Ireland,  with  the  knowledge 
that  those  constituencies  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, as  my  noble  Friend  admitted,  al- 
though they  had  no  doubt  had  strong 
feelings  of  favour  towards  what  is  called 
in  somewhat  strange  terms,  so  far  aa 
this  BiU  is  concerned,  a  Liberal  Qovem- 
ment,  yet  showed  no  special  interest  in 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Looking  at  these  facts,  I  venture  to  say 
that  no  arguments  founded  upon  inju- 
ries done  uiree  centuries  ago,  or  upon 
injuries  supposed  to  be  inflicted  by  the 
Irish  Church  in  the  present  day,  can 
convince  us  that  this  is  a  measure  im- 
peratively called  for  by  the  maintenance 
of  the  Empire,  or  for  the  pacificatioD  of 
the  people  of  Ireland;  but  rather,  we 
must  be  convinced,  that  if  it  be  a  neces- 
sity at  all,  it  is  a  necessity  suddenly 
evoked  and  paraded  simply  to  enable 
one  set  of  Gentlemen  rather  than  ano- 
ther to  sit  upon  a  special  Bench  in 
"another  place." 

My  Lords,  I  have  ventured  as  briefly 
as  possible  to  show  that  no  great  na- 
tional eizgencies,  no  necessity  of  far- 
seeing  statesmanship,  require  or  jus- 
tify the  passing  of  suoh 
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M  this.  I  will  now  briefly  inqnire 
how  tax  the  measure  deals  aocoidinr 
to  the  ordinary  rolea  of  jnstice  and 
equi^  with  the  property  of  which  it  bo 
sninmarily  disposes.  And  I  mnst  say 
that  I  thinh  it  strange  that  those  noble 
Lords  who  are  so  sensitire  to  the  mythi- 
cal injostice  of  three  centuries  ago  should 
so  contrive  to  blind  themselves  to  the 
mnoh  greater  injustice  proposed  to  be 
done  at  the  present  day.  I  shall  not 
weary  your  Lordships  by  entering  into 
many  details  of  this  Bill,  but  shall  simply 
allude  to  one  or  two  of  those  of  wmch 
the  injustice  is  the  most  obvious.  There 
is  the  clause  relating  to  the  tithe  rent- 
charge,  for  instance,  which  it  is  proposed 
shall  be  taken  from  the  Iriah  Chorch. 
It  is  impoBsible  to  suppose  that  any  con- 
siderable portion — if  indeed  any  portion 
at  ail — of  the  tithe  rent-charge  now  en- 
joyed by  Protestants  was  ever  vested  in 
the  Bom  an  Catholic  Ohnrch.  ThatChurch 
was  in  a  very  distracted  state,  divided 
agtunst  itself,  and  the  amount  of  tithe 
that  it  might  have  reoeived  it  is  impos- 
sible to  ascertain.  But  there  is  one  tact 
to  be  distiuotly  understood,  and  that 
that  whatever  may  be  the  proportion  of 
those  tithes  which  have  been  vested  in 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  from  the 
state  of  the  conntiy  at  that  time — which 
was  almost  entir^y  that  of  waste  land, 
morasses,  and  forests — the  valne  of  those 
tithes  mnst  have  been  infinitesimally 
small ;  and  if,  at  the  present  day,  as  has 
been  stated,  the  tithe  rent-ohai^  amounts 
to  £400,000  a  year,  that  value  accrues 
not  from  any  value  they  had  originally 
when  they  were  in  die  hands  of  the  Bo- 
man Catholic  Church,  but  from  three 
centuries  of  good  management  and  im- 
proved value  of  the  agricultural  produce 
of  Ireland,  in  the  hands  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  the  country,  who  pay  nearly  the 
whole  of  that  charge,  and  as  a  result  of 
those  Protestant  institutions  which  by 
their  establishment  in  Ireland  have  added 
so  lai^y  to  the  wealth  and  civilization 
of  the  country.  I  will  pass  by  the  glebe 
lands  and  the  glebe  houses,  as  they  have 
been  already  alluded  to ;  but  I  would 
say  one  word  in  passing  with  regard  to 
the  Ulster  glebes,  which  being  granted 
by  James  and  Charles  I. — by  Protestant 
kings  to  Protest&nt  landlords — by  some 
mysterious  and  inexplicable  choice  of  the 
d^  of  1660  it  is  proposed  to  deprive 
the  Protestant  Church  of.  There  is  ano- 
Hxn  question  I  approach  with  some  diffi- 
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culty ;  for  however  anxious  I  may  be 
that  no  injustice  should  be  done  to  the 
Protestant  Church,  I  am  not  less  anxious 
that  the  Boman  Catholic  Chnrch  should 
not  be  unjustly  treated.  I  allude  to  the 
compensation  which  it  is  proposed  to 
give  to  Maynooth ;  and  I  think  it  is  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  the  grossest  par- 
tiality and  favour  have  been  shown  to- 
wards Maynooth,  as  oompared  with  the 
treatment  accorded  to  the  Established 
Church.  If  Maynooth  is  to  be  deprived 
of  its  grant  I  have  no  objection  to  fair 
compensation  being  given;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  by  what  possible  perver- 
sion of  justice  it  can  be  provided  that  a 
capitalized  value  of  fourteen  years  upon 
its  life  interests  should  be  granted  to 
Maynooth,  while  the  life  interests  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  are  treated  as  being 
of  so  much  less  value.  The  injustioe  be- 
comes still  more  apparent  when  it  is  re- 
membered that  the  endowment  of  May- 
nooth is  simply  an  annual  Parliamen- 
tary grant,  gran1«d  within  the  last  fifty 
years,  and  it  is  quite  clear  that  what  Par- 
hament  has  granted  Parliament  may 
take  away ;  whereas  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  real  property  not  granted 
by  Parliament,  and  totally  independent 
of  any  Parliamentary  grants.  Surely  if 
any  favour  be  shown  in  the  matter,  the 
favour  ought  to  be  on  the  side  of  real 
property.  Moreover,  this  large  compen- 
sation to  Maynooth  for  the  Parliament- 
ary grant  about  to  be  withdrawn  is  not 
to  be  given  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  from  which  it  has  hitherto  been 
paid,  but  from  propwty  of  which  the 
Protestant  Church  is  to  be  forcibly  de- 
spoiled. 

My  Lords,  I  will  now  turn  to  the  part 
of  the  subject  in  which  we  may  inquire 
how  far  tiie  objects  proposed  by  this 
measure  —  namely,  increased  religious 
lalily,  harmony  amongst  the  people 
Ireland,  and  the  maintenance  of  re- 
ligion— are  likely  to  be  realized.  We  are 
told  that  this  is  a  measure  by  which  jus- 
tice is  to  be  done  and  rehgious  equ^^ 
to  be  enforced.  I,  for  one,  have  no  ob- 
jection to  real  religions  equality ;  but  let 
us  see  what  is  to  be  the  equality  about 
to  he  established,  and  let  us  see  what 
this  Protestant  ascendancy  is,  that  is  to 
be  destroyed.  Now,  my  Ixnds,  apart 
from  the  titles  and  revenues  possessed 
by  the  Irish  Church  by  prescription  and 
the  rights  of  property,  can  anyone  doubt 
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oendancy  of  infiusnce,  of  power,  of  poli- 
tical sfitation,  is  on  the  side  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church?  Will  anyonedeny 
is  three  out  of  the  fourFroTinces  of  Ire- 
land, every  Uemher  of  Parliament  is 
nominated,  and  every  political  move- 
ment is  directed,  by  the  Boman  Catholic 
derey?  We  have  never  heard  of  Bishops 
of  me  Protestant  Church  issuing  such 
election  miflsivefl  as  the  Bishops  of  the 
Boman  Catholio  Church  do  not  scruple 
to  issue  against  candidates ;  and  no  one, 
I  am  sure,  expects  &om  the  Protestant 
rector  more  than  his  own  individual 
vote.  Then,  I  ask  you,  what  is  this 
Protestant  ascendancy  which  is  so  much 
complained  of,  when  tiie  whole  power  of 
in£uence  in  political  movements  are  in 
the  hands,  not  of  the  Protestant  but 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy,  bo  far 
as  r^ards  three-fourths  of  Uie  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  F  But  you  may  say 
— "  We  acknowledge  this  moral  as- 
cendancy of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church; 
bat  it  is  mainly  due  to  the  unfair 
privil^es  conferred  upon  the  Protest- 
ants." Well,  let  us  assume  that  for 
a  moment.  By  abolishing  those  privi- 
leges and  the  endowments  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  you  propose  to  reduce 
its  material  ascendancy  to  an  equality 
with  that  of  the  other  Church.  But  is 
there  any  intelligent  Member  of  the 
liberal  part;,  irom  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  up  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
really  imagines  Uiat  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Protestant  Church  will,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  affect  the  ascendancy  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church — its  power, 
influence,  and  means  of  intimidation  f 
Will  it  not  rather  be  that  when  the 
wholesome  barriers  hitherto  existing  are 
removed,  that  the  ascendancy  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  will  be  ^atly 
increased  ?  You  propose  to  deprive  the 
Bishops  and  dignitaries  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  their  endowments  and 
titles,  and  you  do  that  under  the  name 
of  justice  and  equality.  Let  us  see  how 
this  equality  wiU  work.  Tou  will  have 
on  the  Roman  Catholic  side  a  Church 
distinct  and  self-contained ;  its  Prelates 
appointed  by  and  acknowledging  only  a 
foreign  Power ;  their  authority  not,  per- 
haps, officially  acknowledged,  but  exert- 
ing a  more  than  official  influence  over  a 
subservient  Government — as  long  as  this 
remains  constituted  as  at  present.  The 
Boman  Catholic  priests  will  retain  their 
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titles,  and  you  will  find  these  titles 
paraded  with  exultation  over  the  whole 
oountry  by  the  Boman  Catholic  popula- 
tion and  press  of  Ireland,  who  wul  point 
triumphMitlv  to  theirs  as  the  only  true 
and  united  Church.  On  the  other  hand, 
whilst  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  will 
be  left  complete  and  secure  in  its  or- 
ganization, the  disestablished  Church  of 
England  and  Lreland  will  be  left  without 
cohesion,  without  a  head,  and  without  a 
status,  to  contend  as  best  it  can  against 
its  poverfiil  and  unscrupulous  foe.  This 
is  ttie  religious  equality  about  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  of  late.  My  Lords, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring  that  if 
it  had  been  known  previous  to  the  elec- 
tion that  this  was  the  condition  to  which 
Government  proposed  to  bring  the  Irish 
Church,  your  Lordships  would,  in  all 
probability,  have  been  saved  the  trouble 
of  having  to  discuss  this  measure.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  made  some  allusion  the  other 
night  to  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland, 
and  pointed  to  its  success  as  one  of  the 
strongest  proofs  that  could  be  adduced 
in  favour  of  the  voluntair  system.  He 
inferred  that  no  fear  need  be  entertained 
for  the  Irish  Church  on  account  of  the 
position  to  which  she  will  be  reduced  by 
this  Bill ;  but,  judging  from  what  had 
occurred  in  Seouand,  he  stated  his  con- 
viction that  the  uaeMness,  prosperity, 
and  permanence  of  the  Irish  Establish- 
ment would  be  promoted  rather  than 
retarded  by  the  measure.  He  and  others 
who  agree  with  him,  however,  foi^t 
one  very  material  element  of  the  case — 
an  element  which,  in  fact,  altogether 
alters  the  whole  complexion  of  the  mat- 
ter. He  forgets  Uiat  the  voluntary 
Church  in  Scotland  started  upon  a  totally 
different  basis  to  that  &om  which  the 
Church  in  Ireland  can  possibly  start, 
when,  as  is  proposed  by  this  Bill,  ehe  is 
suddenly  launched  upon  her  own  re- 
sources, after  being  deprived  of  her  pro- 
Krty  by  compulsoiy  confiscations.  The 
ee  Church  of  Scotland  started  on  its 
career  not  by  compulsory  confiscation  but 
by  voluntary  secession.  Moreover,  the 
voluntary  Church  in  Scotland  had  not 
a  hostile  population  to  contend  with, 
swayed  by  a  priesthood  bound  and  knit 
together  by  one  of  the  most  complete 
systems  of  organization  which  the  world 
has  ever  seen.  Moreover,  the  Scotch 
Dissenters  had  a  great  advantf^,  inas- 
much as  the  population  of  that  country 
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ii  to  a  mnoli  ^eater  and  more  general 
extent  wealthier  than  the  population  of 
Ireland ;  and  opposed  to  it  was  a  popu- 
lation differing  but  little  &om  itself  in 
religious  doctrine  and  practice.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  is  imiBir  and  certainly 
not  just  to  draw  an  analogy  between 
the  position  of  the  Toluntary  Church  in 
ScoUand,  which  is  placed  in  the  midst  of 
a  contented  and  w^thy  population,  end 
that  in  which  the  Irish  Church  will  be 
plac^  by  this  Bill,  contending,  a«  it  will 
nave  to  do,  with  external  difficulties  in 
the  shape  of  a  hostile  population  and  an 
organization  of  priests,  and  with  inter- 
nal difficulties  in  the  shape  of  want  of 
adequate  support  for  its  own  mainten- 
ance. Yery  uttie  consideration  is  needed 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Church  con  never 
hope  to  achieve  ^at  ends  as  a  volun- 
tary institution.  In  Ulster,  it  is  true, 
the  Presbyterians  form  a  very  numerous 
and  influential  body.  No  leas  than  up- 
wards of  700,000  of  the  people  of  that 
Province  belong  to  the  Resbyterian 
Church  ;  but  when  we  go  beyond  Ulster 
we  find  that  the  whole  number  belong- 
ing; to  that  denomination  over  all  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland  is  only  some 
18,000,  who  reside  for  the  most  part  in 
a  few  of  the  larger  towns,  where  only 
there  are  congregations  able  to  maintain 
their  ministers.  So  mnch  for  our  past 
experience  of  the  spread  of  Protestant 
voluntaryism  in  Ireland.  But  there  are 
not  wanting  those  who  point  to  the  Bo- 
man  Cathoho  Church  as  a  proof  of  the 
success  of  voluntamsm.  Now,  is  the 
support  which  that  Church  derives  from 
ito  adherents  really  voluntary?  Is  it 
not  rather,  as  has  well  been  stated,  a 
compulsoiy  exaction  of  payments,  falsely 
called  Toluntaiy — and  that,  too,  by  an 
exercise  of  the  strongest  pressure  of 
spiritual  and  moral  coercion — a  coercion 
which  is  felt  to  be  an  intolerable  griev- 
ance by  those  very  people  who  are  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  it — a  system,  more- 
over, that  is  totally  antagoniHtic  to  that 
free  and  hberal  spirit  wlueh  is  the  soul 
of  Protestantism?  I  maintain  that  by 
no  possible  way  can  you  hope  to  main- 
tain the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland 
as  a  voluntary  Church  outside  the 
Province  of  Ulster.  The  tendency  of 
this  Bill  will  be  to  decrease  rather 
than  increase  the  strength  of  Protest- 
antism. I  foresee — and  I  foresee  it 
with  regret — that  the  taking  away  of 
the  stipends  of  the  Protestant  clei^- 
VOL.  CXCVn.  [raniD  SBEiEfl.] 


men  will  have  the  effect  of  breaking  up 
a  great  many  of  the  poorer  congrega- 
tions in  Ulster — a  result  which  must  be 
greatiy  deplored  by  those  who  know  the 
excellent  qualities  of  the  population  of 
that  Province.  We  have  oeen  told  by 
the  head  of  the  C(ovemment  in  "another 
place"  that  it  is  an  insult  to  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland  to  suppose  that  they 
cannot  or  will  not  support  their  own 
Church.  My  Lords,  let  us  examine  this 
question  dispassionately,  and  endeavour 
to  see  whettier  Uds  is  really  the  case. 
It  is  quite  true  that  nearly  all  the  landed 
property  of  Ireland  belongs  to  Protest- 
ant owners ;  but  it  is  equally  true  that 
the  population  on  that  land  is  not  Pro- 
testant ;  and  I  would  observe  that  it  is 
to  the  pmiulation  on  the  land,  and  not 
to  the  solitary  landlord,  that  you  must 
look  for  support  to  the  Church.  Take  the 
case  of  an  average  landlord  with  £3,000 
or  £4,000  a  year.  His  property,  per- 
haps, is  scattered  over  different  parishes, 
and  even  counties.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  this  landlord  will  provide  for  the 
due  maintenance  of  the  Church  in  the 
parish  in  which  he  resides ;  but  is  it  rea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  he  will  contri- 
bute towards  its  support  in  parishes 
removed,  perhaps,  forty  or  fif^  miles 
distance  wim  where  he  lives,  and  pro- 
vide for  cler^men  whom  he  never  sees 
or  hears?  TTiat,  I  think,  is  veiy  un- 
likely. "Very  many  of  the  parishes  of 
Ireland,  as  far  as  the  population  is  con- 
cerned, consist  of  only  a  few  scattered 
Protestant  farmers  and  tradesmen,  who 
cannot  support  their  Church,  and  whose 
landlord  may  be  resident  miles  away. 
That  being  the  case,  it  is  eaey  to  see 
that  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill  Protest- 
antism will  virtuaUy  be  extinguished  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  doubt 
that  in  Ulster,  in  large  towns,  and  in 
parities  where  a  great  landlord  resides, 
something  like  a  resemblance  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church  form  of  worship  may 
be  kept  up.  But  in  the  parishes  to 
which  I  have  adverted,  and  which  are 
by  far  the  larger  portion  of  the  whole 
number,  this  will  not  even  be  the  case. 
You  cannot  look  for  help  from  the  ab- 
sentee landlords;  and  the  consequence 
will,  I  repeat,  be  that  this  Bill  will  prac- 
tically extinguish  Protestantism  in  many 
parts  of  Ireknd.  The  injustice  and  im- 
policy of  this  measure  are  so  glaring, 
and  the  injuries  it  will  inflict  upon  Pro- 
testantism are  so  palpable,  that  I  think 
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your  Lordahips  ought  to  have  Utile  hesi- 
tation in  rejecting  it.  And,  great  ae 
have  been  the  evila  to  which  I  have  ad- 
verted that  are  litely  to  eneue,  the 
pointe  I  hare  mentioned  are  few  in  com 
parison  with  what  might  be  cited  ii 
order  to  induce  you  to  reject  the  BUI. 

But  that  I  draire  not  to  weary  your 
LordshipB,  I  might  have  spoken  of  the 
inevitable  result  which  must  follow  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  to  the  Establkhed 
Church  in  England,  should  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  Liberal  party  require  the 
fiame  disregard  of  justice,  ^&  same  dis- 
r^ard  of  tno  most  solemn  pledges  which 
have  been  found  necessary  in  tiiis  case 
I  might  solemnly  warn  those  right  rev 
Prelates,  who  are  prepared  to  abandon  a 
Bister  Church  upon  the  first  assault,  that 
tiie  step  which  they  are  about  to  take 
must  inevitably  recoil  upon  themselves. 
If  the  principle  of  this  Bill  be  afiEirmed 
it  must  lead  in  time  to  an  attack  upon 
the  Church  of  England  itself.  Leaving 
this,  however,  and  referring  next  to  that 
cry  of  "Justice  to  Ireland,  of  which  we 
hear  so  much,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  what  is  the  necessity  for 
this  Bill;  and  what  are  the  objects  which 
it  proposes?  Do  you  imagine  that  it 
will  bring  harmony  and  peace  to  the 
conflicting  element^  of  Irish  society  ? 
Do  you  suppose  that  the  substitution  of 
a  voluntary  Church  for  an  Sstabliahed 
Church  will  allay  the  animosities  which 
exist  between  the  £oman  CathoUc  and  the 
Ftotestant  populatioua  ?  Has  any  noble 
Lord  who  has  spoken  so  small  a  know- 
ledge of  Ireland  as  to  suppose  that  those 
oo^cts  which  unfortunately  take  place 
between  the  adherents  of  rival  creeds 
are  conBned  to  the  Prot«stantB  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  that  the  mem 
bers  of  the  Presbyterian  and  voluntary 
communities  take  no  part  in  them?  Has 
not  the  experience  of  the  last  five  months 
shown  us  that  the  prospect  of  this  Bill, 
80  iar  &om  allaying  discontent,  has  in- 
tensified and  made  more  bitter  the  hos- 
tiht^  of  the  two  confiicting  sections  of 
the  population  ?  I  need  Bcoroely  ask 
whether  our  recent  experience  jprovea 
that  the  prospect  of  attaining  to  that  re- 
hgious  equality,  about  which  bo  great  a 
parade  has  been  made,  has  met  with  such 
success  in  Ireland  as  to  warrant  us  in 
proceeding  iiirther  with  this  measure  F 
Moreover,  will  you  by  this  Bill,  so  fiill 
of  injustice  and  so  fatal  to  Protestant- 
ism, conciliate  the  Boman  Catholic  p<^u- 
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lation,  which  by  some  strMige  perver- 
sion you  seem  to  recoenize  as  being 
alone  the  people  of  Ireland  f  I  say — 
and  let  there  be  no  delusion  on  this 
point — that  you  will  not.  The  Irish 
Catholic  priesthood  regard  this  boon,  so 
dearly  bought,  with  indi^rence.  They 
acc^  this  Bill  because  you  axe  willing 
to  give  it  to  them  ;  but  they  only  regard 
it  as  an  instalment,  and  a  trifling  instal- 
ment, of  what  is  nearer  and  dearer 
to  their  hearts — namely,  the  possession 
of  the  land,  the  uprooting  of  the  Pro- 
testant possessors  of  the  soil,  and  the 
subjugation  of  all  the  education  of  Ire- 
land to  Ultramontane  rule.  In  their 
eyes  even  the  Church  question  is  wholly 
subordinate  in  importance  to  the  ques- 
tion of  education.  On  all  these  grounds 
I  maintain  that  the  Bill  is  wrong  and 
unjust.  What  I  have  pointed  out  will 
result  fi-om  this  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  conciliate  the  Boman 
Cathohcs  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  And  whilst  you  are  striving  to 
concihate  the  Cathohcs,  you  are  doing 
far  otherwise  with  those  whom  hitherto 
you  have  been  accustomed  to  look  upcm 
as  the  strongest  and  staunchest  supporters 
of  your  rule,  whose  loyalty  and  good-wiU 
have  lent  security  to  the  Crown  and  in- 
tegrity to  the  Empire — namely,  the  Pro- 
testants of  the  country.  I  do  not  speak 
of  those  only  connected  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church.but  of  the  whole  1,500,000 
Protestants,  Fresbyterians,  and  Diss^it- 
ers,  as  well  as  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  comprising  one-fourth  of 
the  whole  population  of  £eland ;  and  of 
that  one-foujrth,  I  may  say,  without  any 
disparagement  to  the  rest,  that  they  are 
not  among  the  least  intelligent,  wealthy, 
or  energetic  portion  of  the  population. 
"We  have  the  most  undoubted  evidence 
that  the  whole  Protestant  population  of 
Ireland — though  in  some  parte,  I  admit, 
they  have  only  declared  themselves  at 
the  eleventh  hour — view  this  measure 
with  the  strongest  feelings  of  regret  and 
abhorrence.  They  regard  it  as  a  breach 
of  compact,  as  an  abandonment  of  prin- 
ciple, as  a  violation  of  the  Union.  From 
information  that  has  reached  me  from 
all  parts  of  Ireland  there  is  the  strongest 
reason  for  fear  that,  if  this  measure 
should  become  law,  we  shall  see  the 
whole  body  of  the  Protestant  population, 
who  have  hitherto  been  the  strongest 
supporters  of  Imperial  rule,  beoome  the 
strongest  supporters  of  separation  and  a 
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separate  Parliament.  On  the  behalf 
the  FroteBtant  population  of  Ireland,  I 
Tould  lu^  that  the  strong  expressions 
aS  their  feelings  to  vhich  they  hare 
Istel;  given  utterance  are  well  worthy 
of  your  Lordahips'  attention.  If  you 
give  eo  much  to  the  Boman  Catholics, 
who  r^ard  your  ^fte  with  indifference, 
you  are  at  least  equally  bound  to  respect 
and  listen  to  the  feelings  of  the  Protest- 
ant population,  who  view  this  measure, 
not  with  indifference,  but  with  the 
strongest  feelings  of  alarm  and  aversion 
— a  measure  which  fails  to  conciliate 
those  whose  ill-will  you  desire  to  avert, 
while  it  alienates  those  who  have  hitherto 
been  youi  strongest  and  firmest  allies. 
In  the  name  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land I  ask  your  Lordships,  as  the  high- 
est Court  of  Appeal  in  this  ootmtiy — as 
the  highest  judicial  protector  of  the 
liberties  and  the  property  of  the  subject 
— I  ask  you  to  agree  to  me  Amendment 
of  my  noble  Friend,  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  three  months, 
and  thus  reject  a  measure  that  is  fuU  of 
injustice  to  Ireland,  and  which  is  &aught 
with  danger  to  the  liberty,  the  religion, 
and  the  peace  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
there  are,  I  believe,  a  certain  number  of 
Members  of  this  House — perhaps  there 
may  be  a  considerable  number — whose 
objectioue  to  this  measure  are  so  deep 
that  no  consideration  on  earth  will  in- 
duce them  to  vote  for  the  second  reading. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Lord  Sedesdale)  is  of  that  num- 
ber, and  undoubtedly  there  are  many 
others ;  but  I  believe  that  the  vast  ma- 
jori^  of  the  House  of  Lords — if  they 
were  convinced  that  this  measure,  in  its 
main  principle  and  outlines,  had  been 
finally  adopted  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  countiy — not  by  any 
accidental  vote  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  approved  by  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  the  country  at  the  last 
election,  and  finally  supported  by  their 
deliberate  opinion  —  I  believe  fliat  in 
such  a  case  the  majority  of  this  House 
would  make  no  difficulty  whatever  in  at 
least  giving  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 
And  therefore  I  havo  observed  that 
during  the  course  of  this  debate  various 
attempts  have  been  made  to  impress 
upon  your  Lordships'  beHef  this  pro- 
position—  that  whQe  disestablishment 
indeed  was  plainly  brought  before  the 
people  at    the  last  election,   and  was 


finally  adopted  by  the  opinion  of  the 
countiy,  disendowment — the  other  great 
branch  of  the  question  —  was  not  so 
brought  before  tne  people,  and  has  not 
been  adopted  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  country.  I  can  attribute  to  no  other 
cauee  than  this  that  there  has  been,  I 
must  say,  an  unexpected  importance  at- 
tached by  two  of  the  most  eminent 
leaders  in  the  debate  to  a  few  sentences 
which  fell  from  me  in  a  speech  I  had 
the  honour  to  deliver  in  this  House  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Suspensory 
Bill  last  year.  Those  sentences,  have 
been  twice  quoted — once  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Marquess  who  epohe 
last  night  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
and  eiao  on  a  previous  evening  by  Uie 
right  rev.  Preute  whose  q)eech  has 
been  so  much  and  so  justly  praised  for 
eloquence  and  power.  I  wish  to  enter 
into  no  controversy  with  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite.  I  listened 
to  his  speech  with  the  sincere  admiration 
with  which  I  believe  it  was  listened  to 
by  every  Member  of  your  Lordships* 
House.  It  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  speech 
giving  the  most  sagacious  advice  and 
animated  by  the  largest  and  purest  spirit 
of  patriotism.    In  nine-tenths  of  that 

?)eech  I  heartily  agree ;  and,  I  repeat, 
will  not  enter  into  any  controversy  with 
my  noble  Friend  as  to  the  comparatively 
small  portion  of  that  speech  m  which  I 
dissent  &om  him.  But  when  my  noble 
Friend  quoted  the  sentences  that  fell 
from  me  on  the  previous  occasion  he  re- 
ferred principaUy  to  one  point,  as  to 
which  I  think  he  will  probably  t^ee 
with  me  that  it  is  a  point  whi^  might 
be  better  discussed  in  Committee.  I  mil 
at  once  candidly  confess  to  my  noble. 
Friend  that  he  has  pointed  out  a  dis- 
crepancy between  a  part  of  the  sketch  I 
then  alluded  to  and  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships.  But  when  I  turn  to 
the  other  case  and  ascertain  the  purpose 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  in  view, 
I  must  beg  to  assure  the  House  that  the 
inference  drawn  from  those  sentences  is 
entirely  erroneous — I  mean  this  infer- 
I,  my  Lords,  that  I  said  anything 
I,  or  intended  to  convey  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  any  impression,  that  the 
question  of  disendowment  could  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  question  of  disestablish- 
ment, and  that  it  was  not  then  frilly 
and  fairly  before  the  country.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  referred  to  the  terms  of 
the  Resolutions  passed  by  the  late  House 
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of  Commons.  I  be^  m;  noble  Friesd  to 
remember  the  tomb,  and  he  will  see 
that  though  the  ironl  "  disendowment ' 
ia  not  in  the  BeeolutioaB,  the  whole 
wording  and  conception  of  the  Besolu- 
tiona  implied  that  tusendowment  was  an 
essential  part  of  disestabhshment.  The 
Seeolutiou  was  in  these  words — 

"That,  in  theopinioD  of  this  Uoum,  it  it  i 
urj  tbat  tba  EitabliBhed  Church  of  Inland  should 
oe»a  to  sxi)t  ■■  an  Eitabligbment,  das  refard 
belDg  bad  to  all  penonal  intoroiti  and  to  all  '  " 
Yidnal  rights  of  pfoperlj,"-~[3  Satuard, 
1338.] 

I  need  hardly  point  out  that  these  worda 
distinctly  imply  that  disendowment  — 
that  is  to  say  a  substantial  eeveronce 
trom  the  benefices  at  the  disposal  of  the 
State — was  considered  an  essential  part 
of  disestabUshment.  If  there  is  any 
donbt  on  this  question,  that  disendow- 
ment as  well  as  disestablishment  was 
before  the  country  when  the  last  appeal 
was  made  to  it,  let  me  cite  another  au- 
thority which  will  be  acknowledged  to 
have  great  weight.  I  refer  to  the  counter 
proposition  made  in  the  other  House  of 
Paniament  by  Lord  Stanley  on  the  part  of 
thewholeConserratiTeparty,  Whatwere 
the  words  of  his  counter  proposition  ? — 
"  Tbat  tbii  Boan,  vbile  admitting  tbat  con- 
siderable modifloaCions  ia  tbe  temporalities  of  the 
United  Chnroh  in  Ireland  ma;,  slier  tbe  pending 
inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion 
that  an;  propoailion  lending  to  the  diwatablinb- 
ment  or  tbe  disendowment  of  tbat  Cburch  ought 
t«  be  rewrted  for  the  deoiiioD  of  a  new  Pi  " 
ment."~[3  Bafuard,  oici.  SOT.] 
That  was  the  proposition  contended  for 
by  the  Conservative  party.  Disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  were  both 
before  the  countiy  —  not,  of  course, 
all  the  detaUs  of  disestablishment  and 
disendowment — but  disendowment,  in 
as  far  as  disendowment  is  an  essential 
part  of  disestablishment,  was  before 
the  countiy,  and  is  as  much  to  be  ac- 
cepted as  the  result  of  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election  as  disestablishment.  Yes, 
my  Lords,  the  verdict  of  the  countiy  was 
given  in  unmistakable  terms  in  favour 
of  disestablishment,  and  in  the  main 
and  substantially  in  favoiir  of  the  disen- 
dowment also  of  the  Established  Churob 
in  Ireland,  Now,  my  Lords,  during  the 
course  of  this  debate,  very  strong  lan- 
guage has  been  used,  both  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  moved  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill,  and  by  other  noble  Lords  who  suc- 
ceeded him,  as  to  the  character  of  this 
Bill  and  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Oovem- 
ment ;  but  I  confess  my  own  feeling  is 
The  Dukt  of  Argyll 


that  we  have  no  right  or  title  to  com- 
plain in  any  way  of  the  manner  in 
which  this  great  debate  has  been  con- 
;  ducted.  My  Lords,  we  are  bound  to 
remember — and  I  trust  we  do  remem- 
ber— ^that,  in  the  dischai^e  of  what  we 
believe  to  be  a  public  duty  to  the  So- 
vereign and  the  people,  it  has  been 
our  lot  to  propose  to  Parliament  a  mea- 
.  sure  which  is  opposed  to  the  dearest  as- 
sociations and  to  the  most  cherished  con- 
■  victiouB  of  a  large  portion  of  the  House. 
My  Lords,  I  tiiink  also  we  are  bound  to 
remember  not  only  the  greatness  of  the 
change  which  we  propose,  but,  I  admit, 
its  apparent  suddenness.  This  point 
was  much  pressed  by  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  BilL  I  say 
its  "apparent  suddenness,"  because  to 
those  who  have  been  watehing  the  causes 
which  operato  on  the  public  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  ultimately  determine 
the  course  of  Parliament,  the  wonder  is 
not  that  this  measure  has  come  so  sud- 
denly, but  rather  that  it  has  been  so  long 
delayed.  But  I  admit  to  my  noble 
Friend  that  to  those  who  have  been 
walking  in  the  by-paths,  so  to  speak,  of 
pubUc  Hfe,  and  have  not  been  watching 
the  causes  which  determine  the  course 
of  public  feeling,  this  change  must  ap- 
pear to  have  been  brought  about  very 
suddenly.  And  with  regard  to  the  great- 
ness of  the  change,  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  first  last  night  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  that  no  measure  which 
has  been  brought  into  this  House  in  the 
present  century  may  compare  with  this 
m  the  importance  of  the  issues  which  it 
involves  and  the  interests  it  affects.  Not 
the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts — not  the  great  measure  of  Catholic 
Emancipation,  although,  by-the-bye, 
this  measure  was  in  the  womb  of  that 
one — not  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  not 
the  Reform  of  Parliament — not  any  one 
of  those  questions  involved  issues  so  im- 
portant, or  cut  BO  deeply  into  matters  af- 
fecting such  cherished  associations  and 
opinions  of  great  portionsofthe  people,  as 
this  measure  for  the  disestabhshment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  My 
Lords,  I  admit  also  to  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  this  measure, 
that  so  short  a  time  as  three  years  ago 
it  is  extremely  probable  it  could  not  have 
been  proposed  by  any  public  man,  with 
any  prospect  of  success.  I  think  it  is 
perfectly  natural,  therefore,  that  one  in 
the  position  of  my  noble  Friend,  finding 
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ttis  great,  rapid  atream  of  public  opinion 
dashui^  past  him,  and  sweeping  away 
instdtutione  which  he  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  cooaider  as  most  sacred  and 
most  secure,  should  open  his  eyes  with 
infinite  surprise  and  ask,  as  my  noble 
Friend  did  aak  in  his  opening  speech — 
"  How  has  all  this  come  about,  and  how 
has  this  measure  so  suddenly  been 
brought  forward  ?  "  The  more  you  ex- 
amine this  question  the  more  dearlv 
you  will  see  how  absolutely  final  and 
irroTocable  ia  the  yetdict  given  on  this 
subject  by  aU  the  great  poHtical  parties 
in  this  country.  I  beg  to  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  some  circum- 
stances which  appear  to  me  to  refute 
the  arguments  used  by  the  noble  I>uke 
who  preceded  me  (the  Dukeof  Abercom), 
and  who  attributed  great  effects  to  causes 
comparatively  amall,  stating  that  the 
Bill  originated  in  the  individual  will  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government. 

The  Duke  of  ABEECOEN  :  I  said 
that  it  originated  with  him. 

The  Duke  of  AUGTLL  :  That  is 
to  attribute  effects  to  the  will  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  which  neither  his 
nor  any  other  individual's  will  was  com- 
petent to  produce.  We  have  alao  been 
told  to-night  that  the  present  House  of 
Commons  was  electea  merely  to  bring 
Ur.  Gladstone  into  power,  and  that  it 
was  under  the  influence  of  his  genius 
and  of  admiration  for  his  character  that 
the  elections  were  held.  Now  what  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  Mr.  Qladatoue's 
infiuence  was,  at  least,  not  predomi- 
nant in  the  late  Parliament,  in  which 
this  proposition  waa  first  brought  for- 
ward. I  desire  to  direct  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  measure  was  proposed.  The 
House  of  Commons  became,  after  the 
death  of  Lord  Palmeraton,  thoroughly 
disorganized  and  demoralized.  We  are 
at  liberty  to  speak  of  the  late  Houae  of 
Commons  with  as  much  freedom  as  of  a 
Parliament  in  the  time  of  Charles  11., 
and  J  say  that  it  was  a  Parliament  which 
had  no  faith  in  any  principle,  no  en- 
thusiasm in  any  cause,  and  no  fidelity 
to  any  leader.  It  waa  under  these  cir- 
cumstances— the  vessel  of  the  State  with 
no  way  upon  her,  that  suddenly  a  cry 
arose,  that  this  Irish  question,  which 
had  been  so  long  asleep,  was  again 
alive.  It  was  then  said  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  for  Ireland — the 


old  Irish  ditSculty  was  t^ain  before 
our  public  men,  and  it  became  clear 
that  Parliament  must  make  up  its  mind 
as  to  what  should  be  done  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Irieh  people.  What  waa  the 
answer  to  that  cry?  I  am  not  going 
to  qnote  the  words  of  Lord  Mayo  or  <rf 
any  man,  for  I  may  say  that  the  answer 
waa  in  the  aii — it  was  in  the  very  at- 
mosphere of  our  political  life.  There 
were  two  alternatives  in  reference  to  the 
Irish  Church  —  indiscriminate  endow- 
ment, and  disestablishment  with  dlsen- 
dowment.  The  policy  suggested  by  the 
late  Government— faintly  and  feebly,  but 
at  the  same  time  distinctly — was  that  of 
indiscriminate  endowment ;  and  then  the 
answer  given  to  that  proposition  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
was  that,  rather  than  indiscriminate  en- 
dowment, he  would  have  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment.  What  was  the 
effect  of  that  announcement  ?  The  im- 
mediate effect  was  that  out  of  absolute 
chaos  there  came  order,  and  an  assembly 
which  had  been  thoroughly  disorganized 
became  well-drilled  and  fitted  for  ef- 
fective political  action.  It  was  like  the 
action  of  a  powerful  magnet  passed 
over  a  mass  of  what  seems  mere  dust 
and  rubbish,  but  which  nevertheless 
contains  elements  capable  of  attraction. 
The  raising  of  that  standard  of  disestab- 
lishment at  once  collected  under  it  all 
the  elements  of  Liberal  opinion  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Then  I  ask  the 
noble  Duke,  who  attributes  to  small 
causes  these  grave  effects,  what  is  the 
explanation  of  that  phenomenon  f  Waa 
it  ttie  personal  infiuence  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  the  late  House  of  Commons?  No. 
It  was  the  powerful  action  of  causes  which 
lie  deeply  seated  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last 
night,  and  who  ia  not  now  present  (the 
£^1  of  Derby),  said  that  this  meoanre 
was  carried  by  a  concurrence  of  political 
parties.  Now,  I  ask,  was  there  ever  any 
great  measure  which  was  not  carried  by 
the  concurrence  of  great  political  par- 
ties? In  a  constitutional  Government 
like  that  which  exists  in  this  country, 
the  concurrence  of  political  parties  means 
the  force  of  different  currents  of  publio 
opinion,  meeting  and  joining  together — 
it  means  the  inevitable  conclusion  to 
which  things  ere  tending  in  a  consti- 
tutional country.  And  now,  farther, 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  thia 
of  parties  ia  not  casual  or 
lSecon4  Reading — Foarth  Nighi. 
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It  is  one  which  is  un- 
doubtedly permanent,  and  cannot  be 
OTercome  by  any  teGistance  on  the  part 
of  noble  Lords  opposite.  Who  were 
the  ^eat  parties  who  rallied  round  the 
standard  of  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment?  In  the  first  place,  I  will 
name  not  the  strongest,  but  one  which 
has  a  powerful  action  is  Parliament — 
the  Boman  Catholic  element  in  the 
House  of  Conunons.  In  naming  ttiis 
I  name  that  which  represents  the  na- 
tional feeling  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  Irish  people,  [through  tSi  the 
et^ee  of  this  measure  the  representa- 
tives  of  the  Irish  people  supported  it 
by  large  majorities ;  and  I  apprehend 
that  no  Irish  Member,  whether  Boman 


both  in  England  and  in  Scotiand.  Z 
will  not  now  enter  into  the  reasons  which 
have  actuated  the  No  Popery  party  as  it 
is  called.  We  know  that  there  exists  a 
strong  feeling  in  this  countiy  with  re- 
gard to  the  endowment  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergy.  My  noble  Priend  who 
evened  the  debate  this  evening  (Earl 
Kuasell)  expressed  his  continued  ad< 
herence  to  the  principle  of  concurrent 
endowment;  but  although  he  believes 
that  would  be  in  itself  the  best  mode  of 
settling  this  question,  he  tells  us  that  he 
is  convinced  'Uie  people  of  England  and 
the  people  of  ScoUand  would  not  tolerate 
such  a  measure.  We  have  then  the 
Protestant  feeling  of  England  and  of 
Scotland,   which  is   national,   and    the 


Catholic  or  not,  who  sits  for  a  Boman  i  Boman    Catholic    feeling    of    Ireland, 


Catholic  constituency  could  face  his 
stituente  in  future  with  any  hope  of  suc- 
cess unless  he  had  voted  for  the  dises- 
tabhahment  and  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  But  what  a  light  does 
that  throw  upon  the  doctrines  we  have 
heard  announced  in  this  House  from  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  and  from  other  Mem- 
bers with  regard  to  the  duty  of  what  is 
called  the  State  to  maintain  particular 
religious  doctrines.  I  wish  that,  whe- 
ther in  debate  or  in  writing,  men  would 
more  frequently  take  the  trouble  of 
defining  the  words  which  they  use.  We 
have  heard  much  of  the  duty  of  the 
State,  or  the  ruling  power,  to  maintain 
religious  truth  and  to  support  an  Estab- 
lished Church.  But  what  is  the  ruling 
Swer  in  a  free  country  ?  I  will  not  say 
at  it  is  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  I 
will  say  that  imder  a  representative  Con- 
fltitution,  and  mote  especially  a  repre- 
sentative Constitution  based  upon  house- 
hold suffrage,  the  House  of  Commons 
is  a  veiT  large  part  of  the  ruling  power. 
Now  what  are  you  to  do  with  this  ab- 
stract doctrine  of  the  duty  of  the  State, 
when  we  have  a  large  majority  of  the 
representatives  of  Iremnd  telling  you  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  they  will  no 
longer  support  the  Established  Church 
in  their  country  ?  I  say  that  is  a  party 
in  favour  of  tlus  measure  whose  vote  is 
a  permanent  vote,  which  you  have  no 
chance  of  reversing ;  and  that  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  this  determination  on  the 
part  of  those  Members  is  one  which  ex- 
presses the  feeling  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  Then  you  have  the 
No  Popeiy  party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. You  have  a  No  Popery  parly 
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which  is  also  national,  against  concur- 
rent endowment.  There  is  also  another 
party  which  has  been  often  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  the  very 
mention  of  which  always  raises  excited 
cheers  in  your  Lordship's  House  — 
namely,  the  I>i8Benting  party,  which  is 
strongly  opposed  to  all  religious  endow- 
ments. My  own  belief  is  that  the 
strength  of  that  party  has  been  very 
much  over-rated  throughout  the  present 
debate.  I  do  not  think  that  the  English 
people  generally  are  very  much  disposed 
to  hold  abstract  doctrines  with  regtud  to 
endowments.  I  believe  the  Liberation 
Society  is  not  a  strong  power  in  this 
country,  but,  working  uiroi^h  the  vari- 
ous Dissenting  bodies,  it  undoubteilly 
possesses  a  certain  amount  of  strength. 
You  have  thus  the  Boman  Catholic 
party — you  have  the  anti-Catholic  par^, 
you  have  the  feeling  of  the  Dissenters, 
you  have  the  growing  opinion  of  the 
great  Liberal  body,  aU  agreeing  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  Establish^  Church 
in  Ireland  is  ui^ust  to  the  people  of  that 
country.  I  behove  it  is  perfectly  true, 
as  has  been  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross-Benches  (^arl  Grey),  that  for 
the  last  twenty  years  the  influence  of  the 
daily  Press  and  the  influence  of  literary 
men  in  every  form  has  been  tending 
gradually  bat  surely  to  change  the  pub- 
Ec  feeling  with  regard  to  the  justice  or 
injustice  of  the  ^tabliahed  Ghorch  in 
Ireland.  What,  then,  have  you  to  op- 
pose to  all  these  great  forces,  that  gives 
you  any  chance  or  hope  of  success  in  re- 
sisting the  conclusion  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  come  to?  Have  vou  yonr- 
any  policy  whatever?    Duringthe 
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whole  cotirae  of  this  debate  I  have 
listened  in  vain  for  the  announcement  of 
any  policy  from  the  noble  Lorda  who 
have  opposed  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  Not  one  word  have  they  said  as  to 
a  oonnter-p(^y.  Now,  what  aie  you 
going  do?    Axe  you  going  to  face  the 

rple  of  Irdand  and  tell  them  you  will 
nothing  with  regard  to  this  great 
Irish  question,  which  one  of  your  own 
party  leaders,  Lord  Stanley,  said  was  the 
great  question  of  the  day?  Are  you 
going  to  face  the  people  of  England  and 
Seouand  and  adt^  the  principle  of  in- 
disGriminate  endowment  ?  Is  that  your 
plut?  Independent  Peers  hare  made 
sn^estiona,  but  I  have  observed  that  a 
eantiouB  silence  has  been  maintained 
\fy  noble  Lords  on  the  &ont  Bench  op- 
posite; and  from  right  rev.  Prelates 
we  have  heard  nothing  to  warrant  us 
in  b^eving  that  they  would  give  1«. 
towards  Indiscrimisate  endowment  in 
Ireland.  All  their  arguments  with  re- 
gard to  "  spoliation,"  "robbery,"  "sacri- 
lege," and  the  other  hard  words  they 
used  —  pfflhaps  naturally  enough  —  all 
those  epithets  apply  equally  to  the  taking 
away  £roin  the  Church  of  X».  of  its  en- 
dowments for  any  other  purpose  what- 
ever. There  was,  indeed,  one  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  CHutir- 
maa  of  Cominittees  that  we  should  have 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  in  this  House. 
He  said  he  wtnild  not  level  up  as  regards 
money,  but  he  would  as  regards  honours, 
and  he  would  bring  the  Boman  Catholic 
Btobope  into  this  House.  That  is  the 
on«  suggestion  of  a  counter-policy  which 
I  hove  heard  during  this  debate.  I  ask 
your  Lordships,  what  chance  there  is  of 
success  if  this  policy  be  adopted  ?  Do 
you  think  you  will  carry  the  next  Gene- 
ral Election  by  the  cry — "Introduce 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  into  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  Do  you  think  that  cry  would 
help  you  any  more  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mtma  than  the  policy  of  indiscrintinate 
endowments,  wluch  scattered  your  party 
to  the  winds,  and  rallied  the  whole 
Liberal  force  around  Mr.  Gladstone  ?  It 
is  not  possible.  Well,  then,  will  you 
say — "Leave  things  as  they  are;  we 
have  no  policy  whatever  except  the  ob- 
stinate policy  of  defending  things  as 
they  are  f  "  I  venture  to  say  that  even 
during  the  progress  of  this  debate  some 
of  the  most  distinguished  speakers  have 
fimnisbed  ample  evidence  that  the  exist- 
•nee  of  the  Established  Char<^  in  Ire- 


land is  not  only  a  great  wrong  and  a 
great  injnstice,  but  is  exercising  a  most 
malevolent  influence  upon  the  relations 
of  the  different  parties  in  that  country. 
I  was  very  sorry  to  read  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)^ — which  all  praise  for  its 
brilliancy  and  eloquence  —  a  paset^ 
which  seems  to  me  to  Olustrate  the  evU 
of  what  has  been  called  Protestant  as- 
cendancy almost  as  much  as  anything 
which  has  been  said  or  quoted  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate,  as  I  read  in  the  Tht  Time*, 
said,    "The    only    remedy  of   Engli^ 

another  confiscation,"  and 

in  these  words — 

Aiiotber  conflao&tion.bnt,  mj  Lords,  with  this 
diBerenoe — that,  whertaa,  ia  thoae  daji  Englud 
oonflickted  tha  propertj  of  the  disloyal  and  re- 
warded tbe  lofsl,  in  tboBC  dayi  abe  (England) 
proceed!  to  mend  mattera  b;  canfiaeating  tbe  pro- 
perty of  the  loysl  to  reward  tbe  disloyal," — 
[3  Hataard,  oioti.  1669-70.] 
What  is  the  inference  which  must  be 
drawn  from  these  words?  To  please 
whom  is  it  that  we  are  "confiscating" 
the propertyofthelrish Church?  Whom 
do  we  profess  and  desire  to  please  ?  Is 
it  not  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  happen  to  be  Boman  Ca- 
thoLcs  ?  And  does  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late think  it  will  tend  to  peace  and  good- 
will in  Ireland  that  from  the  Episcopal 
Bench  in  this  House  the  great  mass  of 
Irish  Boman  Catholics  should  be  de- 
nounced— at  least  by  inference — as  com- 
paratively disloyal?  I  say  that  such 
language  is  due  to  the  s^rit — the  ancient, 
hereditaiy  spirit— of  Protestant  ascen- 
dancy. 

The  Bishop  of  PETEEBOBOUGH  : 
I  am  exceedingly  unwilling  to  interrupt 
the  noble  Duke,  but  he  is  entirely  mis- 
taken in  what  he  attributes  to  me.  I 
had  no  idea  of  stating  that  I  regarded 
the  Boman  Catholic  population  of  Ire- 
land as  disloyal.  I  spoke  of  the  object 
of  disendowment  as  being  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bribing  or  rewarding  the  dis- 
loyal ;  but  I  did  not  say  that  me  Boman 
Catholic  population  of  Ireland — either 
the  whole  or  the  larger  part  of  them — 
were  the  disloyal  persons  whom  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  reward. 

The  Ddke  of  AEGTLL  :  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  that  if  we  put  it  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  whether  he  would 
describe  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  as  dis- 
loyal he  would  answer  "  No  ! "  But  I 
say  that  in  the  speech  which  he  made  in 
[^Second  Seadtttff — Fburth  Night. 
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porkh  vrksro  fewer  than  forty  Protest- 
ants are  found,  the  Conumssioners  pro- 
pose a  transfer  of  property  to  other 
parishes  in  Irdand  ;  and  that  proposi- 
tion is  in  exact  consistency  with  the 


gument  always  maintained  by  those  who 
resist  any  appropriation  of  lie  fun ' 
the  Irish  Giiircn  to  purposes  not 


3  funds  of 


nected  with  itself. 

I  pass  now  to  the  question  of  Estab' 
Ushments.  And  here  let  me  say  that  I 
regretted  very  much  some  observations 
made  by  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Eussell). 
My  noble  Friend  says  that  this  Bill  is  a 
great  blow  to  Establishments,  especially 
in  the  Preamble  and  in  the  last  clause 
of  the  Bill,  which  provides  that  the 

Slus  funds  of  the  Irish  Church  should 
e  given  to  pious  uses  not  connected 
with  religious  purposes.  With  regard 
to  the  principle  of  Establishments,  I 
should  hke  to  know  what  part  of  the 
Bill  la  at  variance  with  it.  One  doctrine 
of  Establishments — a  doctrine  quite  new 
to  me — wae  propounded  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  who  said  that  the  State 
might  contract  with  a  certain  eoclesjaati- 
cal  firm  for  the  purpose  of  doing  eccle- 
siastical worh.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is 
not  a  very  high  ground  on  which  to  peril 
the  principle  of  an  Established  Church ; 
and  I  confess  that  if  I  were  about  to 
contract  with  a  firm  with  the  view  to  do 
good  to  a  people,  I  should  enter  into  a 
contract  with  that  particular  firm  which 
possessed  the  most  influence  among  that 
people,  and  which  most  coincided  with 
their  opinions.  Taking  that  ground,  I  sup- 
pose the  right  rev.  Prelate  would  propose 
that  we  should  enter  into  a  contract  with 
the  Boman  Catholic  clergymen  in  Ireland. 
But,  to  the  adoption  of  that  course,  I 
should  on  many  different  groxmde  object. 
And  what,  I  would  ask,  is  the  other  doc- 
trine with  r^ard  to  Establishments  which 
has  been  laid  down  ?  The  other,  and  I 
think  the  highest  doctrine,  is  that  we 
should  adopt  that  Church  which  embraces 
most  completely,  in  our  opinion,  religious 
truth,  and  that,  through  that  Church,  we 
should  teach  religious  truth  to  the  people. 
That,  however,  is,  I  am  afraid,  a  doctrine 
which  is  not  very  consistent  with  our 
fbrm  of  government.  We  are  a  repre- 
Bentatdve  government,  and  we  cannot, 
therefore,  adopt  any  one  £uth  which 
may  be  professed  by  a  small  minority 
of  the  community,  and  insist  upon  its 
b^ng  the  rehgion  of  the  nation  at  large. 
That  ia  a  doctrine  which,  it  appears  to 


me,  must  break  down  under  the  opera- 
tion of  our  political  system.  But  let  me 
ask  right  rev.  Prelates  and  noble  Xx>rdB 
opposite,  if  they  look  upon  the  teaching 
of  religious  truth  as  the  paramount  duty 
of  the  State,  why  it  is  that  we  t^e  the 
course  that  we  now  pursue  in  the  case 
of  Ireland  ?  There,  it  is  tme,  you  endow 
the  Established  Church ;  but  you  endow 
also  the  College  of  l^ynooth,  as  well  aa 
the  Presbyterians  of  Ulster  and  also  Uni- 
tarians. What  pretence  then,  can  you 
make  that  the  present  ecdeda^tical  sys- 
tem in  Ireland  represents,  under  any 
possible  theoiy,  that  duty  of  the  State  in 
regard  to  the  propagation  of  religious 
truth  for  which  you  contend  ?  It  is  ab- 
surd to  maintain  that  our  present  system 
comphes  with  that  object.  I  r^ret,  I 
may  add,  the  observations  which  feU  from 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Bussell)  this 
evening,  because,  as  it  seems  to  me,  he 
confounded  two  things  which  are  essen- 
tially distinct.  The  principle  of  Es- 
tahhshed  Churches  sudi  as  it  exists  in 
England  is  one  thing ;  the  indiscriminate 
payment  of  all  religions  is  a  thing  en- 
tirely different.  I  contend  that  this  Bill, 
even  if  my  noble  Friend  should  strike 
out  the  clauses  and  the  passages  in  the 
Preamble  with  r^ard  to  religious  teach- 
ing, to  which  he  so  much  objects,  would 
not  thereby  be  brought  in  any  degree 
nearer  to  sanctioning  the  principle  of 
Established  Churches.  It  would  be 
merely  brought  nearer  the  principle  of 
sanctioning  the  endowment — the  equal 
and  indiscriminate  endowment— of  all 
iligious  seots.  To  such  a  proposal  I 
_n  opposed,  practically  as  a  poUtician, 
and  theoreticatly  on  another  ground.  I 
look  upon  it  as  an  unreasonable  doctrine 
that  every  man  should  be  colled  upon  to 
foreveryotherman'sreligion.  Ifthe 
iblished  Churches  which  have  grown 
n  Europe  under  the  teaching  of  one 
universal  Church — if  that  syst«m  breaks 
down,  depend  upon  it  we  have  nothing 
before  us  but  the  principle  of  £ree  and 
unendowed  Churches. 

One  word  now,  my  Lords,  as  to  the 
danger  of  the  Bill  to  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion. I  confess  I  heard  with  great 
)ain  the  observations  which  have  &llen 
rom  some  right  rev.  Prelates,  and  es- 
pecially from  my  most  rev.  Friend  who 
presides  over  the  diocese  of  Dublin,  in 
tgard  to  the  possiblity  of  forming  what 
_.  called  a  Free  Church,  or  what  is  called 
in  the  Bill  the  Church  Body.  Now,  it 
ISeeond  Seading— Fourth  N^ht. 
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]  me  that  no  greater  blow  can 
be  given  to  Protestantism  than  the  con- 
fession in  this  Hoiue  by  the  leaders  of 
the  Anglican  Church  that,  mthont  the 
benefit  of  endowmenta  and  the  help  of 
the  State,  they  are  utterly  imable  to  or- 
ganize any  Chiirch  government  repro- 
aenting  the  independent  power  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland.  I  am  aahamed  of 
such  a  confession  in  the  face  of  Koman 
Catholics  and  of  Christendom  ;  I  would 
aab  right  rev.  Prelates  to  have  more  con- 
fidence in  the  strength  of  Protestantism 
and  in  the  infiuence  of  their  own  episcopal 
ministry.  I  would  also  ask,  when  d^- 
ing  with  the  argument  of  the  evils  which 
this  Bill  is  calculated  to  work  with  re- 
spect to  the  Protestant  religion — what 
Has  the  Irish  Church  done  to  promote 
the  success  of  that  religion  in  Ireland  ? 
Is  it  not  notorious  that  Ireland  is  the 
most  Popish  of  all  the  nations  of  Europe 
— ^that  which  follows  most  meekly  and 
most  servilely  the  dominion  of  the  priest- 
hood ?  I  heard  m  this  House,  not  only 
this  year,  but  last  year,  very  strange 
oompuunts  made  as  to  the  probability 
that,  under  the  influence  of  a  &ee  Church 
in  Ireland,  we  should  have  an  active 
proselytizing  organization  established, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  would  be 
a  great  evil.  Now,  I  do  not  share  the 
fears  in  that  respect  to  which  many  noble 
Lords  have  given  expression.  The  ob- 
jects of  such  an  organization  may  be 
sought  to  be  effected  sometimes  in  a 
veiT  selfish  and  fanatical  spirit ;  but  I 
feel,  nevertheless,  bound  to  remember 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Churches  to  preach 
and  extend,  if  th^  can,  the  views  of 
religious  truth  which  they  entertain. 
When,  therefore,  I  find  it  held  out  as 
a  threat  of  danger — and  now  for  the 
first  time — that  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  may  become  a  proselytizing 
Church,  it  sounds  to  me  very  Uke  a  con- 
fession that  she  has  hitherto  been  some- 
thing like  a  sleemr  and  useless  Church. 

I  may,  before  I  ait  down,  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  position  in 
which  your  Lordships'  House  stands  in 
reference  te  this  Bill.  It  has,  I  think, 
been  veiy  accurately  stated  in  the  course 
of  this  debate— that  it  ie  not  our  duty 
to  accept,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  de- 
ddon  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is, 
however,  I  maintain,  our  duty  fully  to 
weigh  all  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  votes  eif  that  great  body  happen  to 
kave  boen  given.  I  trust  I  hnve  enc- 
lUDuitofArgyU 


»ded  in  showing  that  that  conoorrenoe 
parties  to  whi<m  Lord  Derby  referred 
the  cause  of  the  success  of  this  mea- 
re  is  a  concurrence  not  accidental  but 
permanent  in  the  political  history  of 
this  country.  That  being  so,  it  is  our 
duty,  I  contend,  to  give  mis  Bill  a  se- 
cond reading,  and  to  go  into  Committee 
ujjon  it.  My  noble  Fnend(EarlBussell) 
said,  on  a  memorable  occasion,  that — 
tiie  aristocracy  of  this  country  were 
strong  in  the  memory  of  immortal  ser- 
vices. My  Lords,  I  trust  we  are  strong 
etter  tlungs.  We  cannot  live  on  the 
memory  of  the  dead.  We  must  show 
that  we  are  able  to  appreciate  tlie  great 
currents  of  public  feeling  which  have 
formed  the  jjreat  parties  of  this  country, 
and  determined  the  course  of  poUtical 
action.  We  must  show  that  we  are  as 
able  as  the  other  House  to  appreciate 
the  teaching  of  events.  And  if  ever 
there  has  beeu  a  course  of  events  which 
led  more  than  another  of  a  provi- 
dential character,  and  to  lead  to  one 
foregone  conclusion,  it  is  that  series  of 
events  which,  with  apparent  suddenness, 
but  with  long  previous  preparation,  has 
brought  this  great  measure  to  the  table 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  Noble  Lords 
opposite  may  say  with  truth  that  all 
movements  are  not  movements  of  pro- 
gress, and  that  there  may  be  such  thmgs 
as  movements  in  a  wrong  direction.  I 
admit  that  I  believe  in  the  decay  and 
in  the  fall  of  States.  It  is  the  duty  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  this  country,  and  in 
every  other,  to  question  themselves  and 
others  carefiilly  from  time  to  time  whe- 
ther the  movements  in  which  th^  take 
part,  and  before  which  they  are  some- 
times driven,  are  movements  in  a  right 
or  in  a  wrong  direction.  But,  my  Lords, 
measure<l  by  aU  the  criteria  which  dis- 
tingoisli  strength  from  weakness,  jnstioa 
from  injustice,  political  energy  and  life 
from  political  decay,  I  avow  my  convic- 
tion that  the  movement  in  whidi  we  are 
now  engaged  is  a  movement  in  the  right 
direction.  It  is  a  movement  due  to  va- 
lightened  reason,  and,  better  still  my 
Lords,  to  awakened  conscience.  We 
desire  to  wipe  out  the  foulest  stain  upon 
the  name  and  fame  of  Sngland — our 
policy  to  the  Irish  pec^e.  We  wish  to 
signify  our  adherence  to  the  great  prin- 
ciple, that  religious  truth  is  not  to  be 
supported  attheoostofpoUticalinjustioo. 
We  desire — as  my  noble  Friend  near 
me  has  suggested — to  bring  into  die 
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domain  of  politics  tiie  great  Ohriatdan 
lair  of  doinjO^  to  others  as  we  would  be 
done  by.  These  are  the  great  principlea 
upon  which  this  measure  is  founded ; 
and  I  say  that  these  are  not  the  indica- 
tions of  political  decrepitude  or  decay. 
This  House  has  been  repeatedly  advised 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
measure  mainly  because  it  is  pressed  on 
US  by  the  convictions  of  the  people.  But 
I  have  a  higher  ambition  for  your  Lord- 
ships' House ;  I  desire  to  see  this  House 
share  in  the  great  honours  of  their  time 
and  my  firm  conviction  is  that  in  tht 
course  of  a  few  years  the  passing  ol 
this  meamire  will  be  looked  back  upon 
as  one  of  the  greatest  triumphs  of  ' 
stitutional  government,  and  as  a 
forward — and  that  a  long  one — in  the 
most  difficult  of  all  works — ^the  wise  and 
the  just  government  of  mankind. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  i  My 
Lords,  though  I  appear  here  as  a  young 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  I 
am  an  old  member  of  my  order,  and 
therefore  1  hope  I  am  not  guilty  of  pro- 
sumption  in  expressing  my  views  on  this 
occasion.  But  first  let  me  thank  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  for 
offering  that  moat  excellent  advice  which 
he  has  given  to  the  right  rev.  Bench.  I 
am  tlumkfhl  for  it,  though,  for  some 
reason  applicable  to  myself,  I  do  not 
veiy  mum  feel  the  need  of  it,  and  for 
this  simple  reason — that  in  the  diocese 
over  which  I  presided  I  was  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed  fourteen  years 
ago.  I  went  out  &om  this  country  to 
New  Zealand  some  twenty-five  or  twenty- 
six  years  ^o,  and  I  have  seen  the  work- 
ing of  our  EngliBh  Chureh  in  the  colony 
of  Xew  Zealand  until  it  has  expanded 
and  become  coequal  with  the  growth  of 
the  colony;  and  now  six  or  seven  bi- 
shoprics which  have  been  founded  there 
attest  that  its  increase  has  kept  pace 
with  the  increase  of  the  population. 
But,  having  premised  so  much,  I  will 
now  proceed  to  say  I  come  here  without 
any  prejudice  whatever  in  fiivour  of  Es- 
tablishments. Having  lived  so  long  in 
a  disestablished  Church,  I  return  after  a 
long  absence,  with  no  peculiar  connection 
with  any  party  in  the  State,  not  even 
with  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
who  did  me  the  honour  to  invite  me  to 
accept  the  bishopric  I  now  fill.  I  feel, 
therefore,  that  I  can  trust  myself  on  this 
occasion  to  form  an  nnprejadiccd  opi- 
nion and  giveaconscientiousToto.  Now, 


my  Lords,  I  wiU  vote  agcunst  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  because  I  object  to 
its  principle  and  to  almost  every  one  of 
its  details.  The  United  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  is  one  Church,  and  I 
see  no  reason  why  that  union  should  bo 
dissolved,  just  as  the  XTnitod  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  is  one 
kingdom,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  that 
union  should  be  repealed.  But  I  hope, 
my  Lords,  that  you  will  not  think  I  am 
going  to  defend  abuses.  I  am  ready  to 
join  my  old  Friend  Mr.  Gtladstone  in 
cutting  out  all  abuses  root  and  branch, 
and  I  believe  I  am  as  great  a  Badical 
in  that  respect  as  he.  But  I  am  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  establishment 
of  any  part  of  the  English  Church  in 
Ireland  is  in  itself  an  abuse.  That,  I 
believe,  is  the  principle  of  this  Bill  and 
underlies  every  clause  of  the  Bill.  Now, 
on  the  subject  of  disendowment  I  will 
say  very  little,  because  I  believe  you  are 
ti^d  almost  to  death  with  hearing  so 
much  about  stipends,  life  interests,  par- 
sonage houses,  glebes,  and  all  those 
matters  which  are  called  the  accidents 
of  spiritual  things,  in  which  my  habits 
of  me  have  given  me  very  little  interest 
at  all.  But  I  must  say  I  thjnk  disen- 
dowment a  very  ugly  word — it  seems  to 
me  a  veiy  ugly  word ;  while  that  which 
I  thoroughly  approve  is  a  good  consti- 
tutional system  of  Church  reform,  and 
that  system  has  been  going  on  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  under  the  two  Commis- 
sions— the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  in 
England  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion in  Ireland.  Not  only  that,  but  a 
Boyal  Commission  has  been  sitting  for 
the  express  purpose  of  recommending  to 
Parliament  a  further  instalment  of  re- 
form ;  and  I  confess  that  I  share  in 
the  sorrow  of  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
who  rose  last  night  to  support  the  se- 
cond reading  of  ttie  Bill,  that  this  mea- 
sure had  been  introduced  before  the 
public  had  time  to  consider  the  proposals 
of  that  Conunisdon.  Indeed,  the  reasons 
which  he  gave  for  supporting  the  second 
reading  seem  to  me  to  point  to  the  re< 
jection  of  this  Bill,  because  the  public 
hare  been  called  upon  to  form  an  opi- 
nion upon  it  without  having  had  the  re- 
quisite information  of  what  was  proposed 
to  be  done  by  the  Commission.  Now, 
this  question  of  disendowment  assumes 
a  very  serious  form  when  it  alters  alto- 
gether what  I  believe  to  be  the  consti- 
tutional  compact  between  the  clergy  and 
[Second  Reading — F^ivrih  Itigkt. 
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the  laity — that  is,  when  the  State  saves 
its  own  pockets  by  coufiscatiiig  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church.  I  remember  mien 
Sir  Robert  Peel  vent  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons  at  an  early  period  of  the 
Session,  and  said — 

"I  take  tbs  opportunity  at  an  earl;  period  of 
thii  Soesion.  of  BDnauncingthntit  is  tbe  iateatioo 
of  Her  Majeatj'a  Miaislors  to  propose  a  large 
inoreue  of  the  grant  to  Msynooth,  and  not  to 
couple  it  with  an;  ooudition  whiob  might  Impair 
the  grnce  or  brour  of  the  Crown." 

What  do  ve  now  find  ?  That  the  most 
^acious  grant  of  tbe  British  Parliament 
IS  to  the  end  of  time  to  be  re-paid  out  of 
funds  raieed  by  the  confiscation  of  the 
property  of  ^e  Church  of  England  in 
Ireland.  Now,  if  there  be  any  pro- 
perty which,  when  it  comes  to  be  in- 
quired into,  belongs  fairly  to  the  Church 
of  Rome,  by  all  means  let  it  be  given 
up.  The  Church  of  England  pro- 
fesses no  sympathy  with  the  old  sys- 
tem of  confiscation.  On  the  contrary, 
we  believe  that  there  cannot  be  a 
worse  system  of  penal  discipline  than 
that  of  confiscation.  New  Zealand  fur- 
nishes the  strongest  evidence  that  can 
be  found  of  the  evil  of  such  a  policy, 
because  there  the  British  Government 
has  had  to  expend  £5,000,000  of  money 
in  order  to  undo  its  vicious  effects.  Now, 
I  should  wish,  after  a  fair  investigation 
was  held,  that  what  belongs  rightfully 
to  the  Church  of  England  &oula  be  re- 
tained by  the  Church,  and  that  what 
belong  to  the  Church  of  Rome  should  be 
given  oack.  The  great  olijection  to  dis- 
endowment  is  that  it  does  really  compel 
the  clergy  to  pay  what  the  State  itself 
ought  to  pay.  The  compact  when  formed 
between  the  State  and  tbe  Church  was 
that  the  dei^  should  give  up  their 
right  to  self-taxation  and  submit  to  be 
taxed  by  the  Government.  In  those 
days  these  taxes  were,  I  believe,  called 
"benevolences,"  and  bore  the  same  re- 
lation to  the  clergy  that  "loans"  did  to 
the  Jews,  They  were  exacted  probably 
in  much  the  same  way,  though  not  by 
the  same  instruments,  as  "loans"  were 
squeezed  out  of  the  Jews  by  the  pressure 
of  the  thumbscrew.  That  practice  was 
given  up,  the  clergy  consenting  to  be 
taxed  in  common  with  the  laity;  but 
they  did  not  consent  that  the  State 
should,  whenever  it  thought  proper,  put 
its  hand  into  the  treasury  of  the  Church 
and  take  out  what  it  pleased  to  pay  the 
debts  of  the  State.  On  the  subject  of 
Hie  Bi»hop  of  lAehfiM 


disestablishment,  the  reason  why  I  ob- 
ject to  this  Bill  is  because  I  watched 
carefully  all  the  reasons  assigned  in  i&- 
Tour  of  it,  and  I  cannot  see  any  validity 
in  them  whatever.  Now,  the  reasons  as- 
dgned  are,  first,  that  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  is  a  badge  of  slavery. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  know  anything 
in  England  which  is  not  a  badge  of 
slavery,  except  the  National  Anthem, 
By  parity  of  reasoning  our  institutions 
of  Parlifunent  and  our  trial  by  jury  are 
badges  of  Saxon  conquest,  while  the 
Norman  French  embodied  in  our  lan- 
guage is  a  badge  of  Norman  conquest. 
In  a  lower  range  of  life,  as  Scott  iniorma 
us,  beef  and  mutton  are  a  sign  of  Nor- 
man conquest,  while  she^  and  oxen  are 
a  badge  of  slavery.  The  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  the  odier  night  made  a 
graceful  allusion  to  the  ladies,  thus  es- 
tablishing a  precedent  which  I  will  take 
leave  to  follow.  The  ladies  of  the  pre- 
sent day  have  happily  given  up  that 
practice  of  their  great  grandmothers 
which  reminded  us  of  our  affinity  to  the 
Picts.  In  the  same  way  die  presence  of 
the  Princess  of  Wales  among  us  is  a 
badge  of  slavery.  We  know  that  her 
ancestors  over-ran  a  great  part  of  Eng- 
land of  which  she  haa  conquered  the 
whole.  How  puerile,  therefore,  is  it  that 
a  quick-witted  nation  like  the  Irish,  ex- 
cept for  reasons  especially  applicable  to 
themselves,  should  feel  in  any  way  de- 
graded by  that  which,  if  rightiy  ma- 
naged, would  be  simply  a  benefit  to  them. 
But  the  iaat  is  that  me  slavery  or  con- 
quest of  Ireland,  if  we  may  so  call  it, 
was  the  act  entirely  of  the  Pope. 
Adrianiy.gaveIrelandtoHeniyII.,tbat 
grant  was  confirmed  by  Alexander  m, 
and  exactly  the  same  things  went  on 
under  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope  as 
were  complained  of  after  the  Reforma- 
tion. English  ecclesiastics  plundered 
Church  property  in  Ireland  exactly  in 
the  same  way  as  Italian  ecdesia^tios 


dismiss  altogether  such  a  puerile  ail- 
ment as  that  the  Established  Church  is 
a  badge  of  conquest  when  we  know  that 
the  Insh  Chun^  existed  for  centuries 
before  tbe  Reformation,  and  that  the 
English  Church  has  existed  for  tliree 
centuries  since.  To  go  back  to  the  year 
1850.  At  that  time  Oie  noble  Earl  who 
opened  the  debate  this  evening  (Earl 
Russell)  wrote  a  letter,  the  object  of 
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whidi  was  to  c&ll  upon  the  Eng;lish 
Mode  to  repress  vliat  was  ihea  termed 
ttie  Papal  AMireasion.  That  letter  was 
dated  me  4t£  of  November — rather  au 
ominous  da^ — and  on  the  5th  of  No- 
vember, or  shortly  afterwards,  all  Eng- 
land wae  in  a  bta^e.  1,300  Petitions,  widi 
1,000,000  signatures,  justified  the  majo- 
rity of  332  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
passing  the  Act  called  "An  Act  to  prevent 
the  Assumption  of  Territorial  Titles  from 
places  within  the  United  Kingdom." 
What  a  marvellous  change  has  occurred 
since  then!  A  majority  of  332  passed 
tiiat  Act  in  1851,  and  last  year  the  Sus- 
pensory Bill  was  passed  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  a  majority  of  6fi.  I  am  at 
a  lose  to  account  for  so  sudden  a  change 
of  opinion.  How  did  that  Territorial 
Titles  Bill  end  7  It  ended  in  hnmilia- 
tios.  That  result  was  brought  about  in 
this  way.  Lord  Stanley  had  destroyed 
ten  bishoprics  in  Ireland — no  doubt  with 
an  eye  to  the  benefit  of  the  Church,  but 
I  think  to  the  deep  humiliation  of  ttie 
Church.  Earl  Bussell,  acting  under  the 
Territorial  Titles  Act,  wrote  to  the  titular 
Archbishop  of  Tuam,  threatening  him 
with  legal  proceedings.  The  Archbishop 
answered  in  words  to  this  effect — 

"  I  mast  InfoTin  joar  Lardibip  that  yaur  Loti- 
*bip  hai  extingaiihcd  Un  ProUiiUnt  biihopricB. 
It  rciU  with  Jtntr  Lord«bip'a  pleature  to  exlin- 
gnifb  ths  TcmuDdar;  bat  I  tell  jour  Lordihip 
tbat  tha  titla  wbich  I  bold  jour  Lordibip  c*a 
baithei  girt  oor  laks  kwaj." 

That  Act  was  never  enforced,  and  the 
Archbishop  of  Westminster  returned 
from  Eome  in  the  teeth  of  the  Act  with 
a  cardinal's  hat.  And  now  comes  the 
crowning  measure  of  humiliation,  and 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land is  to  be  deprived  of  all  State  sup- 
tort.  Not  that  I  thJnV  that  will  in  any 
egree  affect  the  permanence,  the  vital- 
ity, or  the  influence  of  that  Church ;  but, 
peaking  simply  of  the  question  of  humi- 
liation, it  certainly  appears  to  me  that 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land will  be  humiliated  while  the  Church 
of  Some  will  be  exalted.  In  this  respect 
I  thank  Mr.  Gladstone  for  the  Bill,  for  it 
is  sometimes  good  for  us  to  be  humbled. 
The  nextpoint  which  is  often  alleged  is, 
that  the  Church  of  England  is  the  Church 
of  the  minority.  On  that  subject,  my 
Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words. 
We  have  been  asked  to  state  what  is  the 
principle  of  an  EstabliBhment  ?  but  it  is 
muoh  easier  to  state  what  it  is  not.    It 


certainly  does  not,  and  never  did  yet,  de- 
pend upon  the  question  of  a  majority  or 
a  minority.  No  position,  indeed,  could 
be  more  expedient  on  which  to  rest  than 
this,  because,  if  the  principle  be  ad- 
mitted, all  the  religious  bodies  in  the 
country  will  be  kept  in  a  continual  state 
of  ferment  in  their  endeavours  to  prosely- 
tize for  the  simple  object  of  one  dises- 
tablishing the  others  and  establishing 
themselves.  Nothing  could  be  more 
likely  to  destroy  the  peace  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  than  the  assertion  of 
such  a  principle.  There  is  another  point 
which  has  been  alleged  this  evening  by 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)— 
namely,  the  failure  of  the  Church  to 
cany  out  the  purposes  for  which  she 
was  founded.  This  is  a  very  delicate 
subject ;  but  I  may  remark  that  your 
Lordships  were  informed  last  night  by 
my  right  rev.  Brother  the  Bishop  of 
Tuam  that  the  Church  has  attained  veiy 
considerable  success  in  the  most  CathoEc 
part  of  all  Ireland.  Still,  it  is  not  for  us 
to  boast  of  our  own  work,  and  therefore 
it  is  veiy  difficult  for  us  to  answer  such 
an  objection  as  this.  We  have  heard 
from  another  noble  Lord  that  an  Irish 
Prelate  obtained  £240,000  from  that 
poor  country ;  but  I  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  who  is  answerable  for  that?  If  I 
understajid  the  Irish  law  at  all,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  an  Irish  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  election  of  the  Bishops  by  the  clei^ 
should  completely  cease,  and  that  in 
iiiture  all  Irish  Bishops  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  Minister  of  the  day  must 
be  answerable  for  that  most  peculating 
of  all  Bishops.  It  must  have  been 
done  under  some  corrupt  influence,  for 
I  scarcely  think  that  any  Church  would 
have  appointed  to  the  office  of  Bishop 
a  man  who  would  have  been  guil^  of 
such  an  act  as  that.  But,  then,  as  to 
the  real  cause  of  the  failure  of  the  Irish 
Church.  The  country  was  in  such  a 
troubled  state,  and  the  various  races 
were  so  set  against  one  another,  that  it 
was  just  as  impossible  to  expect  any  true 
religion  to  grow  up  in  Ireland  as  to  have 
expected  it  to  grow  up  in  our  country 
during  the  Wars  of  the  Goses.  That 
unhappy  state  of  things  continued  in 
unequal  proportions  during  the  whole 
of  the  seven  centuries  which  have  passed 
away  since  the  subjugation  of  Ireland. 
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On  this  point  I  will  cite  the  tostimony  of 
Ut.  Plowden,  wlio  8a;e — 

"  Such  ware  the  unoeauDg  calunitiM  to  whiah 
that  nDfbrtnD>t«  enaotrj  wu  dooai«d  dnripg  th» 
reigDi  of  liitaHi  at  our  moiurohi  who  held  tho 
Brililb  MMptre  fromtha  ioTaiton  under  Heorj  Jl. 
to  the  Kefornution  under  Henry  vni..DiJ>niitiea 
arising  out  of  the  lotenial  diviuona  and  national 
disunion  and  oppreision  of  that  kingdom." 

All  this  WEB  dnrijtg  a  time,  I  may  re- 
mark, when  Uie  Boman  Catholic  Church 
held  anpremair^  in  Ireland.  The  same 
writer  adda — 

"  It  has  been  too  praTalent  with  most  writeri 
sinoB  the  Rafbnnation  to  laj  indiaoriminately  to 
the  acoonnt  of  that  great  innovatioD  in  on 
tlonal  Chnroh  (be  farioot  imgglaii  and  re 
tiona  and  eonTnlaiona  (hat  aiiOTirBnla  happened 
in  the  SUt«,  an  error  pregnant  with  incaleulahle 
miicbief.  And  what  deiiation  from  truth  does 
not  prodnce  eril  t" 

This  ia  the  danger  againiit  which  we 
have  to  guard — the  laying  at  the  door 
of  the  Eatabliahed  Church  many,  if  not 
meet,  of  the  evils  of  that  country.  I  oon- 
fesB  I  was  Burpriaed  when  I  heard  my 
right  rev.  Brother  assert  that  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  and  the  existence  of  the 
Estabhshed  Church  in  that  country  stood 
in  the  distinct  connection  of  cause  and 
efiTeot :  yet  in  another  part  of  his  speech 
be  seems  to  attribute  the  evils  of  Ireland 
to  centuries  of  misrule.  We  have  been 
asked  this  evening  whether  we  have  any 
plan  to  propose,  and  we  have  been  rather 
taunted  for  not  having  propoBed  < 
All  I  ask  ia  that  you  will  really  regard 
this  ae  an  Imperial  and  not  as  an  Lish 
question ;  that  you  will  regard  it  ae  a 
question  bearing  on  the  interests  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  not  merely  on  the  interests 
of  a  fractional  jportion  of  the  inhabitants 
of  one  part  of  it.  The  reason  I  say 
thie  is,  because  the  vaiyii^  circumstances 
of  the  different  component  parte  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Qreat  Britain  and 
Ireland  have  been  wisely  considered  on 
former  occaeiona.  I  think  it  is  most 
wiee  that  in  Scotland,  under  the  special 
circumstances  of  that  kingdom,  the  Act 
of  Union  should  have  been  made  to  as- 
sume the  form  it  did.  It  was  an  Act  to 
maintain  for  ever  and  secure  the  Pro- 
testant religion  and  the  Presbyterian 
Church  government.  That  Act  was,  as 
we  have  been  already  told  by  several 
speakers,  the  basis  of  the  Lrish  Act 
of  Union.  Both  of  them  rested  on 
the  same  principle  —  namely,  that  to 
The  BUhop  of  Liehfitld 


secure  the  Protestant  religion  the  Im- 
perial Crown  of  Qreat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land was  to  be  held  by  a  Protestant ; 
that  the  Irish  Lords  Spiritual  should  sit 
by  rotation  and  vote  in  the  House  of 
Lords ;  that  the  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland,  as  by  law  eatablished,  should 
be  united  into  a  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  called  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland ;  and  that  the  con- 
tinuance and  preservation  of  the  said 
Church  should  be  deemed  and  taken  to 
be  an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of 
the  Union ;  and  that,  in  like  manner, 
the  doctrine,  discipline,  and  government 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  should  be 
preserved  ae  established  by  law.  My 
reason  for  wishing  this  to  be  made  an 
Imperial  and  not  a  local  question  is  that 
the  Queen's  supremacy,  and  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Established  Church  under 
that  supremacy,  appears  to  me  to  be 
mixed  up  with  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
And  yet  It  is  supposed  that  all  the  Acts 
of  Parliunent  by  which  the  Coronation 
Oath  is  regulated  are  to  be  repealed  by 
three  or  four  lines  in  a  Bill  which,  it  is 
assumed,  was  understood  by  every  voter 
at  the  hustings.  We  are  told,  indeed, 
that  the  voice  of  the  nation  has  been 
moat  distinctly  pronounced  upon  this 
subject.  If  the  peculiar  cireumstancea 
of  Ireland  had  been  entertained,  instead 
of  rushing  into  this  kind  of  pell-mell 
legislation,  reasons  would  have  been 
found  for  making  a  broad  distinctioa 
between  one  part  of  Ireland  and  another 
— just  as  it  was  found  necessary  to  make 
a  distinction  between  one  part  of  Oreat 
Britain  and  another.  It  would  not  have 
been  difficult  to  show  just  and  valid 
reasons  for  dealing  exceptionally  with 
Ulster,  because  almost  all  the  allega- 
tions made  gainst  the  Irish  Church  fail 
when  applied  to  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
Take,  Kir  instance,  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners.  They  recommend 
that  a  bishopric  of  Derry  should  include 
DeiTV  and  Baphoe,  and  contain  112 
parities,  with  an  average  of  581  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  in  each. 
A  second  diocese  is  that  of  Uown,  com- 
prising Conor,  Down,  and  Dromore,  con- 
taining 152  parishes,  with  an  average  of 
1 ,008  members  of  the  Established  Church 
in  each ;  and  a  third  is  the  diocese  of 
Armagh,  including  Armagh,  Clogher, 
and  iQlmore,  with  222  pariehes,  and  an 
average  of  members  of  the  Establiahed 
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Churcli  in  eocli  patiBh  of  826.  The 
reeult  irould  be  ^at  we  should  luiTe 
486  parishes  centaiiung  a  population  of 
401,515  members  of  the  Established 
Chuicb,  or  826  for  each  parish.    It  ia 

Suite  true  that  these  paiishes  would 
e  lai^e  iu  extent,  but  there  would  be 
more  certainty  of  adequate  employment 
for  each  of  the  der(pmien  ap^iointed. 
In  case  of  a  re-distribution  being  re- 
quired— to  which,  for  my  part,  I  should 
have  no  objection — the  funds  would  be 
more  than  are  necessary  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  religion  in  those  parta  of  the 
country.  Now,  I  would  ask  is  it  at  all  ne- 
cessary or  wise  that  Her  Majesty  should 
be  prohibited  from  appointing  to  these 
parishes  in  TTlster,  and  possibly  to  pa- 
rishes in  other  dioceses,  persons  who 
should  be  the  authorized  exponents  of 
tiie  religion  which  Her  Majesty  by  her 
Coronation  Oath  is  bound  to  uphold  and 
maintain  7  la  it  just  or  reasonable  that 
the  Sovereign  should  be  the  only  per- 
son in  the  Hngdom  bound  to  entertain 
a  particular  opinion — that  the  law  should 
deny  to  the  Bovereign  a  liberty  which 
it  acoorda  to  the  meanest  of  her  eal^ects 
— ij^at  she  should  be  bound  by  her  Coro- 
nation Oath,  and,  under  penalty  of  for- 
feiture of  the  Grown,  to  hold  to  a  cer- 
tain form  of  religioue  persuasion  —  and 
then  refiise  to  allow  uie  appropriation 
of  a  certain  number  of  persons  in  all 
parts  of  her  dominions — where  there  is 
no  local  enactment  to  the  contrary  passed 
by  a  competent  Legislature — to  expound 
those  prmciplea  which  Her  Majesty  is 
bound  to  uphold  and  maintain  ?  Qut 
let  me  take  another  argument.  Unfor- 
tunately the  Treasury  Bench  is  now  de- 
serted. This,  my  Lord — (Lord  Dufferin, 
who  was  at  that  moment  the  only  occu- 
pant ofthe  Treasury  Bench) — is  the  Bench 
on  which  sit  the  representativea  of  the 
Queen's  supremacy.  On  this  Bench,  and 
a  Bench  of  still  greater  importance  in 
the  Lower  HouBe,  business  is  carried  on 
by  a  finn  trading  under  the  title  of 
Henry  Viil.  and  Co.  You  are  respon- 
sible for  the  acts  of  Her  Majesty ;  and 
you  are  responsible,  too,  if  by  your  ad- 
vice, contra^  to  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
and  the  advantage  to  the  kingdom,  you 
abridge  the  number  of  persons  who  are 
willing  &om  their  hearts  to  recognize 
Her  Majesty's  ecclesiastical  supremacy. 
That  Bench  gives  no  answer !  Would 
you  BO  tamely  witness  an  unwise  and  un- 
necessary reduction  in  our  Army  or  our 


Navy  ?  But,  in  reference  to  the  general 
question,  let  me  presume  for  a  moment 
to  speak  &om  my  own  personal  expe- 
rience. I  have  myself  served  as  a  chap- 
lain in  the  Army,  and  I  have  seen  how 
it  is  possible  for  the  three  forma  of  Es- 
tablishment which  you  find  in  Ireland 
to  work  together  harmonioudy.  Now, 
when  I  was  serving  in  the  Army  in  New 
Zealand,  I  was  one  of  three  military 
chaplains  who  all  held  the  commission 
of  Her  Majesty.  There  was  an  excel- 
lent chaphun  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church,  an  Irishman,  who  had  served 
a  long  time  in  the  gaxrison  of  Dublin, 
and  who  had  attained  the  military  rank 
of  lieutenant  colonel.  There  was  '  a 
Presbyterian  chaplain  —  appointed,  of 
course,  from  the  Established,  and  not 
the  Free,  Church  of  Scotland,  because 
the  Established  Church  is  the  only  one 
out  of  which  Her  Majesty  could  select 
Presbyterian  chaplains  for  the  Army  ; 
and  .  mere  was  myself,  who  was  then 
only  a  fourth-class  chaplain.  Now,  what 
did  I  find  ?  Instead  of  the  bickerings 
and  animosities  that  elsewhere  prevail 
among  religious  bodies,  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic chaplain  being  a  field  officer,  and, 
as  such,  entitled  to  a  double  hut,  came 
to  me  aa  soon  as  I  appeared  in  camp — 
"  I  have  got  two  rooms,  you  must  take 
one  of  them."  Some  of  the  Soman  Ca- 
tholic officers  said — "They  would  stare 
at  this  in  Ireland."  But  what  was  yet 
more  remarkable — to  show  how  chari^ 
grows  when  you  get  rid  of  all  these  poh- 
ncal  complications — yes,  but  it  does  not 
prove  anything  in  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment, but  that  chari^  and  good  feeling 
prevailed  because  all  the  persons  thus 
eng^ied  in  teaching  the  soldiers  their 
rehgiouB  duties  received  their  commis- 
sions alike  from  Her  Majesty,  and  that 
without  the   slightest  reference  to  the 

Kiportion  of  numbers  in  the  Army. 
ere  was  no  calculation  of  heads  as  to 
whether  there  were  so  many  Church  of 
England  soldiers,  or  so  many  Presby- 
terians, or  so  many  Boman  Catholics. 
If  the  Boman  Catholics  had  been  in  the 
majority,  no  one  would  have  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  disestablish  the  clergyman 
of  the  Andean  communion,  or  if  the 
Church  of  England  soldiers  had  been  in 
the  majority,  no  one  would  have  suf^ested 
that  the  Presbyterian  chaplain  should  be 
disestablished.  The  most  amicable  re- 
lations prevailed  on  all  sides.  When 
that  excellent  man  the  Boman  Catholic 
IStcend  Jitading — Fourth  Night. 
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bhaplain  ofiFered  me  thie,  I  said — "  Are 
yon  quite  right  in  doing  tiiis  according  to 
jour  rules  andordinancM?"  He  said — 
"What  do  you  mean?"  I  replied — "I 
mean  what  I  eay."  Whereupon  he  re- 
turned— "  If  my  superiors  were  to  at- 
tempt to  bar  me  from  exercising  the 
eacred  duty  of  hospitality,  I  would  throw 
up  my  commisBioa  rather  than  submit  to 
it."  And  I  say  that,  iu  the  same  way,  if 
you  would  only  consent  to  let  alone  these 
exciting  feelings,  to  deal  with  this  matter 
ConstitntionaUy,  aa  one  affecting  the 
whole  Empire — if  you  would  not  call  ue 
together  h^  agam  and  again  with  all 
these  agitating  (Questions,  wasting  our 
time  upon  pcuitics,  and  sending  out 
emissaries  of  strife  to  all  the  most  remote 
parte  of  the  Empire — if  you  would  only 
advise  HerMajesty  to  give  suchcommis- 
fiione  aa  she  pleases  to  as  many  cleigymec 
aa  appears  proper  of  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland,  or  sacb.  com- 
misaions  as  she  thinks  proper  to  the 
Presbyterian  clergy  of  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, and  also  to  the  priests  of  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  I  be- 
lieve the  result  would  be  most  happy. 
And  if  these  persons  are  content  to  ac- 
cept endowments  and  honours,  by  all 
means  let  it  be  so ;  nay,  if  Her  Majesty 
should  be  pleased  to  call  to  her  councils 
one  who  the  other  day  stood  at  the  foot 
of  the  Throne — once  my  dear  brother, 
and  now  my  dear  friend.  Archbishop 
Uanning — I  for  one  should  never  ob- 
ject, because  whom  mv  Sovereign  de- 
ighteth  to  honour  I  will  also  delight  to 
honour.  The  noble  Duke  the  other  even- 
ing accused  us  of  thundering  out  all  man- 
ner of  unkind  and  uncharitable  words 
^^ainst  our  Homan  Catholic  brethren — 
but  I,  at  least,  beUeve  I  have  not  laid 
myself  open  to  the  charge.  For  twenty- 
five  or  twenty-six  years  I  have  hved  in 
perfect  amity  with  all  religious  denomi- 
nations. I  never  had  strife  of  any  kind 
with  any  minister  of  religion.  And  it  is 
because  I  believe  that  all  denominations 
can  live  in  Mendahip  that  I  beseech 
your  Lordships,  in  spite  of  the  so-called 
verdict  of  the  nation,  to  allow  us  a  little 
breathing  time  before  you  throw  the 
apple  of  discord  among  all  the  religious 
bodies  of  Ireland ;  1  am  afraid  that  the 
appeal  will  not  be  acceded  to — but  libe- 
ravi  anintam  tntam.  Now,  my  Lords,  we 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  justice  to 
Ireland,  and  it  has  been  asked  what  that 
means.  I  confess  I  was  veiy  much 
Tht  BUhop  ofJAehfitid 
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shocked  when  the  noble  Duke  told  us 
that  the  members  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  had  steadily  voted  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Estabhshment.  I 
am  not  so  well  read  as  the  noble  Duke 
is  in  all  the  questions  of  the  time ;  but  I 
think  I  remember  that  Boman  Catholic 
Emancipation  was  granted  on  the  under- 
standing— an  understanding  sanctioned 
by  an  oath — that  the  men  who  were  then 
admitted  to  full  civil  equaUty  and  equal 
poUtical  privileges  shoiUd  not  use  their 
power  against  the  Church  as  by  law 
estabhshed.  Now,  my  Lords,  so  much 
has  been  said  on  this  subject — so  many 
taunts  have  been  thrown  out  against 
those  who  refer  either  to  the  Coronation 
Oath,  or  to  the  Oath  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  Protestant  religion — that  I  feel 
unwilling  to  say  anything  more.  But 
when  we  were  exhorted  oy  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
love  one  another,  it  really  seemed  to  me 
— I  do  not  use  the  word  invidiously — 
something  Hke  mockery ;  it  was  as  if 
he  had  said — "  We  all  love  one  another 
so  well,  that  we  need  not  talk  about  such 
tribes  as  oaths."  My  Lords,  this  ia 
really  a  very  eerious  matter  when  one 
section  of  our  fellow- subjects  are  bent 
upon  destroying  that  Church,  which  for 
so  many  years  they  have  sworn  to  main- 
tain. I  put  it  to  their  own  consciences, 
whether  tiiey  are  released  &om  the  obli- 
gations of  the  oath. '  Did  they  not  ac- 
cept Boman  Cathohc  emancipation  aa  a 
boon  f  Did  they  not  in  consideration  of 
that  boon  waive  all  objections  to  the 
Estabhshed  Church?  Can  they  then 
conscientiously  say  that  they  are  released 
from  that  obligation,  merely  because  a 
mixed  majority  made  up  of  idl  classes  of 
persons,  actuated  by  all  manner  of  mo* 
tives,  have  concurred  to  send  up  a  ma- 
jority of  115  to  the  House  of  Commons — 
including  those  whose  votes,  I  think, 
ought  never  to  have  been  given  on  this 
question  at  all.  Now,  my  Lords,  that  I 
consider  to  be  a  real  substantial  grievance 
— a  grievance  of  which,  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  Church,  we  have  a  perfect  right 
to  complain,  that  their  property  is  to  be 
taken  away;  that  they  are  to  have  no 
longer  their  status  in  society,  and  that, 
whilst  nothing  can  deprive  them  of  their 
power  of  serving  Ood  and  winning  souls, 
everything  of  which  the  State  can  pos- 
sibly deprive  them  is  to  be  taken  away. 
Therefore,  when  we  talk  of  justice  to 
Ireland,  do  let  ua  consider  what  Ire- 
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land  we  mean.  Let  ub  take  care  tliat 
in  doing  joetioe  to  the  soatbem  part  of 
Ireland  we  do  not  do  injustice  to  the 
North ;  in  doin^  justice  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  inhabitants  of  Ireland  that 
we  do  not  do  injustice  to  the  Protestants. 
There  is  injustice  in  every  part  of  tTiia 
Bill.  There  is  a  reco^tion  of  life  in- 
terests in  the  oase  of  one  class  of  persons 
Bud  not  of  another.  There  is  a  recogni- 
tion of  the  life  interests  of  the  Bishops ; 
there  is  a  recognition  of  the  life  interests 
of  the  dei^;  but  there  is  one  higher 
life  interest  which  this  Bill  does  not  re- 
cognize— the  life  interests  of  the  whole 
body  of  the  laity.  When  I  come  to  any 
speoial  case — the  case  of  the  Bishops,  for 
instance — ^I  say  that  there  is  the  greatest 
injustice  in  it.  As  Spiritual  Peers  of 
Parliament  I  think  we  are  bound  to  pro- 
tect them  in  the  portion  they  now  hold. 
In  proposing  ia  expel  &oni  this  House 
these  ezcelUut  men,  we  are  committing 
an  injustice  far  greater  than  that  of 
maintaining  an  Established  Church  in 
the  face  of  a  majority  of  the  Irish  people. 
My  Lords,  you  have  recognized  the  life 
interest  ef  the  Bishops  in  other  matters. 
Tou  have  even  by  this  Bill  recognized 
their  life  interest  in  the  myateiies  of 
Court  precedence,  which  are  buried  some- 
wliere  in  the  office  of  the  Lord  Cham- 
berhdn  or  of  the  Heralds.  But  I  ask  yon, 
do  you  think  so  little  of  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  this  House  that  you  think  you 
inflict  no  disgrace  on  these  good  men  by 
expelling  them  from  it  ?  Tou  are  much 
better  able  than  I  am  to  judge  of  the 
ignominy  to  which  you  are  exposing 
tliem  ;  and  if  that  noble  Earl  again  were 
here  who  taught  us  that  touohmg  lesson 
about  loving  one  another,  I  should  just 
ask  him — "  Would  vou  like  to  he  turned 
outof  theHonseof  liOrds?"  Uy  Lords, 
I  must  ask  leave  to  spe^  very  plainly 
on  this  subject.  Tou  cannot  expect  me, 
feeling  as  I  do,  to  vote  for  the  expulsion 
of  these  right  rev.  Brethren  of  mine. 
Tou  cannot  expect  me  to  desert  them  as 
mice — I  will  not  say  rats — desert  a  sink- 
ing ship.  Sink  or  swim,  as  a  Bishop 
of  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland,  I  stand  by  the  side  of  these 
right  rev.  Prelates,  and  I  tell  you  plainly 
that,  much  as  I  value  my  seat  m  this 
House,  I  would  rather  be  turned  out 
myself  tlian  vote  for  their  expulsion.  On 
the  question  of  public  opinion,  the  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  last  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  claimed  a  lai^  measure  of  oon- 
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'fldence  on  that  point.  I  am  not  in  the 
least  the  kind  of  man  to  defy  public 
opinion.  I  am  the  Bishop  of  a  £oceee 
containing  1,000,000  of  men,  and  I  am 
ready  at  any  moment  to  go  into  the 
middle  of  the  market-place  at  Wolver- 
hampton to  justify  my  vote.  And  when 
the  noble  Duke  has  daimed  on  bis  side 
a  large  portion  of  the  representation  of 
the  country,  because  he  and  his  friends 
have  reduced  the  franchise,  let  us  see 
how  the  case  stands.  The  constituencies 
before  Lord  Grey's  Eeform  Act  num- 
bered 500,000 ;  they  were  raised  by  that 
Act,  and  by  tlie  natural  increase  of  the 
population,  to  1,300,000  —  a  number 
which  the  Eeform  Act  of  1868  raised  to 
2,500,000.  There  are,  I  believe,  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  30,000,000  of  people 
— one-half  of  whom  may  be  assumed  to 
be  women.  Of  the  15,000,000  males,  I 
allow  5,000,000  for  those  under  tweu^- 
one  years  of  age.  There  remuns,  then, 
10,000,000  of  adult  men  in  the  TTnited 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
out  of  which  2,500,000,  or  about  one- 

?uarter,  have  votes.  Now,  my  Lords, 
speak  in  the  interests  of  ^e  7,500,000 
souls  who  have  no  votes.  I  daim  for 
them  the  benefit  of  this  prindple  of  Es- 
tablishment. Those  persons  who  benefit 
by  household  sufl&rage,  are  able  to  pay 
for  Churches  and  ministers  for  them- 
edves.  The  very  fact  that  they  are 
rate-payers  proves  that  they  have  pro- 
perty, and  the  fact  that,  for  the  moat 
part,  they  live  in  great  towns,  proves 
that,  whether  they  pay  for  it  or  not, 
they  have  the  means  of  attending  reli- 
gious services.  But  in  many  of  the 
rural  parishes,  and  especially  in  Irish 
rural  parishes,  the  poorer  people  would 
not  have  similar  facilities  without  an 
Established  Church.  An  Established 
Church  provides  them  with  Divine  wor- 
ship and  the  minietrationB  of  a  dergy. 
The  persons  who  have  the  franchise  pay 
rates,  and  it  is  not  probable  that  they 


would  be  in  &T0ur  of  paying  taxes  to 
supply  the  people  with  Divine  worship. 
As  Jeremy  Bentham  says,  an  assembly 


would  be  to  favour  bits.  The  poor  are 
the  very  persons  for  whom  an  Estab- 
lished Church  seeks  to  provide.  It  Is 
in  the  interests  of  those  poor  persons 
that  I  speak.  Who  is  there  to  protect 
thefr  interests  ?  The  Queen  is  the  pro- 
ctor of  their  interests ;  and  the  prin- 
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dpie  of  EBtablishments  protects  fhem. 
SpeaMng  &om  in;  experience  in  the 
colonies,  where  we  are  non-eetabliBhed, 
I  can  bear  testimonj  to  the  &ot,  that 
the  effect  of  the  nviiij  that  exists  be- 
tween the  religions  bodies  is  to  -pre — * 
tite  Ck>Temment  makinir  an;  allow: 
whatever  for  chaplains  for  gaols  or  hos- 
pitals. The  oonsequencs  is  that  those 
who  so  spedallT  need  the  miniatistions 
of  religion  are  left  to  voluntary  action. 
We  have  been  taunted  with  not  having 
a  policy.  1  must  say  my  own  opinion 
is  that  die  Government  have  begun  at 
the  wrong  end ;  and  we  are  taking  the 
seoondaiy  remedy  instead  of  the  primary  | 
for  the  real  difficulty  and  danger  in  Ire- 
land everybody  admits  is  the  land.  Why 
sot  then  go  boldly  into  the  question  of 
the  land,  and  adopt  a  sound  solid  sys- 
tem which  should  institute  honest  and 
intelligent  farmers  in  the  poeseseion  of 
a  portion  of  the  land  which  they  till? 
Yonr  Lordships  will  donbtlesa  recollect 
the  letter  written  by  Mr.  Bright,  in 
which  he  proposes  a  plan  for  buying  up 
certain  estates  in  Ireland  and  ultimately 
selling  them  to  the  Irish  peasantry.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he  doubts 
whether  this  measure  could  be  carried 
out  in  the  then  Parliament ;  but  that, 
when  the  voice  of  the  people  should 
have  been  heard  in  the  new  Parliament, 
he  believed  it  could  be  done.  Now,  my 
Lords,  either  the  voice  of  the  people  is 
not  expressed  by  the  present  Parliament, 
or  else,  according  to  Mr.  Bright,  the 
land  scheme  coulabs  carried  by  it.  And, 
indeed,  I  myself  do  not  see  why  that 
should  not  be  the  case.  In  New  Zealand 
Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irishmen 
live  together  upon  the  best  terms ;  the 
Qualities  of  each  particular  class  became 
blended  with  each  other  to  the  improve- 
ment of  all.  No  dissension  as  to  tenant- 
right  can  arise,  because  every  tenant  has 
the  right  of  purchasing  the  land  he  holds 
at  a  fixed  price.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  tenants,  instead  of  being 
huy  and  drunken,  strain  every  nerve 
in  order  to  save  ttie  money  which  will 
enable  them  to  become  the  proprietors 
of  the  land  they  occuj^.  In  this  way 
it  happens  that  the  most  irregular  people 
of  the  Irish  race  beoome  steady  and 
industrious  people,  acquiring  property 
and  losing  all  their  wandering  habits, 
ontQ  it  becomes  almost  impossible  to 
distinguish  between  the  comparative 
value  of  the  character  of  the  Insh  and 


Scotch  elements.  Of  their  loyalty  to  tlw 
Crown  I  can  speak  &om  my  own  obsei- 
vation,  for  the  only  regiment  that  \m 
employed  in  keeping  order  in  Neir 
Zeidand  is  Her  Majesty's  Boyal  Irish. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
hope  tiiat  any  of  these  suggestions  ^ 
mine  will  be  adopted;  but  I  think  it 
right  to  say  that  one  Member  oS  th« 
Cabinet  has  suggeeted  similar  lemediea, 
and  that  is  Mr.  Bright.  I  am  the  mors 
thankful  to  make  this  statemwit  after 
what  occurred  in  your  Lordshipa'  HouM 
yesterday  ;  and  I  think  vour  Lordships 
will  regard  the  letter  I  have  referred  to 
&om  uiat  right  hon.  Gentleman  thia 
evening  as  containing  good  practical 
wisdom.  With  reference  to  the  questi<m 
that  has  been  raised  as  to  the  dinereooe 
between  private  and  public  property,  I 
must  say  that,  ia  my  opinion,  to  Axkw 
KDy  such  distinction  is  most  unwise.  X 
cannot  see  how  property  dedicated  to 
the  service  of  God  should  change  ita 
character  and  should  cease  to  be  pro- 
perty, while  it  would  remain  proper^ 
if  it  stood  as  an  ornamental  rain  in  your 
parks.  I  can  assure  your  LorduiipB 
that  if  these  doctrines  are  insisted  upon 
you  will  strike  at  the  whole  charity  of 
the  country,  and  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  benevolence  of  England  will  ieM 
into  the  hands  of  that  triumvirate  which 
sits  in  the  palace  which  was  built  hr 
the  Protector  Somerset  out  of  the  spoib 
of  the  Church.  My  Lords,  I  speak  on 
the  present  oocasion  under  circumstances 
of  grave  disadvantage,  for  I  have  the 
misfortune  to  differ  in  opinion  &om  tho 
most  rev.  Primate,  who  has  approved  the 
second  reading  of  the  BilL  In  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  a  noble  Lord 
uttered  the  prediction  that,  when  a  crieiB 
like  the  present  arose,  the  troops — mean- 
ing the  defenders  of  the  Irish  Chorch — 
would  not  stand.  My  Lords,  the  troops 
are  not  standing,  and  the  noble  Lord 
who  made  that  prediction  has  been  the 
first  to  give  way.  But,  my  Lords,  I  re- 
collect with  pleasure  that  this  is  the  day 
of  the  month  when  some  troops  did 
stand  while  others  fled,  and,  my  Lords, 
I  also  reoollect  that  this  year  is  the 
oentenarv  of  the  birth  of  the  gallant 
man  under  whose  command  they  did 
stand.    My  Lords,   the  words  of  that 

Slat  man   may  have  faded  from  your 
rdships'  memories,  but  they  still  live 
and  bum  in  mine.     He  said  in  thin 
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**  It  hM  been  mj  fertnue  to  lire  amon;  peopla 
of  msDf  different  reltgioni.  I  hive  liied  RDiaiig 
Bindooa  ■ndamonx  MthamediDi  i  bat,  wbatever 
their  raligion  might  be,  1  aerer  fouod  >  oaantrj 
thit  did  not  nuks  a  publlo  provisioa  for  raligioDi 
iror^p." 

tij  Lords,  I  believe  this  Bill  to  be  tlie 
beginniiiG;  of  a  war  a^inat  all  Establish- 
ments  in  both  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
I  believe  it  to  be  an  infrin^^ement  of 
man;  etatutee,  a  tampering  irith.  many 
oaUiB,  and  a  violation  of  man^  solemn 
treaties.  I  believe  that  it  tends  naturallv 
to  the  destruction  of  Glod's  truth;  and, 
therefore,  however  painAil,  the  necessity 
liee  upon  me  to  vote  B«:unat  the  second 
reading.  My  Lords,  I  can  only  repeat 
the  words  of  Luther — "Here  I  stand — 
I  cannot  do  otherwise."  K  you  carry 
your  point,  I  hope  that  such  an  example 
of  conciliation  as  this  Bill  will  be  may 
have  some  effect  in  producing  a  recipro- 
d^  in  £ome.  I  hope  that  we  shall  not 
be  obliged  after  the  passing  of  this  Act 
to  workup  God  outside  the  walls  of 
Borne.  I  hope — although,  possibly,  the 
hope  is  vain — that  the  time  will  come 
when  the  hi'lla  of  Some  will  not  pour 
forth  like  volcanic  lava  maledictions  upon 
nations  thirsting  for  liberty;  that  the 
time  may  come  when  the  Vatican  Mount 
will  not  echo  hack  the  roar  of  French 
artilleiy — when  the  t«mporal  throne  will 
not  be  guarded  against  its  own  subjects 
and  against  the  voice  of  a  united  Italy  by 
foreign  arms  ;  and  when — instead  of  the 
scarecrow  we  have  heard  so  graphicaUy 
described — the  dove  of  Peace  may  build 
her  nest  upon  the  tiara  of  a  disestablished 
Fope.  ilty  Lords,  I  look  forward  in  the 
hope  that  diese  may  be  the  results  fol- 
lowing upon  this  Act.  And,  my  Lords, 
I  have  this  consolation,  that  however 
erroneous  the  great  act  of  conciliation 
may  now  appear  to  be,  I  hope  it  will  be 
regarded  in  the  great  Council  which  is 
about  to  be  assembled  in  Bome,  that,  in 
spite  of  all  the  crimes  and  mist^es 
which  occurred  in  the  dim  twilight  of 
the  English  Beformation,  to  the  light  of 
the  English  Bible  that  then  rose  upon 
our  land  it  is  owing  that  the  British 
Parliament  is  now  assembled  resolved, 
in  a  spirit  of  impartial  justice  and  of 
comprehensive  charity,  to  redress  the 
wrongs  of  Ireland  and  to  heal  her  bleed- 
ing wounds. 

LoED  WESTBUET :  My  Ix)rds,  there 
are  two  subjects  before  your  Lordships 
— in  the  first  place,  the  Irish  Chundk, 
which  it  is  stated  is  fuU  of  evil  and  a 


eryinginjustice;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
the  present  Bill,  which  is  to  remedy 
those  evils.  Assuming  for  the  moment 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  requires  some 
remedy,  I  will  turn  to  the  Bill  which 
has  been  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ctovermnent,  and  which  we  are  told  will 
effect  the  object  they  have  in  view.  My 
Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  believe 
that  BUI  to  be  fraught  with  for  greater 
injustice,  and  faU  of  more  unconstitu- 
tional principles,  and  altogether  tax 
worse  than  the  evils  which  it  professes 
to  remedy.  I  believe  it  to  be  not  only 
evil  in  itself,  but  that  if  carried  it  wiU 
be  provocative  of  still  greater  evils — 
"  —  niox  datumt 

The  remedy  is  worse  than  the  disease. 
Now  I  shall  be  told  that  the  logical  con- 
elusion  to  be  drawn  from  what  I  have 
said  would  be  to  say  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
reject  the  Bill.  But,  my  Lords,  I  cannot 
accept  that  conclusion.  I  believe  that 
'ou  are  bound  by  an  obligation  of 
lOnouT,  as  much  as  you  are  bound  by 
the  dictates  of  a  wise  policy,  not  to  reject 
the  Bill,  but  to  accept  it — not  finally  as 
it  stands,  hut  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
ing if ;  and  then  if  it  should  not  be  re- 
ceived in  its  amended  form  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  I  shall  heartily 
join  with  your  Lordships  in  refusing  to 
allow  it  a  place  on  the  statute  book.  My 
Lords,  the  Bill  is  one  of  destruction — -I 
want  you  to  make  it  one  of  beneftci^ 
reform.  I  have  said  that  you  were  under 
an  obligation  of  honour  in  the  matter, 
and  I  will  tell  you  to  what  I  allude. 
Last  Session,  when  the  Suspensory  Bill 
was  in  this  House,  it  was  said  that  this 

auestion  must  go  to  the  hustings,  and 
le  Government  of  the  day  said  they 
were  willing  to  abide  by  the  issue.  Well, 
my  Lords,  the  people  at  the  hustings 
most  undoubtedly  have  returned  a  ver- 
dict, as  it  is  called,  establishing  this — 
that  in  their  opinion  die  Irish  Cnurch  is 
a  grave  evil,  and  that  that  evil  requires 
to  be  remedied.  K  you  told  the  people 
that  you  would  abide  by  their  verdict,  it 
is  your  duty  to  fulfil  your  obligation. 
But  to  what  extent  does  that  obbgation 
go?  My  Lords,  I  desiro  carefully  to 
discriminate  and  to  endeavour  to  ex- 
press with  accuracy  what  I  believe  to  be 
the  position  in  which  we  stand  in  a  con- 
stitutional point  of  view.  The  people 
have  a  right  to  express  their  opinions 
upon  an  important  subject.  At  the  last 
I     I  2  ISteond  Staiing—FWrih  Ifight. 
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General  EHectioii  the;  did  bo,  and  they 
pomt«d  out  an  evil  which,  in  their  opi- 
nion, demanded  redreea  at  your  hande. 
But  it  ie  not  the  duty  of  the  people,  nor 
is  it  within  tlieir  competence,  to  accom- 
pany their  repreaentationa  of  the  evil 
with  a  statement  of  the  l^Blatire  mea- 
Burea  which  you  are  to  adopt.  Legis- 
lation for  the  removal  of  the  evils  pre- 
sented to  you  as  existing  belongs  to 
your  deliherative  wisdom.  If  the  people 
have  ohoeen  to  affirm  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  an  evil,  it  is  not  to  be  sup- 
posed— as  many  times  it  has  been  sup- 
posed in  this  debate — that  the  verdict 
of  the  hustings  involves  the  acceptance 
either  of  tliia  measure  or  of  the  pnnciple 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment. 
My  Lords,  constitutionally,  it  involves 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Disestablishment 
and  disendowment  are  conclusions  which 
it  peculiarly  belongs  to  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament  to  accept  or  reject.  'Diereare 
certain  modes  undoubtedly  of  remedying 
theevil;  buttheyarenotwithinthepower 
of  the  people  to  dictate — they  are  entirely 
within  your  competency  to  determine. 
I  agree  with  ttie  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
spoke  last  (the  Bishop  of  Lichfield) 
many  of  his  remarks,  though  I  cannot 
agree  with  him  in  all  the  principles  he 
laid  down — ^I  fear  that  we  must  come 
back  to  the  stomer  realities  of  national 
life.  But  when  I  am  told  that  we  must 
look  to  the  verdict  of  the  conntry  as  con- 
dusive  on  the  subjects  of  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment — words  which  I 
agree  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  are  of 
very  ngly  coinage — I  will  say  that  I  do 
not  beueve  there  was  one  man  in  20,000 
who  had  the  least  conception  of  the 
proper  meaning  of  these  words.  And 
though  I  desire  to  speak  with  unfeigned 
respect  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  yet,  judging  by  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  in  introducing 
Ms  Motion,  I  would  not  venture  to  say 
that  those  words  are  rightly  understood 
even  by  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  am  perfectly  confident 
tiiat  if  they  were  called  upon  to  pass  a 
logical  examination,  or  if  the  Oivu  Ser- 
vice CommlssionerB  were  to  examine 
them  as  to  the  meaning  of  these  words, 
we  should  have  many  discordant  answers 
and  many  contradictory  interpretations. 
So  much  with  regard  to  the  huatingB.  But 
1  entirely  agree  that  if  the  people  again 


they  want — ^if  you  are  aware  that  they 
understand  the  subject — ^if  they  come  to 
you  several  times  with  an  understanding 
mind — then  it  ie  the  duty  of  Parliament 
not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  fulfilment 
of  the  desires  of  the  people.  So,  in  like 
manner,  with  regard  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  If  they  send  up  to  you 
a  measure  once,  twice,  or  three  times, 
according  to  its  nature  well-considered 
and  seriously  required,  you  are  not  to 
stand  between  them  and  the  object;  you 
are  bound  to  assume  that  what  is  so 
presented  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people  is,  in  reality  vox  populi,  when 
that  toxpopuU  is  properly  expressed,  not 
in  clamorous  tones — not  when  the  peo- 
ple imagine  a  vain  thing — but  speaking 
with  an  understanding  mind.  My  noble 
Friend  below  me  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
seems  to  think  that  this  is  a  mattor  for 
merriment.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  assuring  bitn  that  it  is  a 
serious  constitutional  matter,  which  I 
hope  hereafter  he  will  lay  to  heart.  I 
can  understand  that  a  great  deal  of  what 
he  has  heard  appears  to  him  quite  he- 
retical and  erroneous,  for  it  is  clear  that 
he  has  been  in  the  habit  of  looking  at 
all  these  matters  through  a  distorted 
glass,  I  do  not  mean  to  impugn  or 
weaken  tlie  wit  of  my  noble  Frienif  and, 
even  though  he  has  laughed  at  that 
which  is  a  very  serious  truth,  I  do  not 
think  the  worse  of  him,  as  I  have  a  very 
high  opinion  of  his  judgment  and  know- 
^  I.  Having  endeavoiired  to  lay  down 
what  I  hold  to  be  the  true  constitotional 
principle  in  this  matter,  I  will  add  that 
I  entirely  concui-  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Marquess  who 
spoke  last  night  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury). I  beg  your  Lordships  to  consider 
how  important  it  is  that,  in  this  stage  of 
the  argument,  we  should  remember  what 
the  position  of  this  House  would  be  if 
we  refused  to  give  attention  to  requests 
so  explicitly  made  to  it  by  the  people. 
That  would  convert  your  Lordships  mto 
a  tyrannical  oligarchy — because,  in  truth, 
'ou  would  be  refusing  to  the  people  the 
jenefite  of  Parliamentary  representation. 
Passing  from  that  sabject  there  are  two 
or  three  topics  which  are  constantly  put 
forth  in  tme  argument,  and  whi^,  it 
seems  to  me,  desirable  to  look  into,  to 
prevent,  as  &r  as  we  can,  the  possibility 
of  misapprehension   upon  matters   so 


and  again  present  an  evil  to  be  redrewed,    serious.    A  great  deal  has  been  said  by 
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subject  of  the  Coronation  Oath.  This 
is  a  veiy  aerious  subject,  and  therefore 
to  be  viewed  with  considerable  caution. 
The  true  principle  was,  I  think,  rightly 
stated  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Maater 
of  the  Kolls.  But  since  that  speech 
was  delivered  the  topic  has  been  ad- 
verted to  by  many  Members,  and  par- 
ticularly by  the  noble  Eajl  who  began 
the  debate  last  night  (Earl  !Russell). 
The  Coronation  Oath,  notwithstanding 
its  solemnity,  is  notlung  in  the  tvorld 
more  than  a  compact  between  the  Crown 
and  the  people.  It  is  a  veiy  solemn 
compact ;  but  it  remains  a  compact,  not- 
withstanding the  solemnity  of  the  sanc- 
tion which  is  given  to  it.  It  is  denomi- 
nated in  the  language  of  the  jurists 
"jut  pro  popuh  introductwn  ;  "  and  the 
termination  of  that  contract  is  with  equal 
truth  described  as  "  rmunciarf  jwi  pro 
te  introducto."  If  you,  representing  one 
party  to  the  compact,  obtain  a  measure 
mim  Parliament  which  appears  to  mili- 
tate against  ihe  language  of  the  Oath, 
and  if  you  come  to  me  Crown  releasing 
it  from  the  obligation  to  perform  a  por- 
tion of  the  duty  to  which  the  Crown  is 
bound  by  the  Oath,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  thdt  the  obligation  is  effectually 
released,  and  that  the  Crown  is  relieved 
&om  all  responsibility  in  the  matter.  I 
pass  fivm  that  to  the  Act  of  Union. 
The  noble  Earl,  and  several  others  who 
spoke  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  laid 
down  the  doctrine,  and  told  you  dis- 
tinctly that  the  Act  of  Union  was  more 
than  an  Act  of  Parliament — that  it  was 
a  Treaty.    In  this  there  was  a  very 

nt  fallacy,  because  it  was  disoussed 
le  noble  Earl  as  if  one  party  to  the 
Treaty  was  desirous  of  putting  an  end  to 
it,  and  thereby  of  violating  the  rights  of 
die  other.  Now,  undoubtedly,  it  is  quito 
true  that  if  there  be  a  solemn  engage- 
ment completed  between  two  parties, 
consisting  of  several  articles,  and  if  by 
one  of  the  parties  one  of  these  atldctes 
is  broken,  that  releases  the  other  party 
from  the  obligation  of  performing  the 
rest.  But  the  fallacy  lies  in  supposing 
that  one  party  to  the  Treaty  is  doing  so. 
The  noble  Earl  told  you  last  night  that 
this  contract  was  made  with  a  Protostant 
Parliament.  That  matters  not.  They 
who  come  here  now  with  this  Bill,  and 
against  whom  the  Act  of  Union  is  quoted, 
represent  not  one  party  to  the  Treaty 
merely,  but  they  represent  the  people  ot 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  too.    It 


is  not  one  party  to  the  Treaty  wMoh  de< 
Bires  to  be  released,  but  it  is  both  parties 
— it  is  the  representatives  of  the  three 
Kingdoms,  who  come  here  by  common 
consent,  and  ask  to  have  a  particular 
part  of  this  Treaty  altored  and  omitted. 
There  is  no  difficulty,  therefore,  either 
in  the  Coronation  Oath  or  the  Act  of 
Union.  The  same  principles  apply  to  one 
as  to  the  other ;  both  are  withm  &e  com- 
petence of  Parliament  to  altor,  however 
strong  may  have  been  the  attemptsof  Par- 
liaments in  former  ages  to  bind  their  suc- 
cessors. Now  1  pass  to  another  subject, 
which  has  been  mentioned  a  good  deal, 
and  I  hope  to  express  an  accurate  view 
of  what  is  the  true  principle  of  the  law 
on  the  subject  of  property.  You  have 
been  told  again  and  again  of  the  differ* 
ence  between  private  and  corporate  pro- 
perty— and  I  observed  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  argument  in  "another  place" 
turned  on  that  distinction.  Now,  be- 
tween private  property  and  the  property 
of  corporations  as  property  there  is  no 
difference  at  all.  The  title  to  one  is  the 
s  as  the  title  to  the  other — the  dif- 
ice  is  between  the  characters  of  the 
recipients  and  holders  of  property.  A 
private  individual  is  a  natural  growth, 
while  a  corporation  ia  an  artificial  crea- 
tion of  society.  But  you  cannot  take 
away  the  property  of  a  coiporation,  ex- 
cept on  grounds  correspondent  to  diose 
which  guide  you  in  confiscating  the  pro- 
perty of  an  individual.  If  the  corpora- 
tion fails  to  perform  its  mission,  if  it 
refuses  to  ful£l  its  obligations,  and  it  no 
longer  discharges  its  trust,  then  un- 
doiiDtedly  it  is  competent  to  the  State  to 
destroy  the  corporation,  and  by  destroy- 
ing it  you  confiscate  the  property  belong- 
ing to  it.  But  while  the  conx>ration 
performs  its  factious,  while  it  ia  not 
amenable  to  any  indictment,  or  to  any 
chat^  of  violating  it«  duty,  its  property 
is  as  sacred  in  the  eye  of  die  law  as  the 
property  of  any  individual.  That,  my 
Loni,  is  most  germane  to  the  argument 
upon  which  we  are  engaged — because  it 
has  been  assumed  that  you  may  deal 
with  the  Irish  Church  just  as  you  would 
dealwith  a  delinquent  corporation.  Con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  are  the  chargee 
had  against  the  Irish  Church.  Are  they 
any  of  them  at  all  of  the  nature  of  those 
that  would  be  required  to  disfranchise 
and  dissolve  a  corporation  and  take  away 
its  property  ?  I  will  come  to  that  sub- 
ject more  fully  presently;  but  I  now 
{^Second  Reading — Fowth  Nigkf. 
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appeal  to  all  toot  Lordstiips  -whether 
yoa  hare  heard  la  the  course  of  this 
debate  any  accusation  against  the  Irish 
Church ;  which,  if  it  were  a  corporotion 
— as  it  la  not — ^it  ie  rather  a  part  of 
your  Constitution — a  great  institution  of 
the  country ;  but  if  it Imd  been  merely  a 
civU  or  municipal  corporation,  I  ask  is 
tiiere  anything  in  the  world  alleged 
against  it  which  would  have  justined 
any  court  of  law  or  any  tribunal  what- 
ever in  pronouncing  that  civil  coipora- 
tion  liable  to  be  disfranchised,  and  dis- 
solved, and  deprived  of  its  property  ?  I 
am  sure  I  may  appeal  to  every  one  of 
your  Lordships  that  there  is  nothing — 
at  least  so  far  as  yon  have  yet  heard — 
which  would  justify  any  tribunal  in  de- 
claring of  the  Irish  Church,  if  it  were  a 
corporation,  that  it  was  a  delinquent 
corporation.  There  is  another  topic  to 
which  I  will  for  a  moment  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention.  You  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  State  endowments, 
and  yon  bare  been  told  that  the  Irish 
Churdi  received  its  endowments  from 
the  State,  and  that  therefore  it  was 
competent  for  the  State  to  resume  that 
which  it  had  given.  Now,  my  Lords, 
that  is  altoge&et  historically  untrue. 
^ere  never  has  been  any  grant  made 
by  the  State  to  the  Irish  Church.  There 
was,  indeed,  property  belonging  to  the 
Irish  Soman  CathoHc  Church ;  and  the 
Irish  Beformed  Church,  by  force  of  the 
Btatut«  of  the  2nd  Elizabeth,  succeeded 
to  the  possession  of  that  property.  That 
property  never  arose  &om  the  State,  nor 
mrang  from  donations  made  by  the 
State.  That  property  was  the  accumula- 
tion of  the  charitable  gifts  of  individuals 
who,  in  the  early  stages  of  Christianity, 
fbllowing  the  example  and  the  precepts 
supposed  to  be  contained  in  the  Old 
Testament,  dedicated  the  tithes  of  their 
lands  voluntarily  to  the  service  of  the 
Church  and  the  purposes  of  the  teaching 
and  the  spreading  of  Christianity.  Those 
donations  were  collected  by  degrees  in 
the  hands  of  the  Church,  and  being 
found  in  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  at  the  time  of  the  Eefor- 
mation,  passed  into  the  bands  of  tiie 
Church  in  its  reformed  state,  under  the 
statute  which  I  hare  named,  and  so  be- 
came the  property  of  the  Irish  branch  of 
the  Beformea  Church.  It  is,  therefore, 
quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
State,  as  a  State,  has  giren,  and  there- 
fine  can  take  away;  and  that  if  it  ap- 


peared  to  the  State  at  one  time  to  be 
right  to  give,  the  Stato  is  justified  upon 
omer  and  different  grounds  in  resummg 
what  it  has  giren.  That  is  a  great  £a£ 
lac^ ;  it  never  was  giren  by  me  Stato ; 
it  IS  due  to  the  generosity  of  those  who 
were  not  the  State ;  and  the  Irish  Church 
is  in  reason  and  in  justice  as  much  en- 
titled to  retain  it  as  you  would  be  entitled 
to  retain  the  bounty  you  receive  from 
the  ^enerosi^  or  benevolence  of  any 
individual.  I  now  come,  my  Lords,  to 
a  matter  which,  to  my  mind,  has  been 
productive  of  veir  grave  error  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  and  that  ie  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "  Establishment." 
I  have  observed  that  throughout  this 
debate  noble  Lords  have  generally  used 
that  term  with  reference  only  to  the 
outward  constitution  of  the  Church — 
namely,  to  its  staff  of  officers,  and  the 
provision  made  for  their  support.  My 
Lords,  these  are  not  the  In^  Church, 
although  they  are  contained  in  it.  The 
Establishment  is  that  .portion  of  the  law 
which  has  enacted  that  a  certain  reli- 
gion, consisting  of  the  Creeds  of  the 
Church  of  England,  her  Articlee  and  her 
Common  Prayer  and  the  Act  of  Uni- 
formity, shoiJd  be  the  established  reli- 
gion in  Ireland.  The  Establiahment  is 
the  religion  required  by  law  to  be 
preachedand  taught  through  the  medium 
of  the  diocesan  and  parochial  clei^ ;  and 
the  diocesan  and  parochial  system  are 
incidental  to  that  Establishment;  but  the 
Establishment  may  continue  although  yoa 
take  away  all  the  staff  of  officers  incident 
to  it.  The  Establishment  is  the  Church; 
it  is  the  religion  which  you  have  im- 
posed by  law  upon  this  country  and 
upon  Ir^and  also ;  and  that  is  a  most 
sacred  thing,  not  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  manner  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose,  but  to  bo  preserved  as  the 
most  BBcrod  gift  that  yon  could  bestow 
upon  Ireland,  and  which  is  not  therefore 
to  be  taken  away  upon  any  such  light 
grounds  as  I  hare  heard  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  My  Lords,  before  I  proceed 
flirther  to  consider  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill,  let  me  advert  to  one 
or  two  general  considerations  connected 
with  the  measure  and  with  the  time  of 
ita  introduction.  For  myself  I  must  say 
I  cannot  imagine  anyuiing  more  lis- 
hapOT  than  the  particular  time  selected 
by  Her  Majesty^s  Government  for  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  It  oomes  witli 
no  grace  of  geserom^,  beoaiuM  it  will  be 
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regarded  ererywliere  u  the  mere  off- 
■prinf  of  fear — ^the  mere  child  of  tsrror. 
Yoa  bare  embodied  in  this  measure  a 
gnat  statement.  That  statement  is  this 
— diat  the  IriBh  Church  is  a  great  in- 
jostice — a  wicked  evil,  and  oaght  never 
to  hare  been  imposed  upon  the  Irish 
people.  So  saTS  tiie  Irish  peasant,  and 
ne  will  also  say  this — "You  came  into 
our  country  with  an  army ;  yoa  carried 
jonr  Church  in  one  hand,  and  £re  and 
■word  in  the  other.  You  fastened  your 
Church  upon  us ;  you  burnt  our  dwell- 
ings ;  you  slew  us  in  the  field ;  yoa  mur- 
iand  us  on  the  scaffold ;  yoa  confiscated 
oar  land,  and  gave  it  to  an  alien  and  a 
Froteotant  proprietary.  We  r^oice  at 
your  penitence.  You  have  token  300 
years  to  learn  the  dictates  of  religion 
and  tike  rules  of  justice ;  it  is  a  some- 
what tardy  application  of  them,  but 
better  late  than  never.  We  give  you  all 
oedit  for  your  sincerity  and  truth ;  and 
tiierefore,  aa  you  did  us  injustice  then, 
which  we  will  charitably  foi^ve,  no 
doubt  you  will  complete  your  work  of 
penitence  by  restoring  to  as  the  lands  of 
which  you  robbed  us."  Will  yon,  my 
Lords,  accept  these  as  the  prindplee  of 
jostioe  and  the  principles  of  religion  and 
•ay — "Thus  ftir  shall  we  go  and  no 
fiirther?"  Shall  a  man  oome  to  me  who 
has  disendowed  and  disestablished  me 
by  knocking  me  down  and  picking  my 
pocket,  and  then,  while  telling  melie  U 
very  sorry  indeed  for  what  he  has  done, 
say  to  me — ' '  I  don't  intend  to  return  you 
yonr  purse?"  My  Lords,  it  is  im- 
possible to  bring  the  mind  of  the  Irish 
peasant  to  any  other  oonclusion  than 
this.  Do  yoa  think  he  will  be  satisfied 
if  I  tell  him,  as  a  lawyer — "  Oh,  there 
have  been  300  years  of  possession. 
am  Sony  that  we  can't  take  away 
land  that  was  oonfiscated,  but  we  will 
take  awi^  the  property  of  the  Church.' 
Would  he  not  at  once  say — "We will 
take  the  law  into  our  own  hands  in  order 
to  oany  out  the  dictates  of  our  reason  7 
Xhe  destruction  of  the  Church  is  the  only 

rd.  thing  we  have  &om  you  :  yoa  mast 
complete  justice;  and  that  complete 
Sstioe  we  are  determined  to  have." 
y  Lords,  it  was  on  that  ground  that  I 
bMougbtthe  Qovemment  some  time  ago 
to  give  us  the  Land  Bill  first,  and  the 
Churoh  Bill  afterwards,  or  to  give  us 
both  together.  My  Loids,  if  I  were  to 
denominate  tiie  Bill  I  have  now  before 
me,  and  to  speak  of  its  technical  arti- 


ficial nature,  I  should  have  to  borrow  a 
term  &om  Mr.  Burke  as  applicable  to  its 
authors,  and  say  they  were  "  admirable 
architects  of  ruin."  I  find  nothing  in 
it  but  destruction,  and  I  am  afraid  it  may 
be  the  herald  of  other  Bills  conatitated 
he  some  principle.  It  is  clear  that 
this  is  not  the  only  question — for  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  one  of  his  speeches  said — 


.   Thrre  li  the  Churohof  IreloTid, 


tioD  of  Ireland.     The;  a 

from  one  trunk,  irnd  that 

tailed  ProteiUi 


Well,  now  my  Lords,  this  BiU  is  to  cat 
down  Protestant  ascendancy  and  prodnce 
equality.  1  do  not  wont  to  consider  only 
port  of  this  great  subject ;  I  want  to 
consider  the  whole.  I  apprehend  evil 
oonsequences  &om  what  I  find  here  en- 
acted, unless  Her  Majerty's  Gtovemment 
will  relieve  us  from  sll  apprehendon  by 
telling  us  that  the  principles  laid  down 
in  this  Bill  are  not  followed  out  to  iheax 
logical  coniequdncea  either  in  their  Land 
or  in  their  Education  BilL  I  should 
have  been  very  glad  had  the  suggestion 
I  made  met  with  any  response,  for  it 
was  made,  not  in  the  spirit  of  obstruction, 
but  in  the  desire  that  we  should  have  the 
full  policy  of  the  Government  before  us 
— because,  as  I  found  fault  witli  this 
Bill,  I  hoped  to  find  some  compensation 
in  ihsir  land  measure.  Now,  that  the 
land  measure  is  the  most  important  no 
one  can  read  a  page  of  the  nistory  of 
Ireland  without  being  convinced.  Long 
before  the  English  invasion — long  before 
the  Beformatjon — Ireland  presented,  as 
she  now  presents,  a  constant  contest  for 
the  land.  Hence  arose  violent  onimosi- 
mosities,  murders— in  fact,  all  the  out- 
rages which  are  so  painfully  familiar  to 
us.  What  is  the  reason  ?  Ireland  had 
no  manufactures  —  she  was  ovorpeo- 
jded — her  only  support  was  tlie  land, 
and  for  the  land  people  quarrelled  as 
they  did  since,  and  do  now ;  and  they 
are  now  only  waiting'  in  erim  repose  to 
know  what  Her  Majeslrfs  Government 
will  do  with  the  land,  as  the  logical  con- 
sequence of  this  measure.  Passing  by 
that,  and  coming  to  another  conaider»> 
tion,  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  cast  back 
yoor  memory  to  the  Plantation  of  Ulster 
and  the  ffarrison  that  was  placed  there. 
Was  it,  Task,  desirable  at  this  juncture 
to  alienate  the  affections  of  that  large 
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body  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  I  appre- 
hend it  was  not.  I  grieve  over  it  that 
this  Bill  should  hare  been  raserred  for 
this  time.  It  is  a  Bill  of  the  most  extra- 
OTdinary  kind.  I  have  little  love  for  the 
atomic  theory,  but  I  confess  this  Bill 
appears  to  me  to  be  in  itself  a  perfect 
realization  of  "the  fortuitous  concur- 
rence" of  intellectual  atoms,  being  the 
joint  production  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
remment  and  the  Liberation  Society.  1 
pass  on  to  consider  the  next  matter  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  yoiir  attention- 
namely,  the  charges  which  have  been 
brought  against  the  Irish  Church.  The 
Irish  Church  is  not  chained  with  irreli- 
gion,  with  immorality,  with  neglect  oi 
duty,  with  teaching  false  doctrine.  No- 
thing of  the  kind.  There  is  a  general 
testimony  borne  to  the  eicellenee  of  hei 
clergy,  to  the  care  with  which  they  dis- 
charge their  offices,  to  the  fidelity  of  their 
ministrationa.  But  the  Irish  Church 
ohai^^  with  this — and  I  confess  rightly 
— that  she  has  absorbed  all  the  provi- 
sion that  was  made  ibr  the  religioue 
worship  and  religious  education  of  the 
entirety  of  the  Irish  people.  That  is  the 
evil,  I  admit.  I  cannot  try  the  Irish 
Church  for  things  done  300  years  ago ; 
I  will  not  be  one  to  cast  upon  her  the 
odium  of  those  abominable  laws  which 
grew  more  out  of  political  feeling — a 
notion  of  political  necessity — ^than  m>m 
religious  animosity.  To  judge  the  mat- 
ter fairly,  you  must  cany  yourselves 
back  to  me  1 6th  or  the  beginning  of  the 
17th  century,  and  remark  the  feelings 
that  then  agitated  Europe — the  division 
of  the  whole  body  of  the  people  into  two 
great  classes,  IVotestant  and  Catholic, 
struggling  for  Buperiorit7 — tbe  Protest- 
ants trying  to  reduce  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, wherever  the  Protestants  were  supe- 
rior, to  the  condition  of  hewers  of  wood 
and  drawers  of  water.  They  were  de- 
prived of  all  offices  in  the  State ;  they 
were  deprived  of  even  the  ordinary 
rights  of  parents  over  their  children  : — 
but  all  this  was  to  be  ascribed  to  the  er- 
roneous political  principles  of  the  time, 
and  must  not  be  fastened  on  the  back  of 
the  Irish  Church.  That  being  so,  I 
say  the  only  indictment  you  can  bring 
against  the  Irish  Church  is  the  indict- 
ment that  not  by  her  own  exertions,  but 
under  the  operation  of  the  laws  passed 
for  her  establishment,  she  has  absorbed 
and  now  holds  the  provision  made  for 
tiie  worship  and  rehgioua  education  of 
Lord  Wetthws 


the  whole  people.  tTndoubtedly  that  is 
a  very  serious  charge.  The  remedy  for 
that  evil — in  the  view  of  all  honest,  able, 
humane  men — is  to  make  a  re-distribu- 
tion of  that  property,  not  to  take  it  away. 
Is  it  not  an  absurd  thing  to  say  to  the 
Irish  Church — "You  have  arrogated, 
you  have  monopolized  what  was  given 
for  the  teaching  of  the  whole  notion, 
and  therefore  we  will  take  it  all  away, 
and  we  will  not,  as  this  profane  Bill 
says,  allow  If.  to  be  dedicated  to  the 
teacidng  of  religion."  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  my  noble  ^end  (Earl  Granville)  ia 

E leased  with  that.  I  think  that  would 
e  a  very  absurd  thing  and  a  veiy  cruel 
thing  to  do.  But  such  is  the  absurd 
1^0  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Government  charge  the  Irish  Church 
with  having  monopolized  the  whole  pro- 
vision for  the  religious  worship  and 
teaching  of  the  people,  and  therefore  it 
is  to  be  taken  away,  put  into  private 
pockets,  and  devoted  to  uses  that  possi- 
bly may  produce  political  results.  6o 
much,  my  Lords,  for  the  justice  and 
morality  of  this  measure.  What  I  want 
you,  my  Lords,  to  do  is  this — to  admit 
the  justice  of  the  case,  but  to  express  it 
in  a  different  way.  It  is  a  very  remark- 
able tbing — but  sometimes  there  are  re- 
markable concourses — it  is  a  most  singu- 
lar thing  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  have  stumbled  upon  the 
enunciation  of  this  very  principle,  and 
embodied  it  in  the  Preamble  of  the  BilL 
Now,  what  can  be  better  than  to  repu- 
diate the  Preamble  ?  For  you  wiU  ob- 
serve that  the  legislation  within  the 
ambit  of  a  Bill  really  ought  not  to  con- 
tradict the  Preamble,  iniich  unfortu- 
nately is  the  case  in  this  BUI.  It  was 
said  some  time  ago  that  you  shonld 
re-distribute  the  funds,  and  give  to  each 
of  the  religious  denominatione  an  appro- 
priate part.  But  then,  unfortunately, 
that  does  not  seem  to  have  been  in  bar- 
mony  with  the  principles  adopted  by  the 
Liberation  Society,  and  the  Liberation 
Society,  therefore,  wrote  what  follows 
the  Preamble ;  but  the  Preamble  re- 
muns  aa  a  monument  of  the  better  sense 
of  justice  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Preamble  begins  by  stating  the  ex- 
pediency of  dissolving  the  union  between 
the  two  Churches,  and  then  it  proceeds 
to  deal  with  the  Church  property,  and 
then  it  goes  on  to  enunciate  principles 
which  are  governed  by  the  words — "  It 
is  e:^>edient."  It  is  expedient  that,  after 
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aatisfying,  as  far  as  possible,  upon  prin- 
dples  of  equality  ae  oetween  the  aereral 
religions  denominationB  in  Ireland  all 
just  and  equitable  claimB,  tlie  property  of 
the  OhurcE  should  be  applied  to  certain 
other  purpoaes.  Now,  here  we  have  three 
things.  Wegetfirsttheacknowlodgment 
that  there  are  in  Ireland  aeTeral  rehgiooB 
denominations;  we  get  further  the  ac- 
tnowledgmont  that  these  religious  de- 
nominationB hare  separately  just  and 
equitable  claims ;  and  we  then  get  the 
nUe  laid  down  that  out  of  the  property 
of  the  Church  those  just  and  equitable 
claims  must  first  be  satisfied  before  wa 
proceed  to  the  secularization  of  the  rest 
of  the  property.  Now,  I  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  what  answer  is  to  be 
given  tJ3  the  question,  what  are  the  just 
and  equitable  claims  of  a  religious  de- 
nomination ?  I  suppose,  my  Lords,  that 
the  just  and  eqiutable  claims  of  every 
religious  denomination  are  that  provi- 
sion should  be  made  for  the  ministere 
who  have  done  their  work.  Undoubt- 
edly that  is  a  claim  both  just  and  equit- 
able. I  apprehend  that  another  claim 
would  be  that  their  places  of  worship 
should  be  maintained  for  them.  Ac- 
cording to  the  principles  of  this  Bill  the 
just  and  equitaole  claims  of  the  various 
denominatioiis  are  to  be  first  provided 
for.  Observe,  that  this  is  not  a  claim 
confined  to  the  Protestants  belonging  to 
the  Irish  Church,  or  to  the  Pi^byte- 
rians ;  but  it  is  a  claim  extending  to  all 
reUgious  denominations,  and  is,  accord- 
ing to  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  to  be  the 
first  provided  for.  Now,  I  say  that  is 
just  what  I  desire  to  do,  and,  I  ash,  will 
you  accept  that  principle  ?  Bqual  dis- 
tribution is  the  only  conclusion  recon- 
cilable with  humani^  and  law. 

My  Lords,  property  given  for  the 
maintenance  of  religion — for  religious 
worship  and  religious  teaching — is,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  property  given  to  a 
charitable  trust ;  and  whatever  time  may 
have  elapsed,  whatever  improprietiea 
may  have  been  committed  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  property,  the  law  claims 
the  right  to  restore  the  trust  and  pro- 
per^ to  its  original  uses.  Now  mien 
tithes  and  other  property  of  the  like 
destination  in  the  earl;  ages  were  dedi- 
cated to  Christiauity,  before  the  unhappy 
distinctions  of  Bomanist  and  Proteatuit 
and  Presbyterian  were  known,  they  were 
ap^cable,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  to  the 
great  purpose  of  teaching  GhrirtiBnity, 


and  they  are  so  applicable  now ;  and  all 
denominatious  are  entitled  on  that  prin- 
ciple, if  you  bring  back  the  trust  to  the 
rules  that  should  govern  its  administra- 
tion, to  participate  in  that  property,  I 
find  in  the  Boman  Catholics  a  right  to  a 
portion  —  the  Protestant  Church  has  a 
right  to  a  portion,  and  the  Presbyterians 
have  a  right  to  a  portion,  and  I  think 
that  is  the  proper  interpretation  of  the 
words  of  the  Preamble — "the  just  and 
equitable  claims"  of  the  several  reli- 
gious denominations.  Now  I  beg  voux 
Lordships  to  raise  your  thoughts  above 
the  mode  in  which  you  are  in  the  habit 
of  considering  matters  of  this  kind.  We 
should  regard  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Church  by  this  broad  light,  and  by  this 
light  we  should  proceed  with  its  distri- 
bution. Observe,  my  Lords,  that  this 
view  of  the  matter  has  at  least  one  merit 
—  it  stripe  the  case  of  that  which, 
although  it  is  a  distinction  only  in  words, 
has  given  rise  to  a  great  part  of  the 
bigoted  feeling  which  this  Bill  has  raised. 
I  do  not  make  a  new  endowment  of  the 
Catholic  Church.  I  simply  recognize  the 
original  title  of  the  Cattiolic  Church  to 
a  portion  of  the  property ;  I  recoguize 
the  injustice  of  taking  away  from  her 
that  portion,  and  I  proceed  upon  the 
principle  of  restitution,  and  not  of  new 
endowment.  I  have  a  conviction  of  the 
injustice  which  now  exists,  and  I  wish 
to  remedy  that  injustice  in  a  manner 
which  would  prevent  the  property  being 
taken  from  those  entitled  to  it  and  di- 
verted to  other  and  unworthy  purposes. 
My  voice  m.ay  be  but  "  as  the  voice  of 
one  crying  in  the  wilderness,"  but,  re- 
collect, that  voice  was  the  voice  of  truth, 
which  ultimately  prevailed.  I  hope  wd 
shall  deal  with  this  property  upon  a 
recognition  of  the  great  ^"iniii  on  the 
part  of  the  Soman  Catholics  to  a  por- 
tion, on  the  part  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  to  a  portion,  and  on  the  part  of 
the  Protestant  Churoh  to  a  portion.  It 
is  said  that  the  Boman  Catholics  will 
not  accept  endowment,  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  IB  unnecessary  to  consider  that 
point.  Your  Lordships  will  find  an  ad- 
mirable answer  to  that  objection  in 
Sydney  Smith's  works.  He  recommenda 
you  to  place  a  certain  sum  at  the  dis- 
posal of  a  Boman  Catholic  Bishop,  If 
it  were  not  accepted  it  was  to  be  lodged 
at  a  banker's  in  the  name  of  the  clergy* 
man,  and  then,  he  said,  you  will  see  how 
long  the  self-denying  spirit  of  the  clei^- 
ISecond  Reading — Fourth  Night. 
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man  vill  allow  it  to  rem&iiitmoalled  for. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  that 
homoimniB  muBtration.  It  seema  to  me 
also  that  there  is  a  mat  deal  of  good 
Bense  in  the  proposal  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment— which  comes  to  ua  recom- 
mended by  the  opinions  of  the  gp^rest 
statesmen  and  the  most  anxious  patriots 
who  have  considered  the  subject.  They 
all  find  that  that  is  the  eystem  which 
justice  requires  and  true  policy  recom- 
mends ;  and  I  thinh,  also,  that  it  is  what 
humanity  and  wisdom  dictate.  Now,  is 
it  too  late  to  try  the  experiment?  Would 
it  not  be  better  than  to  give  the  mon^ 
to  lunatic  aeylums,  which  T  cannot  help 
thinking  ratiier  a  reproach  to  Ireland  ? 
Has  my  noble  Friend  any  particular  re- 
gard for  nurses,  and  their  relation  to  the 
family;  for  that  is  another  object  of  the 
Bill?  Seriously,  my  Lords,  I  ask  you 
to  consider  whether  you  will  not  even 
now  take  the  adyice  of  those  who  have 
counselled  us  &om  time  to  time  in  this 
matter,  and  parcel  the  loaves  and  fishes 
of  the  Church  in  due  proportion  among 
all  who  labour  in  the  vineyard — regard- 
ing that  vineyard  not  as  yonr  own  little 
bit  of  ground,  but  as  one  united  field  of 
labour  for  all  who  minister  in  it,  what- 
ever their  religious  opinions  and  what- 
ever their  denomination.  Ihave  thrown 
tlue  out  for  your  consideration,  because 
I  believe  such  a  system  would  be  wholly 
conformable  with  justice  and  good  policy. 
I  have  now  only  to  call  attention  to  the 
extraordinary  manner  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  deals  with  the  Church 
regarded  as  an  established  religion  in 
Ireland.  By  the  second  provision  of  the 
Bill  it  is  enacted  that  the  union  between 
the  two  Churches  be  dissolved,  and  that 
the  State  Church  of  Ireland,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  said  Church,  shall 
cease  to  be  established  in  law.  The  said 
Church — it  runs  throughout — is  by  the 
Bill  interpreted  to  be  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land as  ehe  existed  anterior  to  the  Act 
of  Union ;  and  this  Church  of  Ireland 
is  to  cease  to  be  established  in  law. 
What  will  he  the  result  ?  Her  Bishops 
and  Archbishops  will  be  deprived  of  their 
ecclesiastical  status,  and  are  to  be  dis- 
solved. What  will  happen  after  that 
operation  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to 
say.  Dissolved!  I  can  easily  enter 
into  the  feelings  of  right  rev.  Prelatos 
who  have  spoken  on  tiis  subject.  The 
relation  of  the  Archbishop  to  the  Church 
in  Ireland  depends  in  law  upon  bis  re- 
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taining  his  I^al  status,  and  his  l^;al 

status  is  that  of  a  corporation.  When 
the  Archbishop,  therefore,  is  dissolved, 
and  the  Church  is  disestablished,  the 
Archbishop  will  be  one  of  that  mob — ^I 
apeak  deferentially — to  which  the  Church 
will  be  reduced  by  disestablishment.  The 
Archbishop  being  dissolved — what  may 
be  the  machinery  for  effecting  that  pur- 

CI  do  not  pretend  to  conieoture — ^he 
I  legally  and  ecdeaiasticsJly  all  rela- 
tion whatever  to  the  Church.  His  Pro- 
vince is  gone  also ;  that  is  dissolved.  H* 
and  the  Province  become  strangers.  His 
relation  to  his  suffira^ans  is  dissolved 
also.  They  may  still  hob  and  nob  to- 
gether, but  eodesiastically  and  l^mUy 
mey  know  each  other  no  more,  ^krl 
GaANvnxE:  Look  at  Clause  13.]  Such 
is  the  notion  which  the  Government 
have  of  an  Archbishop.  He  is  to  be 
dissolved ;  he  is  to  be  luiveu  out  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  But,  as  my  noble 
Friend  invites  me,  I  turn  now  to  ClauM 
13  and  I  find  this— 

"PrOTided  th«  BTory  present  Arahbithop, 
Biihop,  nnd  Detn  at  the  Mid  Chureh  iball 
during  hii  lib  enjdji  the  oma  title  ood  pr««ad«iw» 
M  if  tbi«  Act  bnd  not  pusad." 
"  Title  and  precedence !"  Why,  we  are 
talking  about  ecclesiastical  rights.  This 
Bill  cannot  be  understood  by  the  authors 
of  it.  Ton  permit  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Armagh)  to  retain 
the  name  and  with  it  the  rank  and  pre- 
cedence when  he  is  invited  to  dinner ; 
and  so  with  all  the  eliminated  Bishops. 
And  that,  says  my  noble  Friend,  amounts 
to  a  saving  of  ecclesiastical  status !  Other- 
wise all  their  ecclesiastical  characterwiU 
be  gone.  The  incumbent  will  lose  his 
character  as  such.  The  diocesan  system 
will  come  to  an  end.  The  parochial  sys- 
tem will  come  to  an  end.  There  is  no 
spiritual  relation  that  will  be  at  all  re- 
cognized between  the  Archbishop  and 
his  Buf&agans,  between  the  Bishop  and 
the  diocesan  clergy,  between  the  incnm- 
bent  and  his  puishioners ;  and  no  in- 
onmbent  can  uaim  the  ri^ht  of  perform- 
ing public  worship  in  his  own  parish. 
My  Lords,  I  now  beg  your  attention  to 
another  matter.  According  to  the  un- 
holy views  of  the  &amers  of  the  Bill, 
irom  and  after  the  1st  of  January,  1871, 
unless  there  be  some  ftirther  enactment, 
no  single  marriage  can  be  performed  ia 
Ireland  between  persons  of  the  Protest- 
ant &ith.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
take  this  seriously  to  heart,  beoause  I 
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have  generaUy  imdentood  that  thslriali 
poople  ore  given  to  mftrnage.  Aa  the 
Bill  Btands  od  this  point  it  Beeme  to  open 
up  OB  bad  a  prospeot  as  when  the  printers 
of  the  Bible  in  former  days  oonverted, 
in  a  moat  important  paauiffe,  a  negative 
into  an  affirmative.  Mj  Lords,  I  have 
treated  this  aubject  rather  jocularly,  bat, 
in  truth,  the  Bill  deserved  it.  The  Go- 
ventment  have  received  my  remarks  with 
great  good  humoor,  but  the  matter,  after 
all,  is  really  a  most  serioua  one.  Nov, 
the  theon'  of  the  BiU  is  this — and  it  de- 
servee  all  attention  —  It  is  intended  to 
introduce  into  Ireland  the  voluntary 
principle.  We  have  interwoven  in  our 
institutionB  and  in  our  social  habits  the 
notion  that  the  connection  of  religion 
with  the  State  is  right,  and  that  its  Es- 
tablishment should  not  he  in  any  manner 
whatsoever  shaken.  But  we  are  by  this 
measure  thrown  back  on  the  voluntary 
principle,  and  it  is  sought  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  famish  a  new 
oonatitutton  for  the  religion  of  Ireland 
in  this  extraordinary  manner.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  both  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland  there  are  rules 
of  law  which  prohibit  the  Convocation 
of  the  cl^jRy  without  the  license  of  the 
Crown,  lie  framers  of  this  BiU  have 
thought  it  sufficient  to  enact  by  the  19th 
section,  that — 

"  From  and  ftfter  tha  pnuitif  of  thia  Aot  then 
■ImII  be  npealsd  and  dstermincd  mjt  Aot  of  Par- 
liamant,  law,  or  ouatom,  whenbj  Ihe  Arcbbiibop, 
Biihnpa,  clergy  or  laiij  of  the  uiid  Church  an 
prohibited  from  holding  AiMmbliei.  S^nodi,  or 
CoDTantloni,  or  slscting  reprcacTitaliTSi  thersto 
for  thepurpow  of  nuking  mtai  (or  ttaa  well-twitig 
and  orderiog  of  the  laid  Churoh." 
Now,  the  notion  with  which  that  sec- 
tion has  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
is  quite  clear.  It  was  supposed  that  a 
Convocation  could  be  summoned  and 
Synods  held,  and  that  the  Convocation 
and  the  Synod  would  be  able  to  &ame 
rules  for  the  new  Body  of  the  disestab- 
lished Church.  Unfortunately,  however, 
for  this  supposition,  the  Convocation  and 
&e  Synods  can  only  been  convened  in 
connection  with  the  Established  Church. 
It  is  ultra  virtt  for  any  Convocation  or 
Synod  to  deal  with  any  but  an  Estab- 
lished Church  —  that  to  which  they  ap- 
pertain, of  which  they  are  a  constituent 
part,  and  to  the  existence  of  which  their 
own  existence  is  due.  Now  comes  the 
20th  section,  which  contains  the  words — 
"  Bul^eot  to  any  alteration  which  may  be 
ludB  after  the  said  first  d&y  of  Janoaiy, 


1871,"  which  refers  not  to  any  alteration 
which  may  be  made  by  this  Convoca- 
tion or  these  Synods,  but  to  any  alteration 
whichmay  he  made  after  that  date — so 
that  the  only  body  which  can  make  any 
alteration  is  that  very  Convocation  or 
Synod  which  will  die  a  violent  death  on 
the  1st  of  January,  1671.  This,  I  think, 
ia  a  very  serious  matter  and  shows  the 
importance  of  oar  considering  the  whole 
of  the  Bulnect.  But  what  foUows  is  still 
worse.  Tb»  framers  of  the  BiU  have 
evoked  a  Body  to  make  orders  and  regu< 
lations  for  the  weU-being  of  the  Church 
which  Body  wiU  be  laid  out  and  ocon- 
posed  for  burial  on  Ae  Ist  of  Jannaiy, 
1871.  And  what  is  this  Body,  I  should 
like  to  know,  to  do,  if  it  does  anything  ? 
What  is  to  be  the  consequence  ?  Why, 
that  the  present  Ecclesiastical  Laws  of 
Ireland  and  the  present  articles,  rules, 
doctrines,  discipUne,  and  ordinances  of 
the  old  Irish  Church  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  binding  on  its  members  for  the 
time  being,  to  the  same  extent  and  in 
the  same  manner  as  if  each  person  had 
mutually  contracted  and  agreed  to  abide 
by  and  observe  those  rules.  The  iramera 
of  the  SiU  imagined,  innocently  enough, 
that  alterations  would  be  nude;  bat 
they  did  not  provide  for  the  case  of  no 
alterations  bemg  made.  They  cannot  he 
— and  what  is  the  consequence  F  That 
the  whole  of  the  Church  Establishment, 
and  aU  its  articles,  doctrines,  and  cere- 
monies, which  have  just  been  put  an 
end  to  by  law,  will  be  reeb»ed  again, 
and  made  to  rest  upon  the  basis  of  txai- 
tract.  This  BiU  proposes  to  remove  the 
Church,  which  is  founded  upon  a  rock, 
and  to  erect  it  again  upon  the  sands, 
and  to  make  all  its  hierarchy,  doctrines, 
and  ceremonies  depend  upon  contract. 
But  contract  between  whom  F  One  of 
the  mob — for  such  it  must  be  considered 
after  disestablishment  —  must  contract 
with  the  others  of  the  mob,  and  every 
single  one  of  the  whole  community  oS 
the  Chorch  may  for  breach  of  such  oon- 
tract  bring  an  action  against  the  unfbr- 
tunate  man.  This  would  be  serious 
enough  if  we  were  dealing  with  racing 
or  something  of  that  kind ;  but  we  are 
dealing  with  a  Church  and  its  sacra- 
ments— ^most  solemn  things— and  we  are 
proposing  to  remove  the  Established 
ChuKih  of  ^land  from  ite  foundationa 
of  law,  and  to  re-erect  it  again  upon 
the  footing  of  contract  —  the  fact  being 
that  to  plaoe  it  upon  any  such  founda- 
{Second  Seading—Iburth  SigM. 
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tion  would  be  a  mockery.  There  are 
man;  other  portions  of  tho  BUI  vhich, 
although  they  are  not  quite  bo  ludicrous, 
BtdU  ore,  in  my  opinion,  open  to  great 
objectioit.  I  do  not  knov  of  any  case 
of  powers  of  ao  extensive,  so  unexampled, 
and  BO  outrageous  a  character  ae  the 
powers  that  are  proposed  to  be  given  tc 
the  Commissioners.  Now,  it  is  weD- 
known  that  in  difficult  cases  the  Judges 
frequently  express  thankfulness  that 
their  decieion  is  not  the  final  one,  but 
that  it  is  liable  to  be  examined,  and, 
perhaps,  corrected,  by  a  higher  Court. 
But  in  this  case  there  is  no  appeal  from 
the  Commiseiouers,  except  in  the  two 
cases  provided  for  by  the  clause  in  re- 
ference to  appeals ;  while  the  Commis- 
sioners are  to  have  power  to  decide  all 
questiona  whateoever,  whether  of  law  or 
&ct,  which  they  may  deem  it  necessary 
or  expedient  to  decide.  That  includes 
every  descr^tion  of  dispute  that  can 
arise ;  and  I  repeat  that  there  baa  as 
yet  been  no  example  of  such  arbitrary 
powers  being  conferred  upon  anybody 
as  will  be  conferred  on  the  Irish  Church 
Commissioners.  There  are  many  other 
things  that  I  should  have  been  glad  to 
have  submitted  to  your  Lordships,  but 
I  wiU  not  weary  you  further.  'Oiough 
I  concur  in  the  second  reading  of  the 
BiU,  because  I  look  upon  it  as  proposing, 
in  the  main,  a  great  act  of  justice,  it 
has  yet  been  necessary  for  me  to  guard 
that  concurrence  &om  all  the  conse- 
quences that  might  le^timately  arise 
&om  it  b^  stating  explicitly  that,  though 
I  agree  to  the  second  reading,  there  ia 
hardly  any  provision  in  the  Bill  that  I 
concur  in,  except  that  humane  provision 
— that  benevolent  rule— which  by  some 
accident  has  crept  into  the  BUI. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE:  My 
Lords,  it  is  a  great  satisfaction  to  me, 
after  having  heard  the  eloquent  address 
of  my  noble  and  learned  fViend  (Lord 
Westbur^),  to  find  in  the  course  of  that 
address,  in  which  he  has  denounced  the 
motive  of  the  Bill,  in  which  he  has  de- 
nounced the  principle  of  the  BiU,  and  in 
which  he  has  denounced  nearly  every 
clause  of  the  BiU,  there  are  still  three 
points  on  which  I  can  perfectly  agree 
with  him.  The  first  point  is  that,  like 
him,  I  shall  support  t^e  second  reading. 
The  second  point  on  which  I  whol^ 
agree  with  him  is  that  the  verdict  of  the 
people  of  England  should  be  a  calm  ver- 
dict, foimdea  on  the  instruction  they 
Xorii  Wuthiu-y 


may  receive  and  the  beat  deliberation 
that  they  can  give  or  have  given  to  the 
subject.  I  believe  that  they  have,  dur- 
ing the  course  of  the  last  autumn,  re- 
ceived that  instruction,  in  a  manner  no 
doubt  not  adequate  to  that  which  might 
have  been  afforded  to  them  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  if  he  had  addressed 
to  them  his  eloquent  eipositione  on  the 
matter ;  but  stiU  they  have  had  the  benefit 
of  the  clear  exposition  of  Mr.  Gladstone; 
and,  whatever  may  be  the  faults  of 
Mr.  Bright,  a  want  of  clearness  and  of 
making  himself  understood  by  the  people 
is  not  one  of  them.  I  do  also  agree 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
that  kind  of  instruction  is  far  better  than 
the  demonstrations  of  which  we  have 
lately  had  too  much,  and  which  soma 
noble  Lords  have  pointed  at  as  the  sign 
of  a  great  re-action.  And  the  third  point 
in  which  I  whoUy  agree  with  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  is  this — that  I  dee^y 
regret  with  him  that  this  measure  of 

1'uBtice  to  Ireland  should  have  been  bo 
ong  deferred.  Accordingly,  I  am  very 
thankfiil  to  recoUect  that  exactly  twen^ 
years  ago — in  July,  1849 — I  had  the 
satisfaction  of  supporting,  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  a  Motion  for  a  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Church.  I  expressed  my 
opinion  at  that  time  that  it  should 
be  disestablished  and  disendowed,  and 
though  believing  it  then  to  be,  as 
now,  impracticable,  I  also  supported 
the  system  of  concurrent  endowment  of 
the  three  reUgious  bodies  in  Ireland. 
It  was  no  &ult  of  the  party  with  which 
I  was  associBted  before  I  left  the 
House  of  Commons  that  this  matter 
was  so  long  delayed.  I  mention  this 
the  rather  because  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  this  BiU 
warned  us  carefiiUy  to  think,  and  to  re- 
flect deeply  before  we  took  any  step  in 
so  grave  a  matter.  I  can  assure  that 
noble  Earl  that  I  have  reflected  much, 
however  weak  my  capacity  may  be  for 
so  doing,  and,  ^er^ore,  I  do  not  a^ 
proach  with  any  conscionsneBs  of  irre- 
verent haste  a  subject  so  large,  so 
solemn,  and,  I  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  in  thinking,  in  some  of  its  aspecta 
so  awful.  I  began  to  consider  it  some 
forty  years  ago — in  1829;  and  having 
had  my  attention  directed  to  it  when  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act  and  other  mea- 
sures came  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  have  found  my  conviction  strengthened 
&om  month  to  month,  that  the  only  way 
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in  irhic]!  jttstdce  can  lie  done  on  this 
great  question  is  simply  by  entire  dU- 
eatablishment  and  (Usendowmeut.  I 
think  it  will  be  a  relief  to  yonr  Lord- 
shipB  to  hear  that  I  eholl  not  follow  my 
no^e  and  learned  Friend's  example  in 
dealing  with  the  olaofies  of  the  Bill— not 
that  I  am  unprepared  for  the  observa- 
tions he  made.  He  has  stated  to  yon 
some  points  of  law,  and  has  asserted 
them  with  the  confidence  he  is  justly 
entitled  to  entertain.  At  the  same  time, 
I  feel  equal  confidence  in  the  oontrary 
view  that  I  have  formed.  But  I  will  not 
now  enter  into  any  details  of  that  descrip' 
tion.    I  would  rather  approach  this  BUl 
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Well,  my  Lords,  I  am  a  Protestant,  and 
have  always  been  a  Frotestaot;  and  I 
am  also  Catholic,  and  have  always  been 
so.  I  adhere  strictly,  and  have  always 
adhered  through  my  life,  and  I  hope  I 
shall  to  the  end  of  it,  to  those  prinoiplea 
which  induced  the  great  reformers  ofthe 
Church  to  clear  it  of  those  abuses  that 
may  have  aocumulated  around  it.  That 
being  so,  before  I  approach  the  general 
question  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
there  are  one  or  two  difficulties  to  clear 
away.  There  are  two  difficulties  in  the 
outset  which,  if  well  founded,  would  cer- 
tainly prevent  me  &om  adhering  for  one 
moment  to  this  BiU.      One  is  die  allega- 

on  those  great  and  general  principles  '  tion  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  Oath  of  the 

by  which  we  must   be  guided  on  the    "  '  t  .<  .  .  -,        ■       .  ,      „ 

second  reading.    It  is  not  pleasant,  my 

Lords,  to  find  the  Bill  described  as  a 

Bill  of  spoliation,  a  Bill  of  sacrilege — for 

all  these  terms  I  have  heard — as  a  Bill 
founded  on  fear,  and,  as  a  noble  Duke, 

who  so  lately  presided  over  Ireland  (the 

Duke  of  Aberoom)  said  to-night — and  I 

rejoice  to  think  that  he  was  the  only  one 

of  your  Lordships  who  used  that  lan- 
guage— as  founded  on  the  base  notion 

of  aavandng  party  ends.    I  am  glad  in 

one  sense   that  that  sentiment  is   now 

cheered ;  I  deeply  grieve  for  it  in  an- 
other.    I  have  always  found  it  is  not  a 

good  symptom  of  onr  own  state  of  mind 

when  we  cannot  conceive  the  action  of  an 

opponent  to  be  directed  by  any  but  a 

bad  motive.    I  will  say  no  more  on  that 

Bulnect,  and  I  hope  I  shall  say  nothing 

in  the  address  which  I  have  to  make  to 

your  Lordships  that  will  give  any  such 

offence  as  that  remark  of  the  noble  Duke  , 

has — I  will  confess  it — most  j  ustly  given  to 

me  and  all  connected  with  Her  Uajeety's 

Government.    For,  my  Lords,  I  have  ha.i 

treasured  in  my  heart  for  many  years  the 

sentiment  expressed  by  one  of  the  great 

saints  of  our  English  Church — Hooker 

— that  "the  time  will  come  when  one 

word  spoken  in  charity  will  outweigh 

a  whole  volume  written   in   disdainiul 

sharpness  of  wit."  I  hope  I  shall  ad- 
here, through  all  I  have  to  say,  to  this 

determination.  Well,  I  am  to  con- 
sider is  it  sacrilegious  —  this  danger- 
ous,   this  fearfiil,   this   ill-timed  Bill? 

and,  perhaps,  I  ought  to  add,  as  the 

first  approach  to  all  these  disadvantages, 

that  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  ascri  oed 


to  it  the  other  night  —  its    "  und] 
hostility  to    the    ^otestant 
["Hear!"]    And  that  too  is  cheered 


lying 


I  think  I  need  not  dwell  on 
that — irhas  been  so  fully  answered.  In 
the  first  place,  it  was  answered  admir- 
ably by  my  noble  Friend  the  Master  of 
the  RoQs.  It  was  answered  very  tersely 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  ot 
Peterborough],  by  whose  eloquence  the 
House  has  been  so  charmed ;  and  it  was 
also  answered  conclusively  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Uarquess  of  Salisbury) 
who  spoke  from  below  the  Gangway.  I 
really  should  not  hare  alluded  to  it  fur- 
ther had  it  not  been  that  the  noble  Earl 
(theEarl  of  Derby),  who  began  the  debate 
last  night,  seemed  to  think  that  there  was 
something  in  the  question — at  which  I 
wEis  surprised — and  that  the  noble  Lord 
atthetaole(LordlCedeBdale),  consistently 
enough,  persisted  in  his  original  view  of 
tlie  matter,  and  also  spoke  as  if  there  was 
some  difficult  arising  from  the  Scotch 
'  ■  "  Union.  I  wifi  only  say  of  that 
I  of  all  Acts  of  this  kind,  that  it 
rests  on  principles  admitted  by  everyone 
— namely,  that  an  oath  is  simply  calling 
God  to  witness  a  solemn  compact,  which 
compact  being  dissolved  by  those  who 
entered  into  it  the  oath  has  performed 
the  whole  of  its  functions.  But  the 
noble  Iiord  at  the  table  put  this  ques- 
tion —  "  What  do  yon  say  to  my  propo- 
sition, that  if  I  had  taken  that  oatii  as  a 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  I 
could  not  possibly  vote  for  this  Bill?" 
To  my  mind  it  is  an  impossible  supposi- 
tion, for  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Eng- 
glish  people  would  he  guilty,  as  another 
nation  has  been,  ofthe  absurdity  of  call- 
ing upon  the  Legislature  to  take  any 
such  oath.  How  far  the  oaths  taken  by 
the  French  Lenslature  were  euccessfiil 
in  meeting  the  mffioultiee  they  were  in- 
tended to  deal  with  I  leave  to  those  who 
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mfself  ftirther  with  these  two  difflcol- 
ties,  which  it  might  be  supposed  had  not 
wholly  escaped  my  attention,  as,  in  fact, 
they  were  brought  under  my  notioe  many 
years  wo.  We  next  come  to  the  question 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union,  on  which,  to  mr 
surprise,  the  noble  Earl  who  commenoed 
the  debate  last  night  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
insisted,  and  which  was  pi-eviously  more 
fuUy  expounded  hj  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Chelmsford)  who 
usually  sita  below  the  noble  Earl.  Ha 
said  that  there  was  formerly  an  Irish 
Parliament,  and  that  it  was  diasolred  on 


are  acquainted  with  the  histoiy  of  that 
oountij  to  determine;  but,  as  regards 
myself,  I  ssy  that  it  is  impossible  that  I 
should  erer  take  an.  oath  against  legis- 
lative  action,  and  as  regards  the  English 
nation,  it  is  impossible  that  thoy  should 
have  devised  it.  Therefore  no  &eeh 
difficult'  is  presented  to  my  mind  by  the 
noble  Lord  s  asking  me  such  a  ques- 
tion. Further,  we  are  told — and  this 
is  another  difficult  which  would  have 
presented  itself  to  my  mind  as  insuper- 
able— that  we  are  committing  sacrilege 
in  dealing  at  all  with  the  funds  at  the 

present  moment  devoted  to  what  is  called  the  faith  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  that 
the  National  Church  in  Ireland.  That !  that  document  contained  clauses  that 
subject  was  also  admirably  dealt  with  by  ,  were  to  be  for  ever  binding  upon  us. 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  8t.  The  noble  and  learned  LoA  went  on 
DaTiiTs),  who  spoke  with  such  grave  and  ,  to  say  that  that  Parliament  being  d»- 
stateemanlike  wisdom  in  the  course  of  ceased  it  was  like  a  testator — for  this 
this  debate,  and   who   illustrated  the '  was   the   very  image   the   noble   and 

Eiint  by  the  example  of  St.  Ambrose.  ',  learned  Ixird  used  —  who  had  be- 
nt I  think  I  can  rest  upon  higher  au-  ,  queathed  property  on  conditions,  and 
thority  even  than  that.  We  are  about '  by  whom  you  ooidd  no  longer  be  re- 
to  take  that  which  has  been  devoted !  leased,  since  he  was  dead,  and  that 
hitherto  to  teaching  the  religion  of  our  I  tberefore  you  must  he  bound  for  erer  by 
Saviour.  We  woiUd  willingly — at  least '  the  conditions  which  he  had  imposed  by 
hiswill.  Now,  I,  for  one,  donotregret 
the  decease  of  that  testator.  I  think  that 
as  regards  the  Irish  Parliament,  if  we 
did  not  reflect  a  little  sometimes  on  soma 
of  the  modes  by  which  its  end  was 
brought  about,  we  might  say  that — 

" Noihinf  in  III  lifs 

Beeams  <t  like  lbs  I  earing  II." 
The  Irish  Parliament,  no  doubt,  profes- 
sed to  be  a  National  Parliament;  but 
in  point  of  fact  it  was  just  as  much  s 
National  Parliament  as  the  Church  of 
Ireland  is  a  National  Church.  Indeed, 
I  think  you  cannot  say  that  there  oan 
be — at  all  events  out  of  Ireland  —  a 
National  Church  which  is  not  the 
Church  of  the  nation.  That  ques- 
tion of  the  Oath  and  that  question  of 
the  Treaty  both  depend  upon  the  same 
fallacy.  They  depend  upon  the  fallacy 
of  its  being  posai ble,  unaer  any  circum- 
stanoee,  to  bind  foture  generations  of 
men  to  a  certain  course  of  policy  simply 
by  the  use  of  those  two  words  "for 
ever."  The  noble  Marquess  (the  mar- 
quees of  Salisbury)  exposed  that  fallacy 
completely,  and  I  will  therefore  not  enter 
further  into  it,  but  will  content  myself 
by  merely  adding  that  these  words  "  for 
ever"  are  very  vain  and  presumptuous 
words  to  apply  to  any  oonstruction  of 
man,  whether  material  or  moral.  They 
are  not  word*  &a  man's  me.    Ibey  us 


I  would  willingly — have  it  devoted,  if  it 
were  practicable,  to  the  teaching  of  that 
foith  to  tbe  whole  of  the  Irish  people ; 
but  we  find  it  impossible.  And  are  there 
not  other  uses  without  committing  sacri- 
l^e  to  which  it  may  be  devoted  ?  There 
was  One  who  was  eyes  to  the  blind,  and 
feet  to  the  lame ;  who  went  about  healing 
the  sick,  and  curing  those  who  were 
paralytic,  and  restoring  to  their  right 
reason  those  whose  nunde  were  dis- 
tracted— and  here  I  mnst  remark  that 
there  has  been  an  attempt  to  raise  a 
foolish  laugh  because  it  is  proposed  to 
devote  the  f^ds  to  some  of  the  like 
purposes — would  He  have  regarded  such 
usee  as  those  to  which  we  propose  to 
apply  this  money  as  sacrilegious  r  Are 
we  not  following  His  example  and 
treading  in  His  footsteps  in  so  applying 
&nds  which  cannot  be  directly  applied 
to  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  first 
intended  ?  The  noble  Duke  who  spoke 
&om  the  Benches  above  me  (the  Duke 
of  Butland),  and  one  or  two  other  noble 
Lords,  have  condemned  in  very  strong 
language  our  desire  to  appropriate  this 
jn«perty  to  holy,  and  good,  and  cha- 
ritable purposes,  under  the  allegation 
that  it  was  devoted  to  Ood;  in  other 
words,  they  say  it  is  "  Corhan" — that  has 
been  said  and  has  been  answered 
since;  and  I  think  that  I  need  not  trouble 
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irorse  than  premunptnoaB  —  they  axe 
fbolish,  becaase  they  mislead  those  who 
can  be  misled ;  they  entangle  those  vrho 
can  be  entangled  b;  each  cobwebs ;  and 
ihey  prevent  those  reforms  by  which 
alone  there  is  the  slightest  chance  of 
anything  in  this  world  approximating  to 
duration.  The  moment  you  cease  to  ad- 
Tanoeand  say — "Here  we  will  stand  for 
ever,"  firom  that  moment  yoa  begin  to 
decay  and  to  advance  fast  towards  your 
ruin.  Those  who  trust  in  the  words 
"foroTer,"  and  who  forbear,  from  timid 
superstition,  to  march  on  in  the  path  of 
improrement  which  indicates  the  life 
both  of  nations  and  individuals,  will  find 
that  there  are  two  other  words  more  sad 
which  hare  composed  the  Mi«  jaett  of 
many  a  noble  institution — the  words 
"too  late."  Well,  having  got  rid  of 
these  difficulties,  such  as  they  are,  let 
ns  approach  the  Bill  itself.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  BUI  undoubtedly  is,  that 
property  which  was  intended  not  for  a 
single  portion  of  the  community  alone, 
hut  for  the  whole,  and  which  was  in- 
tended always  and  at  all  times — though 
the  original  mode  of  attaining  the  object 
we  must  now  regard  as  very  absurd — 
for  the  general  education  and  instruc- 
tion in  religion  of  the  whole  people  of 
Ireland,  and  for  the  general  administra- 
tion to  them  of  that  which  constitutes 
the  comfort  of  those  who  belong  to  the 
Church,  shall  be  taken  from  those  few 
who  now  poseeea  it.  That  was  the  intent 
from  the  b^inning.  I  do  not  pause  to 
inquire  whether  the  Synod  of  C^el  de- 
cided anything  about  tithes,  nor  into 
any  other  subject  connected  with  the 
origin  of  these  fiinds.  Whatever  their 
origin,  they  were  intended  to  be  appro- 

L'ated  for  the  benefit,  not  of  the  few, 
b  of  the  many.  I  have  a  witness  to 
call  with  reference  to  this  being  a  reason- 
able construction  of  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Irish  Church  —  a  witness  who  is 
usually  spoken  of  wi&  a  reverence  in 
whioh  I  fblly  share — I  mean  Bishop 
B^kele^,  who  in  his  Qu«riit  puts  these 
two  qneetions — 

"  !■  it  well  to  apply  to  tha  benefit  of  tha  ftw 
that  wbioh  waa  inlended  far  the  beiieBt  of  tha 
■■njrl  .. .  Iiitwsllto  attempt toeonTBrtS  nation 
witbont  onderitanding  tha  language  In  wbioh  th»7 
are  to  ha  addroiaad  I " 

He,  like  most  of  those  who  have  been  con- 
versant with  the  Bubiect,  condnded  that 
it  never  was  nor  could  have  been  the  in- 
tention to  apply  to  a  small  section  of  the 


people  those  endowments  upon  whioh 
reliance  was  to  be  placed  for  the  ad- 
vancement in  true  religion  of  the  whole. 
But  this  difficulty  arose.  You  find  that 
the  Church  Catholic  in  England  reformed 
itself.  It  reformed  itseli,  and  admitted 
by  common  consent  that  process  of  re- 
formation which  ended  in  its  separatioD 
from  the  Church  of  Borne ;  but  that  was 
not  so  much  an  act  of  our  withdrawing 
from  Home  as  an  act  of  Home  choosing 
to  withdraw  from  us.  That  was  the 
course  of  things  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. But  in  the  Church  in  Ireland  this 
never  was  the  case.  The  Church  in  Ire- 
land never  accepted  the  Beformation; 
and  on  this  point  I  differ  entirely  as  to 
matter  of  fact  from  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  last  addressed  your  Lord- 
ships. It  had  forced  upon  it  a  course  of 
reformation  which  it  never  would  adopt 
and  which  it  never  could  be  compelled 
to  adopt.  But  mark  the  inference  I 
draw  from  the  strange  course  of  compul- 
sion which  was  followed.  I  maintain 
that  every  tyrannical  act  of  Henry  VILL. 
and  of  Elizabeth  was  founded  upon  this 
assumption — that  the  Church  was  and 
ought  to  be  the  Church  of  the  nation, 
and  that  the  nation  ought,  by  at  once 
adopting  'the  form  of  worship  which  the 
Sovereign  and  the  Parliament  forced 
upon  them,  to  introduce  those  changes 
which  they  themselves  were  indisposed 
to  make.  So  much  was  tiiat  the  case 
that  the  Acts  of  Parliament  proceeded 
upon  the  principle  of  punishing  by  fine 
and  imprisonment  those  who  did  not  at- 
tend on  the  ministrations  of  the  Church. 
It  was  therefore  intended  that  the  whole 
nation  should  be  instructed,  and  it  was 
intended,  also,  to  bring  them  all  to  one 
mind  by  fines  and  imprisonment.  It  was 
hoped  that,  by  the  adoption  of  this  course, 
all  the  nation  would  nave  the  benefit  of 
these  endowments.  Indeed,  Henry  VLU. 
passed  his  enactments  for  this  specific 
purpose.  Finding  that  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly get  his  measures  passed  through 
the  medium  of  Archbishop  Browne,  of 
Dublin,  who  was  his  agent  in  Ireland, 
because  the  proctors  of  ttie  clergy  in  Ire- 
land had  the  privilege — which  the  proc- 
tors  of  the  English  clergy  never  posses- 
sed— of  sitting  and  voting  in  the  Honse 
of  Commons,  it  was  found  absolutely 
necessary,  in  order  to  cany  these  mea- 
sures into  effect,  that  the  free  voice  of  the 
clergy  should  be  stopped,  and  accord- 
ingly a  statute  was  passed  declaring  that 
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the  proctors  had  no  right  of  voting. 
A^;am,  the  Act  of  Uniformit?  was  in- 
tended for  the  whole  nation.  But  it  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  the  Irish  could 
be  converted  trom  their  errors  through 
the  medium  of  pastors  who  were  igno- 
rant of  the  native  language,  and  a  clause 
was  actually  inserted  in  the  Act  direct- 
ing that,  in  places  where  the  people 
did  not  understand  English,  the  services 
of  the  Church  should  be  performed  in 
Latin.  I  only  mention  this  again  to  show 
that  it  was  intended  that  the  Church 
should  be  the  Church  of  the  people,  and 
not  the  Church  of  a  small  minority. 
If  I  had  spoken  earlier  in  the  debate  I 
could  have  given  you  reports  of  Arch- 
bishops and  Secretaries,  continued  &om 
century  to  century  down  to  the  time  of 
Queen  Anne,  as  to  the  state  and  condi- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  and  the  conse- 
quences of  that  mode  of  proceeding. 
Nothing  could  be  more  frightful,  from 
beginning  to  end,  than  the  conduct  which 
the  English  cleigy,  I  am  ashamed  to  say, 
tookpart  in  almost  down  to  the  time  of 
the  Ihiion — although  there  was  a  visible 
improvement  after  the  devolution.  Sir 
Henry  Sydney  reports  to  Queen  Eliza- 
beth that  there  was  one  diocese  contain- 
ing 218  churches,  100  of  which  were  ap- 
propriated to  secular  uses,  and  those 
were  not  for  the  general  benefit;  that 
in  the  whole  diocese  there  was  not  a 
single  clergyman,  but  only  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  "seven  sorry  curates." 
So  things  went  on.  The  churches  were 
litt«rly  neglected,  and,  &om  time  to  time, 
fell  into  ruin.  A  Bishop  of  one  diocese, 
who  was  also  dean  of  Norwich,  had 
never  even  seen  the  country;  another, 
who  was  Bishop  of  Eilmore  and  Killala, 
two  of  the  richest  Irish  sees,  was  also 
rector  of  Trim ;  and  Sir  John  Davis, 
the  Attorney  General  of  that  day,  said — 
"  there  was  not  a  sonnd  heard  of  sermon 
or  service  throughout  the  two  dioceses." 
That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Irish 
were  to  be  converted  and  persuaded, 
and,  according  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  to  be  brought  to  acquiesce  in  the 
religion  which  it  was  thus  attempted  to 
force  upon  them.  There  can  be  no 
parallel  found  to  this,  except  the  atro- 
cious Penal  Laws  with  which  it  was  again 
attempted  to  force  the  population  of  Ire- 
land to  acquiesce  in  the  Beformation; 
those  laws  as  to  which  even  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  addressed  your  Lord- 
ships with  BO  much  eloquence  the  other 
7%«  lord  ChaneeHor 


evening  said  he  was  almost  prepared  to 
adopt  the  word  "infemal"thathadbeen 
applied  to  them ;  those  laws  by  which  a 
Koman  Catholic  was  prohibited  from  ex- 
ercising the  profession  of  barrister  or  so- 
licitor; oy  which  a  Boman  Catholic  father 
was  reduced  to  the  position  of  a  tenant 
for  life  of  the  property  of  which  he  was  the 
owner  until  his  Protestant  son  came  of 
age;  and  by  which  a  younger  eon  could 
deprive  his  elder  brother  of  his  estate  by 
becoming  a  Protestant ;  those  frightfid 
laws  were  all  the  result  of  this  vain  at- 
tempt to  force  and  coerce  the  people  to 
adopt  a  religion  to  which  the  majori^ 
steadfastly  remained  adverse.  But  these 
scandalous  laws  were  also  an  attempt  at 
Protestant  ascendancy,  and  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, I  believe,  was  fully  justified  in 
attributing  their  origin  to  a  desire  to 
uphold  and  maintain  this  ascendancy. 
Ajiy  person  who  examines  fiurly  the 
history  of  Ireland  cannot  fail  to  come  to 
that  conduaion.  It  was  said,  I  think, 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  the  Church 
and  the  clergy  of  Ireland  were  very 
tolerant  in  themselves,  but  were  com- 
pelled by  England  to  adopt  these  laws ; 
and  the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke  &om 
the  other  end  of  the  House  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  said  something  to 
uie  same  effect  when  he  referred  to 
Poyning's  Act,  and  said  that  the  Irish 
Parliament  were  oompelled  by  the  Eng- 
lish to  adopt  those  proceedings.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  a  table 
has  been  published  in  a  pamphlet  (Dr. 
Brady's)  irfiich  gives  yon  an  atxiount  of 
every  meeting  of  the  Irish  House  of  Peers 
from  the  Bevolution  to  the  Union — and 
it  was  during  that  time  that  these  abomi- 
nable laws  were  passed.  The  table  tells 
UB  when  the  Spiritual  Peers  were  in  a 
majority,  and  this  was  frequently  the 
case,  and  in  no  instance  were  they  ever 
lees  than  one-third  of  the  Peers  present. 
I  am  sorry,  therefore,  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  Church  of  Ireland  did  not  take 
part  in  these  proceedings.  I  promised 
that  I  would  not  enter  into  any  historiral 
details  that  would  weary  the  House,  but 
there  is  one  passage  which  I  wish  to  read 
to  the  House,  because  it  contains  senti- 
ments worthy  of  the  man  who  uttered 
them.  Archbishop  Eing,  in  a  charge 
which  he  delivered  to  his  clergy,  in  1 720, 
says — 

"  U  ons  woald  ehtmt  tbe  ilat*  or  ra1>f[ian  in 
thii  kingdom  in  our  own  time — that  Ji,  lioM  tfa* 
natontioo  of  ttw  Rojsl  Family'   fwhipi  It  will 
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■ppoar  that  tba  Ohnrob  urer  guned  mora  tra« 
inandi  thin  when  tba  oivil  power  gdTa  her 
dootrina  and  irorihip  the  Isut  enoDuragement, 
Dor  loit  more  tha  a^otiooi  &Dd  bearti  of  bar 
paopla  thui  wben  iMmlng  m<at  aaeonrftged." 

And  I  believe  tliat  that  ia  tlie  true  ex- 
poaition  of  all  the  evil  which  has  re-, 
milted  from  aa  attempt  to  force  and  en- 
courage, by  State  protection,  the  religion 
of  the  minori^,  and  to  assert  thereby  a 
supremacy  which  nerer  could  have  been 
asserted  without  tha  aid  of  the  State ; 
and  the  loss  of  which  aid,  which, 
when  the  State  has  been  least  inclined 
to  foster  and  encourage  it,  haa  en- 
abled the  Church  to  win  the  hearts  and 
affections  of  the  people.  I  should  be 
most  sorry,  undoubtodly,  to  say  that  at 
this  day  the  clergymen  of  Ireland  are 
all  men  of  the  stamp  and  character  of 
those  I  have  described  aa  existing  at 
the  earlier  peric)da  of  the  Church.  On 
the  contrary,  I  thiuk  they  have  acted  in 
the  nobleat  manner,  and  that  they  have 
endeavoured,  after  centuries  of  misrule 
and  oppression,  to  secure  for  themselves 
a  place  in  the  hearte  of  the  people.  But 
they  have  been  veiy  late  in  beginning. 
I  am  old  enoi^h  to  remember  tne  time 
when  Irish  Peana  and  Bishopa  were 
more  likely  to  be  met  with  at  Bath  and 
Cheltenham  than  in  Ireland.  It  ia  only 
-within  the  last  forty  years  tliat  any 
serious  change  has  taken  place.  And 
now,  my  Lorda,  I  maintain  that  if  this 
Bill  is  accepted  in  the  spirit  in  which 
I  say  it  was  framed,  then  I  do  see  i 
new  epoch  for  tJie  Church — a  time  ii 
which  she  may  really  venture  to  hope 
to  make  some  conquest  over  that  mass 
of  what  we  regard  aa  Boman  Catholic 
error,  which  she  has  failed  to  do  during 
the  long  period  she  haa  been  supported  by 
the  State.  And  thus  I  come  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Church  has  a  right  to 
continuance  in  respect  of  tlie  work  she 
has  done  ?  I  have,  I  hope,  proved  that 
in  respect  of  these  endowmenta  it  was  the 
intention  that  the  nation  should  be  in- 
structed. Haa  that  duty  been  done  ? 
Has  she  not  in  thia  tailed  utterly  ?  Has 
the  Frotestant  proportion  to  tlie  popular 
tion  increased  dunng  the  last  throe  cen- 
turies? Scarcely  a  whit.  We  have 
heard  from  one  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Tuam)  of  the  prt^^ess  made 
in  certain  parte  of  his  dioceae.  But  this 
argument  can  be  used  in  reference  to  all 
countries.  Has  the  general  character, 
however,  been  changed  one  jot  ?     You 
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have  stUl  only  700,000  Episoopalians 
in  a  population  of  4,600,000.  But  surely 
thia  was  not  the  purpose  ior  which  the 
Church  was  established,  and  surely, 
therefore,  her  purpose  has  not  been  frd- 
filled.  It  ia,  however,  said — "  You  pro- 
pose to  destroy  the  Church — whicn  I 
contend  cannot  be  destroyed  by  any 
human  means — to  ruin  the  Protestant 
religion.  You  have  an  undying  hos- 
tility to  it.  That  is  manifeated  in  every 
page  of  the  Bill ;  by  your  leaving  us  to 
our  own  resourcea,  at  the  end  of  thirteen 
.  .  lurteen  yeara,  and  calling  on  us  to 
do  what  is  done  in  every  colony  of  tha 
British  Empire."  X  have  been  dismayed 
— I  can  say  nothing  less,  being  a  man 
earnestly  devoted  to  the  Church — I  have 
been  dirauayed  at  hearing  aeveral  of  the 
right  rev.  IVelatea  aaying — ' '  The  Church 
islost  if  you  diaeatablish  it.  We  can- 
not compete  with  Home.  See  all  her 
advantagea ;  see  what  influ^ice  she  has 
over  the  people.  We  cannot  attain 
that."  It  is  miaerable — is  it  not — to 
hear  that  said  ?  If  I  believed  it  I  could 
only  reply — "  If  the  Church  of  England, 
as  established  in  Ireland,  has  become  so 
degenerate  by  this  fostering  and  protec- 
tion— aa  it  is  called,  but  wmch  is  simply 
destruction — the  more  heartily  do  I  con- 
cur in  thia  measure."  We  heard  no- 
thing of  that  kind  from  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Lichfidd)  who 
preceded  my  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
Look  at  what  he  has  done  in  his  see  I 
See  how  his  own  colonial  bishopric  has 
branched  out;  see  all  that  has  been 
accomplished  by  his  enei^  and  zeal. 
I  wish,  with  all  my  heart,  that  he 
were  to  be  at  the  head  of  the  Ghnrch 
Body  which  is  to  be  formed  in  Ireland, 
and,  knowing  hia  energy,  I  have  little 
doubt  of  what  the  reault  would  be.  It 
ia  my  delight  and  my  joy,  with  regard  to 
the  ChurcD  of  England,  that  her  words 
are  heard  in  all  lands — ^that  her  words 
have  gone  out  to  the  end  of  the  world. 
We  have  heard  of  the  boast  which  used 
to  be  made  by  the  monarchs  of  Spain 
— that  the  aun  never  set  on  their  domi- 
nions. Queen  Victoria  has  a  atill  higher 
glory,  for  there  ia  not  one  hour  of  the 
twen^-four  in  which  the  Lord's  Prayer 
ia  not  offered  up  in  the  English  tongue 
on  some  part  of  the  globe.  Haa  that 
been  done  by  Establishmenta — haa  that 
been  done  by  endowments?  I  was 
grieved,  my  Lords,  to  perceive  that  the 
most  rev.  Primate,  who  delivered  so  ad- 
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minble  an  addreee  on  the  finrt  night  of 
the  debate,  seemed  to  share  to  some  ex- 
tent in  this  despair.  Surely  vhen  he 
Bpoka  of  tbe  voraatary  eystem  as  being 
everf  where  a  £ulare,  he  must  hare  for- 
rotten  what  lias  been  done  byhimaelf  and 
lis  predecessor,  through  roluntary  contri- 
hnbons,  for  the  erection  of  churches  and 
increase  of  spiritual  instruction  thnmgh- 
out  this  metropolis.  They,  by  Tohmtary 
ezertioiis,  raised  Bume  of  rest  magnitude 
and  erected  many  ohurches.  I  know 
other  Prelates  who  have  done  the  same. 
The  Toluntai7  E^stem  in  connection  with 
the  Established  Church  of  England  has 
sent  Bishops  to  erery  quarter  of  the 
world.  It  lias  sent  forty  or  fifty  Bishops 
to  the  colonies;  it  has  erected  very 
many  churches  and  numerous  schools. 
Everywhere  at  home  and  abroad  she 
has  enlarged  her  bounds.  The  noble 
Earl  (the^larl  of  Derby)  told  us  last 
ni^t  that  the  Boman  Catholic  priost 
forced  contributi<»is  out  of  the  laity  by 
spiritual  force,  and  that  therefore  the 
Protestant  minister  could  sot  cope  with 
him.  What  a  way  of  talMng  Qtat 
Some  may  regard  ^e  Irish  IU)msu  Ca- 
tholic as  a  machine,  but  I  look  upon 
him  as  a  man,  and  I  say  that,  if 
the  priest  is  able  to  do  what  the  noble 
Earl  says,  the  people  must  of  their  own 
will  submit  to  it.  If  the  priest  can  raise 
these  fimds  without  an  Establishment,  is 
it  not  a  shame  for  ns  of  the  fieformed 
Church  to  say — "We  have  been 
tained  by  State  funds  for  300  years ;  but 
leave  ns  unsupported,  and  in  a  voiy  short 
time  yoa  will  find  that  we  are  not  able 
to  do  what  the  Boman  Catholic  priests 
do — sustain  and  uphold  our  position  ?  " 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  in  such  a  re- 
sult. I  do  not  believe  that  our  Church 
depends  upon  any  endowment ;  and  I  do 
believe  that  the  provisions  contained  in 
the  Bill  will  be  found  amply  sufficient  to 
enable  the  Church  to  contmue  her  work 
of  great  useftdaess ;  but  I  also  believe 
that  the  success  of  a  Church  in  any 
quarter  of  the  world  must  depend  on  the 
activity,  energy,  and  zeal  of  its  ministers. 
A  Chimsh  which  retained  its  hold  upon 
the  affections  of  its  people  might  in- 
deed be  disestablished  and  disendowed 
— but  its  destruction  cannot  be  accom- 
plished in  any  other  way  than  by  losing 
those  affections.  The  question  has  been 
raised  how  far  we  have  any  right  to 
deal  with  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church 
m  the  way  proposed — namely,  by  hand- 
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ing  them  over  for  duritabie  pniposes. 
Now,  my  Lords,  if  you  find  property 
given  for  the  religions  instruction  of 
a  nation,  but  that  the  nation  cannot 
agree  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that  in- 
struction is  to  be  given,  you  must  taka 
some  means  of  disposing  of  that  pto- 
perty  for  purposes  as  nrariy  as  posmble 
analogous  to  that  for  which  it  was  wigi- 
naUy  intended.  I  brfieve  tiutt  propo- 
sition  is  just  beyond  dispute.  But  then 
it  is  said — "You  not  only  risk  the  Es- 
tablishment in  England,  but  you  risk  the 
institutions  of  property  alto^ther."  I 
do  not  see  how  soch  a  positton  can  be 
seriously  maintained.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Feterborongfa) 
said  that  property  was  no  doubt  differmt 
when  held  by  individuals  &om  what  it 
was  when  held  by  corporations.  So  t»x 
I  am  thoukfal  to  him  for  having  made 
that  admission ;  but  it  is  no  more  than  I 
had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  logical 
manner  in  which  he  conducted  his  argu- 
ment. I  do  not,  however,  find  that  t£at 
admiflson  was  made,  on  a  formw  oc- 
casion, by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  sits  on  my  left  (Lord  Cairns).  He 
said — 


bodf,  but  U>  the  iaditidail  oorpontloD*  b 
tbs  Arebblabop*,  the  Blsbop^  cler^,  >nd  deus 
■oil  chapter!  ;  ftnd."  be  >dd*d,  "  when  Jkmai  1. 
made  \gruit,  of  the  glebes  af  Ulttnr,  it  «>•  to  tba 
iocambent  and  hii  >uoceii«ra  in  free  ■Ima— that 
i),  gubject  (d  certain  dntlee  to  be  ptrfbrmed  ;  and 
the  (eDura  ii  the  lame  u  that  b;  whiah  jour 
l.ordihip*  hold  roar  eitstM,  oaoMl;,  tlwt  of  &•• 

No  doubt  that  is  the  case  in  a  certain 
sense ;  so  far  as  both  are  tenures  sanc- 
tioned by  the  law.  Bat  if  the  noble  Lend 
meant  by  that  statement  that  your  Lord- 
ships bold  your  estates  on  exactly  the 
same  tenure  aa  the  glebes  of  Ulster  are 
held,  I  difiiar  from  TiJTn  Mitirely ;  because 
the  latter  are  held  subject  to  the  perfor- 
mance of  certain  duties  which,  if  not 
performed,  would  become  the  suUect  of 
proceedings  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
while  your  Lordships  hold  your  estates 
under  no  such  conditions.  But  further 
than  that,  the  Ulster  glebes  are  coiporate 
property  in  the  sense  in  which  Hallam 
uses  that  term.  In  drawing  a  distinction 
between  the  Gonstitutianal  Law  and  the 
Mimicipal  Law,  and  in  considering  this 
question  as  a  question  of  Constitutional 
law,  he  says  that,  although  corporate 
property  is  held  by  exactly  the  same 
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title  ae  that  of  indiTidaalB,  yet  the  dif- 
ferenoe  in  dealing  with  it  is  this — that 
b;  long  habit  men  have  acciuired  not 
oolythe  right  to  tranamit  to  their  descend- 
ants the  property  which  they  possess, 
bat  the  further  right  of  transmitting  it 
by  will ;  while  a  corporation  has  no  sach 
rights ;  it  Dontinnally  exists  for  the  par- 
poses  for  vhich  it  was  formed,  and  whea 
these  purposes  cease  the  oorporatioa 
legitin^tely  comes  to  an  end.  That  is 
Ur.  Hallam's  doctrine,  and  I  accede  to 
it  fiilly.  I  admit  that  there  is  a  line 
tacked  to  the  end  of  that  paragraph, 
which  has  been  quoted  against  the  view 
of  the  Ooremment,  and  as  limiting  the 
application  of  what  I  have  read  to  cor- 
porate property  to  which  there  is  no 
expectation  of  sucoeasion,  and  as  there- 
fore taking  the  ease  of  the  curates  of  the 
Irish  Establishment  out  of  the  question. 
The  general  principle,  however,  is  clear, 
and  every  constitutional  lawyer  will  tell 
you  that  you  are  at  liberty  to  deal  with 
corpcnrate  property  upon  a  very  different 
footing  &om  that  upon  which  you  can 
deal  with  private  property.  And  even 
ondei  ordinary  law  the  same  difference 
arises  between  the  two  classes  of  pro- 
perly. Thus,  if  you  find  any  property 
devoted  to  a  charitable  use,  and  the  pur- 
pose of  that  use  cannot  be  fulfilled,  whe- 
ther by  original  defect  in  the  grant  or 
&om  the  expiration  of  time,  so  that  the 
us^  have  come  to  an  end,  in  either  case 
the  Court  of  Chancery  has  power  to  deal 
with  the  property.  And  very  strangely 
it  has  dealt  with  it.  InLordHardwicke's 
time,  a  Jewish  testator  disposed  of  his 
property  for  the  education  of  Jewish 
cbiMren,  and  that  being  an  unlawfol 
use,  Lord  Hardwicke  devoted  it  to  the 
puiTMseB  of  a  foundling  hospital.  But  in 
Parliament  we  rise  higher  than  the  Court 
of  Chancery  in  this  matter.  We  come 
here  to  enact  a  measure  which  is  required 
by  the  great  exigencies  of  the  whole 
country,  and  it  wiU  not  do  to  tell  us  that 
if  we  wtere  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  we 
should  be  met  with  the  remark  that  we 
have  still  700,000  members  of  the  cor- 
poration left,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
must  go  on  applying  the  property  as 
before.  If  that  view  were  to  be  admitted, 
it  would  not  much  matter,  as  was  ob- 
served by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  who  felt 
how  impossible  it  would  be  to  maintain 
the  position,  whether  the  number  of 
ben^Lciaries  was  700,000, 700,  or  seventy. 
It  is  impossible  that  such  a  proposition 
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ipported  for  a 
a  case  as  the  present.  When  you  ci 
to  a  class  of  property  inadequately  effect- 
ing the  purposes  for  which  it  is  intended, 
the  Le^slature  has,  on  every  occasion, 
dealt  with  it.  I  wiU  venture,  my  Lords, 
to  answer  the  question  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Beaesdale)  put  to  us  in  the 
early  part  of  the  disinission — namely, 
what  instances  coold  be  g^ven  of  any 
Parliamentary  dealing    with  corporate 

a  arty.  Kow,  my  Lords,  I  will  not  go 
to  the  reign  of  Henry  Vi±L.,  be- 
cause I  do  not  much  admire  the  way  in 
which  that  Sovereign  dealt  with  corpo- 
rate property;  and,  besides,  if  we  come 
to  treat  of  tithes,  the  taking  of  which 
the  same  noble  Lord  specify  referred 
to  as  sacrilege,  quoting  the  Prophet 
Halachi  for  his  purpose,  I  am  a&aid 
there  are  many  of  your  Lordships 
who  take  a  beneficial  interest  in  pro- 
perty which  formerly  came  under  that 
denomination.  My  ancestors  do  not 
mount  up  to  that  period  of  time  which 
would  enable  me  to  partake  of  the 
bounty  of  that  Monarch,  but  I  believe 
there  are  many  noble  Lords  now  in  this 
House  who  still  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his 
liberality.  But,  my  Lord,  without  going 
BO  far  back  into  history,  I  may  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  Parliament  has  dealt, 
and  dealt  very  largely,  with  the  TTniver- 
sities.  Ton  have  applied  their  properly 
in  a  very  different  way  from  what  was 
its  orig^al  destination.  You  have  dealt 
with  ecclesiastical  property,  and  you 
have  dealt  with  it  very  largely,  handing 
over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  CommissionerB 
large  masses  of  property  which  were  for- 
merly held  by  the  deans  and  chapters. 
And  you  have  done  more  than  that,  for 
you  have  apphed  to  Lancashire  and  to 
Yorkshire  funds  of  which  the  districts 
where  these  deans  and  canons  resided, 
including  Westminster,  formerly  had  the 
sole  benefit.  What  have  you  done  in 
the  case  of  the  municipal  eorporationa  ? 
Why,  tmtil  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  was  passed,  every  corporation  was 
at  liberty  to  deal  with  its  property  as 
it  pleased,  provided  it  did  not  actually 
put  it  into  tiie  pockets  of  the  individu^ 
corporations.  By  some  it  was  spent  in 
dinners ;  the  Liverpool  Corporation  ap- 
plied large  sums  m  payment  of  the 
cler^,  which  was  a  much  better  use  of 
it.  You  passed  the  Corporations  Act, 
and  by  it  you  prevented  them  from  deal- 
ing with  their  own  property.  The 
K  2  {^Second  Raiding— Fowrih  ^ifM._ 
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would  happen,  endeavoi 
away  with  £180,000  of  their  property  in 
endowing  churches  in  Liverpool;  but 
this  waa  contrary  to  the  provisioiis  of 
the  Act,  and  though  the  Act  waa  not 
in  force,  but  only  in  contemplation  when 
that  was  done,  such  an  employment 
of  the  money,  which  might  nave  been 
made  without  question  if  the  Corpora- 
tions Act  had  not  been  in  pn^ress, 
waa  held  to  be  a  frand  upon  the  Act, 
and  they  were  compelled  to  refimd. 
Property,  therefore,  which  they  might 
have  dealt  with  only  a  week  before  waa 
taken  from  them  and  applied  to  a  differ- 
ent, but  BtUl  very  nsefiil  purpose.  Now, 
what  do  we  do  in  this  case?  By  the 
measure  now  under  consideration  we 
take  away  from  the  particular  body  pro- 
perty which  is  corporation  property,  and 
we  do  not  put  it  into  any  persons' 
pockets  whatever,  but  we  apply  it  to 
useful  general  purposes,  and  to  purposes 
which  the  pubGc  will  accept,  instead  of 
those  to  wtiich,  unfortunately,  they  can- 
not be  prevailed  upon  to  consent.  I 
apprehend,  under  that  state  of  circum- 
etances,  that  I  have  shown  the  Bill  to  be 
a  just  Bill,  and  being  just,  that  it  is  also 
politic — Bseuming  that  it  is  desired ;  for 
a  just  thing  may  be  impolitic  if  you  can- 
not get  the  feeling  of  mankind  to  go 
with  you.  The  only  remaining  point, 
then,  is  this — Is  the  verdict  of  the  coun- 
try in  favour  of  this  BillP  If  there  be 
one  thing  more  surprising  than  another, 
it  is  the  various  attempts  which  have 
been  made  to  negative  that  verdict ;  and 
yet  I  think  there  is  hardly  any  question 
less  capable  of  bein^  aigued  as  to  dises- 
tablishment primanly,  still  less  as  to 
disendowment.  Why,  at  the  time  of 
the  Qeneral  Election  the  country  was 
keenly  alive  to  all  that  had  been  going 
on  in  the  late  Parliament  with  reference 
to  the  Suspensory  Bill ;  its  attention  was 
directed  to  all  the  ai^uments  that  had 
been  adduced  on  one  side  and  on  the 
other,  and  the  people  having  been  lately 
intrusted  with  an  extended  franchise 
were  all  the  more  likely  to  be  alive  to 
their  newly  acquired  power,  especially 
when  it  was  said,  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  other — "We  have  referred 
this  subject  to  the  verdict  of  the  country, 
and  by  that  we  will  abide."  By  that 
declaration  we,  upon  this  side  of  the 
House,  certainly  understood  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  would  be  bound ;  but  we 
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are  now  told  that  what  was  meant  waa 
— "  If  the  verdict  is  against  us,  we  shall 
resign  and  cease  to  be  Ministers."  Of 
course  when  that  statement  is  made  we 
cannot  do  otherwise  than  accept  the 
view  which  is  put  before  ua.  But  the 
statement,  I  think,  must  really  have 
meant  more  than  noble  Lords  at  present 
are  disposed  to  imagine.  To  say  that 
you  will  go  to  the  conntiy  upon  certain 
propositions  ;  to  discuss  them  in  Parlia- 
ment, upon  the  hustings,  and  at  public 
meetings ;  to  instruct  yoitt  constituents 
in  every  way  with  regard  to  them ; — and 
then  when  you  are  returned,  with  a 
lai^  majori^  against  you,  to  assert 
that  you  simply  expressed  your  willing- 
ness to  resign,  is,  it  seems  to  me,  placing 
a  limited  construction  upon  the  terms 
which  yon  yourselves  employed.  Aa  to 
disestablishment,  it  has  been  admitted 
by  almost  every  speaker  that  the  coun- 
try pronounced  rally  upon  that  point. 
One  word  as  to  disendowment.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough) of  whom  I  have  already 
spoken,  does  conceive  that  the  verdict 
pronounced  was  only  partial — that  the 
question  of  glebe  lands  and  others 
was  not  considered  by  the  country. 
All  these  hereafter  will  form  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion;  but  as  to  the  great 
and  general  question,  whether  it  is  right 
that  this  Church  property  should  be 
longer  applied  to  its  present  limited 
uses,  instead  of  for  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  country,  he  admitted  distinctly 
that  the  national  verdict  had  been  fully 
and  clearly  pronounced — that  is  to  say, 
upon  the  proposition  of  disendowment. 
If  that  be  so,  what  have  we  to  bring  for- 
ward in  support  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  We  have  first  the  existence 
of  injustice  which  cannot  be  denied  ;  we 
have  next  the  verdict  of  the  country 
in  favour  of  the  course  that  we  pro- 
posed; being,  therefore,  both  just  and 
desired  by  the  people,  the  measure  is 
also  politic.  A  question  might  arise — I 
simply  glance  at  it — assuming  the  mea- 
sure to  be  aa  I  have  described,  how  for 
it  is  right  and  proper  that  it  should  be 
brought  forwara  at  this  time,  and  why 
it  should  have  been  bo  long  delayed. 
It  has  been  delayed  because  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  getting  the  people  of  Ireland, 
or  the  great  majority  of  them,  to  agree 
upon  the  mode  of  disposinK  of  the  -ptty 
ceeds.  The  last  and  on^  remaining 
point,  and  the  queotion  now  bef^  your 
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LordehipB,  is  this — vliether  or  not  you 
will  OAsent  to  the  Becond  reading.  I  told 
you  I  would  not  say  a  word  upon  the 
olausee.  I  do  not  think  it  reasonable 
that  the  House  should  be  wearied  with 
the  discussion  of  clauses,  except  so  far 
as  may  be  necessary  to  indicate  those 
clauses,  which  by  providing  for  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment  em- 
body the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill. 
It  uien  remains  for  you  to  say  whe- 
ther —  the  country  having  thus  pro- 
nounced its  verdict,  and  tlus  Bill  hav- 
ing been  sent  up  to  you  by  a  majority 
larger,  I  believe,   thi  '   ' 


r  will  1 


so  vast  a  cliange — ^ron  will 
give  to  it  that  caua  consideration  and 
revision  which  a  discusssion  of  tbe 
clauseB  will  enable  yon  to  do,  or  whe- 
ther you  will — almost  I  must  add,  con- 
temptuoudy — reject  the  measure?  I  do 
not  believe  that  you  will  contemptuously 
reject  it.  But  I  did  not  hear  trom  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  what 
from  his  great  experience  in  political 
matters  and  the  position  he  has  bo  fre- 
quently held  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  should  e^dally  like  to  have 
beard — what  it  is  ttiat  be  would  propose 
to  do  if  he  were  still  holding  the  helm, 
what  he  would  propose  to  do  with,  re- 
ference to  the  Irish  Church  and  to  the 
fiiture  after  this  Bill  shall  have  been 
rejected?  Does  he  suppose  that  the 
Church  can  stand  in  its  present  position^ 
I  bold  not ;  first,  because  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Boyal  Commission  o\ 
Inquiry ;  and  next,  because  of  the  dis- 
tiact  declaration  of  the  present  Viceroy 
of  India  in  favour  of  the  process  of 
levelling  up.  It  seems,  therefore,  that 
he  wouM  not  have  left  matters  as  tbey 
are.  But  if  a  change  is  to  come,  surely 
that  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  reading  the 
BiU  a  second  time,  whatever  view  the 
House  m^  be  disposed  to  take  of  the 
clauses.  I  assume  also  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  be  prepared  to  recom- 
mend the  rejection  of  a  Bill  supported  by 
60  large  a  majority  "elsewhere,"  unless 
he  knew  the  course  whicb  be  would  be 
prepared  to  follow  in  the  event 
rejection.  I  heard  not  a  word  from  him 
on  that  point;  I  heard  very  little  in- 
deed Siom.  anybody  of  what  was  U>  be 
done  if  the  Bill  were  thrown  out.  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  be  informed 
upon  that  poiat ;  and,  further,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  noble  Lords  imagine 
would  be  the  effect  of  throwing  out  the 


Bill  without  any  such  declaration  as  to 
the  future.  I  bope  that  your  Lordships 
will  agree  to  the  second  reading.  I  am 
certain  you  will  not  be  influenced  by 
fear  or  intimidation — but  I  will  not  talk 
that — I  think,  indeed,  we  have  had 
rather  too  much  talk  of  it  already.  Tou 
will  neither  be  coerced  by  fear  to  do 
that  which  you  choose  not  to  do,  nor, 
as  has  been  already  said,  will  you  be 
actuated  by  the  scarcely  less  base  fear 
of  being  tbougbt  afraid.  But  there  are 
certain  kinds  of  fear  whicb  may  in- 
fluence you,  and  justly  influence  you, 
as  I  beUeve  they  will  do,  in  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question.  You  will,  I 
am  sure,  fear  to  do  a  discourtesy ;  you 
will  fear  to  a&ont  without  any  object 
except  to  a&ont ;  you  will  fear  to  com- 
mit injustice,  which  you  may  do  if, 
having  no  definite  policy,  you  will  not 
consitkr  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  which 
at  least  attempts  a  policy.  And  there- 
fore I  hope  that,  under  the  influence  of 
those  feelings,  your  Lordships  will  be 
induced  to  give  this  measure  a  second 
reading,  an<^  that  once  being  done,  that 
you  will  come  to  consider  its  clauses 
deliberately  and  calmly  in  Committee, 
and  that  with  such  Amendmeiite  and 
improvements  as  in  your  wisdom  you 
may  introduce,  you  will  be  able  to  pro- 
duce a  Bill  which  will  be  satisfactory  in 
this  respect  at  least — that  it  will  show 
to  all  concerned  in  it  that  all  parties  in 
the  State  desire  to  bring  about  a  better 
feeling  and  a  happier  union  in  a  dis- 
tracted country.  You  heard,  my  Lords, 
a  touching  narration  &om  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Lichfield)  of 
what  occurred  to  himself  in  New  Zea- 
land, where  an  Irish  Soman  Catholic 
offered  to  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England  the  shelter  of  his  tent,  remark- 
ing, after  the  offer  had  been  accepted, 
"  What  would  be  said  if  this  were  seen 
in  Ireland?"  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
drew  from  that  a  conclusion  which,  with 
his  logical  mind,  appeared  to  me  to  be  a 
singular  one — namely,  that  there  was  no 
harm  in  Establishment  and  no  heart* 
burning  arising  from  it.  The  anecdote 
itself  seemed  to  me  to  supply  the  answer 
to  that.  The  circumstances  occurred  in 
New  Zealand,  where  there  is  no  religious 
Establishment,  and  the  remark  <S  the 
man  was  that  nobody  woidd  believe  it  in 
Ireland — a  country  where  there  is  such 
an  Establishment.  I  trust,  my  Lords, 
that  with  the  aid  of  Bishops  and  dei^ 
I  \_Seeond  Reading — Fourth  Sight. 
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of  the  right  rer.  Prelate's  own  temper 
and  Hpirit  in  Lreland,  after  this  Bill 
passes,  we  may  attain  there  the  happy 
end  that  he  dedres — the  end  of  men  of 
different  creeds  living  in  peace,  in  love, 
and  in  charity  toge^er ;  and  I  see  no- 
thing in  thismeasure  to  prevent,  hutmuch 
that  is  calculated  to  promote,  that  result. 
LoKD  CAIRNS :  My  Lorfs,  as  1  ga- 
ther that  there  is  a  general  desire  on 
the  part  of  your  Lordships  that  this 
debate  should  terminate  to-night.  I 
feel  that,  even  at  the  risk  of  interposing 
between  other  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  who  may  desire  to  take 
part  in  the  discussion,  it  woidd  be  im- 
proper for  me  to  allow  it  to  dose  without 
venturing  to  offer  to  your  Lordships 
some  observadons  on  the  great  question 
which  we  have  to  decide.  My  Lords, 
there  are  at  least  two  very  good  reasons 
why  I  should  endeavour  to  compress, 
within  the  smallest  compass  that  the 
case  admits  of,  those  observations.  In 
the  first  place,  my  Lords,  by  your  favour 
and  forbearance,  I  was  permitted  last 

J 'ear  at  great,  and  I  fear  inconvenient, 
ength  to  address  you  on  a  subject  then 
under  consideration,  which  was  to  a 
great  extent  cognate  to  the  present.  My 
Lords,  the  second  reason  is  the  exhaust- 
ive character  of  the  present  debate.  The 
noble  £!arl  the  President  of  the  Council 
in  addressing  your  Lordships  the  other 
night  said  be  ^It  great  difficulty  in  fol- 
lowing a  speech  such  as  had  been  de- 
livered immediately  before  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  presides  over  the  dio- 
cese of  Peterborough.  Your  Lordships 
will  remember  the  effect  which  that 
speech  had  on  this  House— a  speech  re- 
markable not  only  for  the  splendour  of 
its  eloquence  and  the  brilliancy  of  its 
thought,  but  also  for  the  deep  and  broad 
current  of  reasoning  and  reflection  which 
nnder-ran  the  whole.  My  Lords,  if  the 
noble  Earl  found  it  difficult  to  follow  that 
n>eech  in  the  character  of  a  respondent, 
I  can  also  assore  your  Lordships  that 
every  person  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  has  attempted  to  follow  it  and  pur- 
sue the  same  hue  of  argument  has  felt 
the  difficulty  which  it  was  natural  to 
experience — lest  by  touching  again  on 
those  topics  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
had  touched  harm  and  not  benefit  might 
be  done  to  his  cause. 

My  Lords,  in  order  to  make  the  best 
use  of  the  time  that  remains,  I  would 
venture,  in  the  first  place,  to  put  aside 
2%»  Lord  ChaneeUor 


such  subjects  as  have  been  frequently  re- 
ferred to,  and  on  which  I  projpoee  to  detain 
your  Lordships  for  but  a  few  moments. 
I  will  refer  first  to  the  Coronation 
Oath.  I  have  often  had  occasion  to  ad- 
dress your  Lordships  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church,  but  upon  no  occasion 
has  any  word  upon  the  interpretation  of 
the  Coronation  Oath  ever  fallen  from  me. 
My  Lords,  I  should  puraue  the  same 
course  at  the  present  tirae  but  for  one 
consideration — that  the  arguments  which 
have  been  advanced  in  relation  to  that 
Oath  necessarily  touch  feelings  and  in- 
terest«  which  are  not  represented  in 
either  House  of  Parliament;  and  I  think 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  both  those  who 
support  and  of  those  who  oppose  this 
measure  to  state  frankly  and  fairly  what 
their  opinion  on  that  subject  is.  My 
Lords,  much  as  I  dislike  this  measure,  I 
entirely  refuse  to  base  my  opposition  to 
it  upon  arguments  that  do  not  satisfy 
my  own  mind.  And  I  have  never  been 
able  to  satisfy  my  mind  that  the  object 
or  the  meaning  of  the  Coronation  Oath 
was  such  that,  if  any  measure  of  pubUo 
legislation  should  be  presented  to  the 
Sovereign  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parha- 
ment,  the  Sovereign  was  bound  by  that 
Oath  to  refuse  assent  to  the  measure. 
And,  my  Lords,  even  if  there  were  any 
doubt  on  that  subject,  remembering  as 
I  do  that  the  whole  contents  of  the  Oatli 
are  over-ridden  by  the  preliminary  words, 
"to  the  utmost  of  my  power" — I  have 
never  been  able  to  see  how,  tuder  a 
constitutional  government,  when  the 
time  has  arrived  at  whidi,  following 
constitutional  precedents,  the  Sovereign 
is  unable  any  longer  to  restrain  tae 
progress  of  a  measure— I  have  never 
been  able  to  understand  how,  with  those 
words  at  the  commencement  of  the  Oath, 
the  Oath  continued  any  longer  to  have 
any  operation,  such  as  has  been  con- 
tended for. 

My  Lords,  I  pass  from  that  and  oome 
to  some  other  arguments  which  have 
been  very  fr«quentTf  used  in  this  debate. 
The  charges  made  against  the  Irish 
Church  have  been  these — that  it  is  a 
badge  of  conquest — that  it  does  not  Ailfil 
its  mission — that  it  is  a  wicked  thing, 
because  it  had  taken  a  great  part  ISO  or 
200  vears  ago  in  the  passing  of  some 
penal  statutes  in  Ireland.  Now,  these  are 
arguments  which  ought  to  be  conridered ; 
but  I  own  they  always  have  appeared  to 
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me  to  bear  a  very  strong  resemblance  to 
Bome  other  arguments  vhich  your  Lord- 
^ipB,  perhaps,  remember  were  used  in 
a  fable  vhiob  is,  I  think,  more  frequently 
read  by  persons  less  advanced  in  life 
ttian  your  Lordships  are.  Your  Lord- 
ships recollect  that  when  the  wolf  con- 
ceived the  time  had  arrived  for  the  de- 
struction —  perhaps  I  oueht  to  say  the 
duestablifihment  —  of  the  lamb,  he  con- 
dscted  his  proceedings  to  that  end  in  a 
highly  argmnentatiTe  manner.  He  stated 
eeyernl  reasons  why  the  lamb  oup;ht  to 
be  deetrcTfed.  The  Iamb  also  took  part 
in  that  discusaion ;  and,  as  well,  as  I 
remember,  it  has  generally  been  con- 
aidered  that  the  Iamb  had  upon  all  the 
points  deddedly  the  best  of  the  argu- 
ment. Bat,  my  Lords,  notwithstand- 
ing, the  conohision  was  a  forgone  one, 
and  the  aivuments  of  the  lunb  were  of 
so  avail,  ^w,  I  own  it  always  appeared 
to  me  that  the  three  tu^iunentd  to  which 
I  have  referred  were  very  much  like 
argnments  invented  by  those  who  had, 
in  the  first  instance,  arrived  at  the  cou- 
ctusion  th^  sought  to  att^n.  Let  us 
take  the  fixst — the  Church  is  a  badge  of 
conquest.  Now,  I  want  to  know  what 
conquest.  When  was  Ireland  conquered  ? 
Was  Ireland  conquered  as  a  B<»zian  Ca- 
thotie  country  by  £ngland  as  a  Protest- 
ant country?  Ireland  was  conquered 
three  centuries  and  a-half  before  the 
Beformation.  How  did  it  cwne  to  be 
conquered  F  It  was  conquered  because 
tie  Pope  of  that  time  requested  Henry  H. 
to  undertake  the  conquest,  to  carry,  as  he 
said,  the  true  Christian  faith  to  those  bar- 
barous and  unhappy  tribes.  Accordingly 
the  conquest  was  undertaken  and  accom- 
plidied.  What  was  the  result  of  the 
conquest  ?  The  first  introduction  of  Ho- 
maniam  into  Ireland  was  the  result  of 
that  conquest.  From  that  time  to  the 
Reformation  was  Ireland  in  a  state  of 
happisess,  repose,  and  harmo^  among 
an  dasses  of  its  inhabitants ?  we  know 
exactly  the  contrary.  There  was  no 
period  in  the  history  of  Ireland  when 
oisoiders,  anarchy,  and  bloodshed,  bitter 
Bnimom^,  and  hostility  prevailed  to  a 
greater  extent.     I  will  simply  remind 

Cwhat  a  Boman  Catholic  historian 
told  us  about  it.  Mr.  Moore  says — 
"  At  tbe  p«riod  «li«D  ill  were  of  om  Tuth,  tb« 
Church  of  tha  Goiemment  and  the  Church  of 
tin  peopla  oF  Ireluid  ware  (linoiC  >■  moeh  lepa- 
nied  fnND  eash  otbn-  b;  didhreaas  id  rmnt,  lis- 
rnw,  pcditieal  (ealuv,  tai  BTen  eeolariutioal 
SboipliiM,  01  0\ej  bait  baea  ■(  in;  period  lime 


b;  di&ranoe  a!  craad.  DithcarCening  u  taaj  ba 
•ome  of  the  eoaclDaions  dsducible  from  thia  &ct, 
it  iAw\j  ibowi  th«t  the  ertabllahment  of  tha 
Reformed  Church  in  that  kiogdom  wu  not  the 
Bnt  or  aole  ohuk  of  the  bitter  boatilitf  batveen 
the  tno  meei." 

That  shows  clearly  that  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Beformed  Church  in  that 
kingdom  was  not  the  first  or  sole  cause 
of  that  bitter  hostility  between  the  two 
races.  Well,  my  Lords,  if  the  Eeformed 
Church  in  Ireland  can  in  no  way  be 
said  to  be  a  badge  of  conquest,  I  aek 
are  there  no  badges  of  conquest  in 
Ireland?  Perhaps  it  might  be  said 
to  be  a  badge  of  conquest  Uiat  Ireland 
is  ruled  over  by  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country.  It  might  be  said  to  be  a  badge 
of  conquest  that  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  land  of  Ireland  la  owned  by  English- 
men, many  of  them  resident  in  this 
country.  It  might  be  said  to  be  a  badge 
of  conquest  that  Ireland  is  united  with 
iElngland  in  taxation,  and  that  the  Le- 
giJatuxe  of  Ireland  sits  in  England. 
But  I  want  to  know,  are  you  going 
to  teach  the  people  of  Ireland  that  your 
principle  is  that  everything  that  is  a 
badge  of  conquest  is  to  be  removed — 
are  you  going  to  encourage  in  their 
minds  the  view  that  those  other  badges, 
which  are  real,  historical,  and  tangible, 
are  going  to  be  ^ut  out  of  their  way  ? 
Well,  then,  what  is  the  next  ailment 
against  the  Church?  The  Church  has 
failed  in  its  mission.  My  Lords,  we 
have  had  in  these  d^s  a  tavourite 
phraw,  which  comes,  I  believe,  from 
the  ojictna  of  the  Education  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  —  I  mean 
"  payment  by  restuts."  Now,  payment 
by  results  is  a  very  good  thing  in  the 
matter  of  education,  because  I  believe 
that  a  certain  amount  of  care  and  atten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  schoolmaster  may 
induce  that  degree  of  education  in  what 
are  termed  "  the  three  B's  "  which  will 
enable  the  payment  to  be  made  accord- 
ing to  results.  But,  my  Lords,  I  en- 
tirely disavow  Uie  principle  of  payment 
by  results  when  you  come  to  deaJ  with 
a  question  of  the  effect  of  the  message  of 
rehgious  truth  upon  the  mind  and  heart 
of  man.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  has  just  reminded  us 
of  one  circumstance  which,  indeed,  might 
be  held  to  have  had  considerable  e&ct 
on  the  niiEsion,  and  the  results  of  the  mis- 
sion, of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  He  re- 
minded us  that  one  of  the  earliest  Acts 
of  the  time  of  Queen  Elizabeth  was  an 
ISeeond  Reading— Fovrth  Ni'gkt, 
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Act  for  which  the  Church  of  Ireland 
was  not  responsible,  but  for  which  the 
QoTermnent  of  England  was  responsible. 
That  Act  provided  that,  for  the  spread 
of  religious  truth,  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  taiu;ht  by  the  Church  in  the 
lang^uage  of  ^glaad,  and  If  they  did 
not  understand  —  if  they  did  not  like 
— the  language  of  En^and,  they  should 
be  taught  in  the  Xatin  language. 
That  was  not  the  act  of  the  Church, 
but  of  the  Government  of  England,  for 
which  they  were  responsible,  not  the 
Church,  and  it  may  well  have  had  a 
considerable  effect  on  the  miseion  of 
the  Church  both  at  that  time  sjid  long 
afiierwards.  But  what  is  the  mia  ' 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland  7  I  appre- 
hend that  the  mission  of  the  Church,  es- 
pecially when  Ranted  in  the  midst  of 
Ignorance  and  vice  is  this — to  carry  the 
messa^  of  the  truths  of  Christianity  to 
those  who  will  receive  it,  and  t»  hold  it 
forth  as  a  testimony  against  those  who 
decline  to  receive  it.  A^d,  that  beine  so, 
I  ask,  has  the  mission  of  the  Churcn  in 
Ireland  failed?  The  Secretary  of  State 
referred  to  the  Census  in  Ireland.  I  will 
not  cite  figures  upon  that  point ;  but  I 
will  say  that  I  feel  surprised  that  the 
noble  Earl,  after  all  that  has  been  said 
in  reference  to  the  calculations  of  Sir 
WilliamPetty,8houldagain  refer  to  them, 
"when  Mr.  Hallam  himself  says  they  are 
so  "prodigiously  vague"  that  no  rehance 
can  be  placed  on  them.  I  do  not  place 
much  importance  on  those  figures,  but, 
taking  them  for  what  they  are  worth, 
what  do  they  amount  to  ?  He  says  that 
at  the  remote  time  of  which  he  is  speak- 
ing the  number  of  the  Protestant  popula- 
tion was  100,000,  and  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
thoHc  1,100,000,  being  a  proportioi 
1  to  11 .  Assuming  these  figures  to  be  true 
—  which  I  very  much  doubt  —  let 
compare  them  with  the  present  state  of 
things.  At  present  we  find  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  alone  are 
700,000,  and  if  that  number  be  multi- 

{ilied  by  11,  there  would  result  a  popu- 
atton  of  more  than  7,500,000,  vrhereas 
the  whole  of  the  population  is  less  than 
6,000,000.  Therefore,  we  find  that 
there  is  a  considerable  relative  increase 
among  the  Protestants.  But,  I  go  further 
than  that.  The  noble  Lord  referred  to 
emigration,  and  he  said  that  the  Boman 
Catholic  population  had  very  much  de- 
creased by  emigration.  That  is  true; 
but  if  you  refer  to  anyone  who  has 
Zwd  Cairns 


studied  the  statistics  of  emin^atioa,  and 
who  knows  the  condition  of  Ireland,  you 
will  find  that  emigration  has  gone  on  in 
a  much  greater  degree  among  the  Pro- 
testants than  among  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics. And  for  this  reason  —  whenever 
the  time  arrives  that  emination  in- 
creases to  a  great  extent,  the  ^oteatants, 
having  most  money  and  most  energy, 
are  the  first  to  emigrate,  and  they  emi- 
grate in  great  numbers.  I  hold  that 
if  any  person  were  to  bring  against  the 
Church  of  England  in  this  country  that 
it  had  failed  in  its  mission,  such  accnsa- 
tion  would  be  without  foundation ;  but 
I  ask  you  to  test  the  matter  by  the  prin- 
ciple which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  applies  to  the  case  of 
Ireland.  You  find  at  the  time  of  the 
Befoimation  in  England  that  the  whole 
of  the  English  people  were  substantially 
members  of  the  Reformed  Church.  The 
Beformed  Church  had  everything  in  its 
favour,  it  had  no  prcijudices  to  contend 
with,  and  the  Bible  and  the  Prayer 
Book  were  in  the  English  tongue;  and  yet 
now  we  are  obhged  to  confess  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  population — some  say 
one-third  and  some  say  one-half — do  not 
belong  to  that  Churdi,  but  have  gone 
off  into  Dissent.  Therefore,  we  diould 
be  careful  before  we  adopt  the  principle 
of  penal  legislation  agamst  the  Church 
in  Ireland,  on  the  allegation  that  it  has 
failed  in  its  mission.  But  it  is  said  that, 
at  all  events,  the  Church  of  Ireland  has 
done  very  wicked  things  because  it  con- 
curred in  those  Penal  Laws  which  were 
passed  some  200  years  ago.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  I 
am  afraid  derived  most  of  his  faota 
from  a  pamphlet  which  is  generally  con- 
sidered not  very  fair  or  accurate.  I 
have  not  time  to  examine  them  now ; 
but  I  will  assume  that  there  is  some 
foundation  for  the  fact  which  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  so  readily  adopted 
against  the  Irish  Church,  Now,  I  want 
to  know  what  is  the  principle  on  which 
you  are  going  to  deal  with  the  Irish 
Church  of  the  present  day  ?  Are  you 
-xiing  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  Pains  and 
'enalties  against  the  Irish  Church  for 
pains  and  penalties  inflicted  by  it  200 
years  ^:o?  But  I  go  further,  and  I 
ask,  was  the  Irish  Qiiirch  answerable 
for  the  Penal  Laws?  I  detest  those 
laws  as  much  as  any  one,  but  what  are 
the  facts  ?  In  the  100  or  160  yean  dur- 
ing which  those  laws  were  being  pasaed. 
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there  vas  a  Fretender  to  the  Throne  of 
this  Kingdom,  and  the  prindple  on  which 
the  penal  legialation  proceeded  yiae  that 
there  was  Bjonpathy  with  the  Pretender 
on  the  part  of  the  Boman  Catholic  body; 
and  if  you  read  the  history  of  Ireland, 
Tou  will  find  that  the  object  of  those 
laws  was  by  no  means  bo  much  for  the 

i>urpose  of  obtaining — as  my  noble  and 
earned  Friend  says  —  conversioiie  to 
Protestantism,  as  to  insure  the  political 
object  of  keeping  down  that  organization 
which  was  supposed  to  be  favourable  to 
the  daims  of  the  Pretender.  Well,  but 
more  than  that,  is  not  really  the  sub- 
stance of  the  charge  that  you  make  on 
this  score  as^inst  the  Irish  Church  no 
more  than  this — that  the  Irish  Church 
was  not,  ISO  years  ^o,  in  advance 
both  of  England  and  all  the  rest  of 
tile  world  ?  Now,  it  is  a  very  curious 
thing  how  people  change  in  tiieir  opi- 
nions, and  how  they  advance  in  tbe 
views  that  they  take  of  matters  of  this 
kind.  I  find  that  the  noble  Earl  (£arl 
Bussell)  who  addressed  ue  to-night,  and 
who  also  referred  to  this  penal  legisla- 
tion, expressed  the  strongest  condemna- 
tion of  it,  and  attributed,  I  think,  some 
blame  to  the  Church  for  a  share  in  it. 
Well,  but  I  find  that  the  noble  Earl 
himself,  in  the  year  1823,  in  the  first 
edition  of  his  work  on  the  ConttiiiUion  of 
Srtgland,  when  speaking  of  that  penal  le- 
gislation, after  describing  what  it  was, 
says — "Whether  the  precautions  adopted 
by  Parliament  were  wise,"  hedid  not  then 
think  they  were  adopted  by  the  Church 
— "  I  will  not  decide,  but  I  am  clearly 
of  opinion  that  they  were  just."  The 
noble  Earl,  however,  has  grown  with  the 
age  in  enlightenment.  I  have  no  doubt 
he  win  forgive  me  for  suggesting  it — 
the  noble  1^1,  if  be  had  lived — which  I 
am  very  glad  he  did  not — 150  years  ago, 
would  have  been  one  of  the  first  to  act 
along  with  the  Parliament  of  which  he 

3«Bks ;  but,  in  the  years  that  have 
apsed  between  1 823  and  1 865,  the  noble 
Earl  thought  that  some  change  ought  to 
be  made  in  his  view  with  regard  to  this 
legislation ;  and  in  the  edition  of  his 
book  published  in  1865,  the  passage 
runs  thus — "Whether  the  precautions 
adopted  were  wise  I  do  not  affirm,  but  I 
cannot  deny  that  they  were  the  result  of 
many  injuries."  Now,  that  is  exactly 
the  sort  of  change  which  lapse  of  years 
and  progress  ma^e.  We  now  look  back 
to  that  penal  legislation — and  very  justly 


BO — with  horror,  and  we  feel  that  such 
laws  could  not  possibly  be  enacted  now. 
But  is  it  too  much  to  say  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  to  be  condemned  because  150 
years  ago  she  did  know  or  see  that  which 
no  statesman  in  Ireland  or  England 
knew  or  saw  at  that  time  ? 

My  Lords,  passing  by  these  argu- 
ments, I  come  to  the  arguments  founded 
on  justice  and  policy ;  and  the  first  thing 
necessary  is  to  understand  what  it  is  the 
BUI  does  which  is  said  to  be  just  and 
politic.  The  first  question  is  that  of  dis- 
establishmeut.  I^e  Bill  proposes  to  do 
that  which  has  never  before  oeen  done 
in  this  country — to  sever  the  Church 
&om  the  State.  That  union  has  been 
maintained  in  this  country  since  the 
kingdom,  was  a  kingdom — in  one  form 
in  Gotland,  in  another  form  in  England 
and  Ireland.  There  is  no  time  now  to 
argue  at  *any  length  the  question  of 
Establishments ;  but,  as  rather  less  has 
been  said  on  that  subject  in  the  course 
of  debate  than  I  think  might  have  been 
desired,  I  shall  venture  to  express  very 
shortly  the  strong  opinion  wMch  I  en- 
tertain respecting  it.  It  is  one  of  the 
few  points  on  which  I  cannot  altogether 
agree  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough).  My  Lords,  I 
think  the  question  of  diseBtabbshment — 
the  severance  of  the  union  of  Church 
and  State — is  an  extremely  important 
question.  Of  the  two  I  am  not  sure  that 
it  is  not  quite  as  important  as  the  ques- 
tion of  disendowment.  I  hold,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State  is  a  politic  thing.  I 
believe  it  is  our  best  security  for  religious 
freedom.  I  believe  that  in  a  wise  pro- 
vision— that  the  laws  of  the  Church 
should  be  the  laws  of  the  State,  and  the 
laws  of  the  State  should  be  the  laws  of  the 
Church,  consists  the  only  security  for  a 
minority,  for  the  security  is  the  same — 
the  security  of  the  law — which  every 
man  in  the  country  has  with  regard  to 
his  liberty  and  his  property,  and  that 
security  is  effected  through  the  medium 
of  the  Buprematy  of  the  Crown,  tlirough 
tiiat  provision  in  our  Constitution  which 
makes  the  Queen  supreme  in  causes  ec- 
clesiastical, and  brings  directly  under 
the  decision  of  Judges  appointed  by  her 
the  causes  which  may  arise,  and  which 
are  included  within  that  jurisdiction.  I 
mention  this  now,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
pursuing  the  subject,  but  merely  that  I 
may  advert  to  an  observation  made  upon 
[^Second  Readinn — F&urth  Night, 
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it  by  the  noble  Berl  the  Secretary  of 
State.  He  is  under  the  impresBion  that 
the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  is  preserved 
by  this  Bill.  I  ventnre  to  say  that,  as 
far  as  I  can  understand  anything  about 
it,  that  is  an  entire  mistake.  The  sapre- 
macy  of  tiie  Crown  in  Ireland  is  at  an 
end  if  this  Bill  passes.  The  noble  Earl 
has  adopted  die  view  which  haa  become 
&shJonable  within  the  last  six  weeks, 
but  never  was  heard  of  in  the  countiy 
before — ^that  because,  forsooth,  a  civil 
court,  through  the  medlam  of  the  eseon- 
tion  of  a  trust,  may  take  notice  of  the 
private  re^^ations  of  a  religious  body ; 
therefore,  all  religious  bodies  by  that  cir- 
cumstance,  because  they  may  bring  their 
causes  into  a  civil  court,  are  under  the 
supremacy  of  the  Crown.  Now  that  is 
not  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  in  any 
sense  or  in  any  form.  The  supremacy 
of  the  Crown  is  expressed  by  the  phrase 
that  the  Queen  is  supreme  in  causes  ec- 
clesiastical as  well  as  civil.  The  mean- 
ing of  that  again  was  not  to  declare 
the  truism  that  the  Queen  was  supreme 
in  causes  civil,  for  no  person  doubted 
that  ;"but  the  object  was  to  declare  that 
the  Queen  was  supreme  iu  causes  ecde- 
fflastical  in  the  same  way,  and  to  the  same 
extent,  as  she  was  supreme  in  causes 
civil.  That  is  the  true  expression  of  the 
Queen's  supremacy,  and  that  this  supre- 
macy comes  to  an  end  with  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  needs  no  more  to  establish  it 
than  this  simple  statement — that  after 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  there  cannot  be 
such  a  thing  in  Ireland  as  a  cause  ec- 
clesiastical, Decause  the  whole  ecclesias- 
tical law  is  swept  away.  One  other  ob- 
servation on  the  same  subject.  The 
noble  Earl  smd  that  in  Scotland  there  is 
no  Boyal  supremacy.  That  is  a  play 
upon  words.  It  is  quite  true  that  in 
Scotland  the  ultimate  appeal  to  the  Queen 
is  not  preserved  ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl 
will,  at  any  moment  he  may  find  leisure, 
consult  the  Scotch  Act  of  Parliament 
of  1690,  he  will  find  not  only  the  lavs, 
but  even  the  doctrines  of  tiie  Church 
declared  on  the  face  of  the  Act ;  he 
will  find  the  Church  government  by 
Kirk  Session  end  AsBembUee  of  that  kind 
laid  down  and  provided  for  in  that  Act ; 
and  the  whole  of  that  done  by  the  King 
and  Queen  at  the  time,  and  with  the  au- 
thority of  tbe  Parliament  of  Scotland. 
There,  therefore,  just  as  in  this  country, 
the  laws  of  the  State  are  the  laws  of  the 
Chun.>h,  and  the  laws  of  the  Church  are 
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the  laws  of  the  State.  I  will  go  one  step 
further  before  I  leave  the  question  of 
diseetablisbment.  I  know  it  has  been 
the  fashion  to  say  that  those  who  sup- 
port the  principle  of  Establishments  have 
ceased  to  support  it  upon  the  ground 
that  the  Establishment  maintains  the 
truth.  My  Lords,  that  has  been  repeated 
in  the  course  of  this  debate.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Haster  of  tho 
KoDs,  I  think,  said  this—  "It  is  the 
principle  of  all  modem  statesmen  tliat 
the  State  is  not  to  lay  down  that  this  is 
true  and  that  is  false,  or  to  force  any 
formof  religion  upon  the  people."  With 
a  part  of  that  statement  I  entirely  agree. 
It  is  not  the  business  of  the  State  to  en- 
force anyform  of  religion  upon  the  people; 
and  I  have  been  somewhat  astonished  in 
the  course  of  this  eveninei's  debate  to  hear 
the  noble  Duke  (the  DuJko  of  Argyll)  use 
the  term  that  uie  Established  Church 
forced  religion  upon  the  people.  I  be- 
lieve also  that  it  is  not  neceesaiy  for  the 
State,  or  the  province  of  the  State,  to 
go  out  of  its  way  to  declare  otlier  re- 
Cgions  to  be  false ;  but  what  I  do  main- 
tain is,  that  it  is  the  business  of  the  State, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  State,  it  is  the  pri- 
vilege of  the  State  to  decide  for  itself, 
and  decide  as  an  Imperial  question, 
what  form  of  organization  will,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  State — acting  aa  a  whole 
and  treating  it  as  an  Imperial  question — 
be  the  form  which  will  beet  convey  to 
the  people  of  the  State  the  knowledge  of 
those  great  truths  of  Christianity  inuob 
the  majority  of  the  State  considera  to  be 
of  inestimable  value.  And,  my  Ijords, 
I  prefer  very  much  what  was  said  by 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Penzance),  who  obsMred — "I  believe 
that  an  Established  Church  is  a  great 
national  necessity,  and  is  a  national  ac- 
knowledgmentof  a  reliKiousdu^."  That 
has  been  the  doctrine  (Uways  accepted  in 
this  country,  and  I  venture  to  enter  my 
earnest  protest  against  the  views  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls,  that  modem  statesmen  have  oeased 
to  acknowledge  or  to  hold  liiat  doctrine.  I 
go  a  step  further,  and  I  ask — If  any  State 
held  a  doctrine  of  that  kind,  is  it  possible 
for  this  country  to  hold  it  ?  My  Lords, 
what  are  our  tide  deeds  7  What  do  we 
find  in  the  Declaration  of  Bights  ?  We 
find  the  whole  foundation  of  it  is  that 
this  is  a  Protestant  country.  What  is  Hie 
tenure  of  the  Throne  by  tike  Soveraignf 
The  succession  is  limitodto  tliose  irho 
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are  Protestants.  What  is  the  condi- 
tion upon  which  the  Sovereign  holdt 
the  Throne  P  It  is  that  the  &>TeTeign 
conforms  to  and  is  a  member  of  &e 
Church  of  England.  What  are 
forms  of  the  Writs  which  Bummon  your 
Ix>rdshipB  to  ttiiw  House  and  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  o^er  House  of  Parliament? 
The  form  is  this — that  Parliament  is  to 
be  assembled  "  for  azdaous  and  ui^ient 
affairs  concerning  the  estate  and  defence 
of  Our  United  Kingdom  and  the  Church." 
Is  that  consiBtent  with  the  idea  that  the 
State  cannot,  as  an  Imperial  question, 
and  as  a  whole  decide  for  itself  what 
form  of  religion  is  the  best  ?  What  is 
the  meaning  of  calling  the  two  Estates 
of  the  Bealm  into  coimcU  with  reference 
to  the  affairs  of  the  Church,  unless  the 
Ohurch  is  to  have  the  privilegea  of  an 
Establishment  P  To  mention  a  subject 
which  must  be  referred  to  with  forbear- 
ance, I  want  to  know  the  meaning  of 
baring  Prayer  ofiFered  up  in  your  Lord- 
^ps'  House  at  the  commencement  of 
Business,  when  we  ask  the  Supreme 
Being  to  guide  us  in  our  councila  to- 
wards the  mfuntenance  of  the  true  reli- 
gion? [^Laughter.']  I  am  sorry  t«  ob- 
serve that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Eimberley)  considers  this  & 
laughing  matter.  I  would  ask  him  whe- 
ther it  is  a  mockery  which  we  intend 
when  we  use  die  expressionB  to  which 
I  have  referred,  or  whether  there  is 
really  in  the  eyes  of  the  State  Buch  a 
thing  as  true  religion?  The  objection, 
therefore,  to  this  Bill  as  to  the  question 
of  disestabliBhment  ib,  I  think,  that  it 
amounts  on  the  face  of  it  to  a  declaration 
on  the  part  of  the  State  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  any  Ohurch  or  religion  whatso- 
ever, and  an  expression  on  the  part  of  the 
State  of  that  which  is  equivtuent  to  in- 
fidelity. 

Uy  Lords,  there  is  one  other  pe- 
culiarity in  the  caae,  when  we  have  to 
deal  with  Ireland,  ao  for  as  the  question 
of  diseatablishment  is  concerned.  I  ob- 
ject to  diseetabliahment  genraally  on  the 
ground  of  policy  and  duty ;  but,  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  another  ground  presents 
itself — a  ground  which  baa  been  very 
much  discussed  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bates on  this  subject — I  mean  that  which 
is  connected  with  the  Act  of  TTnion. 
Into  that  point  I  do  not  intend  to  enter 
at  any  length ;  but  I  must  say,  with  the 
most  profound  respect  for  those  who  en- 
tertain a  different  opinion,  that  I  never 


believed  the  Treaty  of  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland  to  be  different  firom 
any  treaty  between  any  other  two  coun- 
tries. I  know  well  that  such  a  Treaty 
can  be  put  an  end  to  by  tJie  mutual  con- 
sent of  the  contracting  parties ;  but  this 
doeB  not  exhaust  the  question.  One  pro- 
vision of  the  Act  of  Union  is  tJiat  the 
maintenance  of  the  Ohurch  in  Ireland  aa 
eBtablished  is  on  essential  and  Ainda- 
mental  part  of  the  contract  of  Union. 
You  say,  however,  that  the  constituen- 
cies of  Ireland  and  the  representatives 
of  that  country  are  willing  that  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment  £ould  be  dons 
away  with,  and  that  there  is  a  cancella- 
tion of  that  clause  of  the  Treaty.  But 
the  only  way  in  which  you  can  cancel  an 
essential  clause  of  the  Treaty  is  by  can- 
celling the  whole  contract.  What  1  ask 
your  Lordships,  then,  to  consider  is  this 
— though  the  subject  cannot  be  pursued 
at  any  length  now — whether  the  conse- 
quence of  cancelling  that  which  is  an 
essentiaJ  part  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  is 
not  a  moral  abandonment — I  do  not 
speak  of  any  technical  question  of  the 
effect  of  an  Act  of  Parhament — of  the 
Act  of  Union  itself.  True  it  may  be 
that  the  constituencies  of  Ireland  are 
perfectly  willing  to  abandon  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Church  Establishment  in 
that  country;  but  have,  I  would  ask, 
the  constituencies  and  people  of  Ireland 
yet  signified  their  willingness  to  restore 
the  contract  of  Union,  which  morally 
comes  to  an  end  when  you  take  out  of  it 
a  necessary  and  fundamental  term  ?  Let 
me  not  be  misunderBtood.  I  know  well 
that  there  is  in  some  parte  of  Ireland  an 
agitation  on  the  question  of  the  Union ; 
and,  if  my  voice  could  reach  any  of  those 
who  take  a  view  opposed  to  its  continu- 
ance, I  should  with  the  greatest  earnest- 
ness implore  them  to  abandon  such  an 
idea.  Nothing  could,  in  my  opinion,  be 
more  disastrous  for  Ireland,  for  the  Fro- 
t«ataiit8  of  that  country,  or  for  any  por- 
tion of  its  population,  than  the  severance 
of  the  Union  with  Elngland.  But  if  you 
introduce  the  principle  that  the  Treaty 
of  Union  is  to  be  broken  through,  and 
that  the  question  of  its  validity  or  re- 
affirmance  is  to  depend  on  the  will  of 
the  Irish  people,  we  ought,  I  think,  to 
be  very  carahil  as  to  bringing  about  a 
state  of  things  which  would  lead  the 
peojde  of  ^liuid,  not  only  in  those  parts 
of  the  country  in  which  such  views 
already  prevail,  but  in  those  parts  of  it 
\_Second  Reading — Fourth  Night. 
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in  which  they  have  never  prevailed  be- 
fore— to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if 
any  portion  of  the  Act  of  Union  is  to  go, 
they  would  prefer  that  the  Treaty  itself 
should  be  dispensed  with  altop^ther. 

I  now  pass  from  the  question  of  dis- 
establishment, which,  if  the  view  I  take 
of  it  bo  right,  is  contraiy  to  ^liey  and  to 
duty,  and  is  even  a  violation  of  a  con- 
tract which  may  lead  to  the  consequences 
which  I  have  pointed  out.  I  now  come, 
in  the  next  place,  to  the  question  of  die- 
endowment  ;  and  the  first  observation  I 
would  mahe  with  respect  to  it  is  that  what 
this  Bill  proposes  to  do  is  to  devote  to 
punKJses  which  I  may  say,  without 
seeKin^  to  pronounce  any  panegyric 
upon  them,  are  laudable  and  proper 
purposes,  if  you  had  only  got  money  to 
apply  to  them,  funds  which  luivo 
hitherto  been  devoted,  and  exclusively 
devoted,  to  the  teaching  of  religiou. 
The  idea  which  at  the  outset  occurs  to 
me  in  dealing  with  this  point  is  that 
this  is  a  thing  which  in  this  country  has 
never  been  done  before.  I  listened  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  who,  I 
thought  was  going  to  cite  cases  in  which 
it  had  been  done ;  but  I  heard  no  such 
oases.  I  am  aware  that  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  monasteries  in  the  reign 
of  Henry  VILL.  has  been  referred  to ; 
but  that  has  no  analogy  whatever  to 
what  is  to  be  done  here.  The  monss- 
teries  were  declared  to  be  things  which 
ought  to  be  put  an  end  to ;  and  being 
put  an  end  to,  the  property,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly  1  wtH  not  now  discuss, 
waa  applied  to  other  purposes.  It  was 
not  a  case  in  which  it  was  said — "  We 
wish  the  monasteries  to  go  on ;  we  think 
them  the  best  things  in  the  world ;  and, 
while  taking  away  their  property  we, 
wish  them  happiness  and  enjoyment." 
So  far  &om  that,  they  were  pronotmced 
by  Parliament  to  have  committed  faults 
which  justified  their  suppression,  and 
being  accordingly  suppressed,  it  was  im- 
possible that  the  money  could  any  longer 
be  applied  to  their  use.  Is  there  any 
other  analogy  ?  As  to  what  was  done 
at  the  Reformation,  it  is  no  precedent, 
for  the  Church  itself  was  then  reformed 
by  the  authority  of  the  State,  and  the 
property  remained  in  the  hands  of  the 
Church.  Is  Canada  a  precedent  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  Why,  it  is  a  precedent  directly 
against  it.  There  was  certain  Church 
property  which  never  had  been  localized 
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or  made  the  property  of  any  parish  for 
the  support  of  religion,  but  nad  been 
held  in  one  general  mass,  out  of  which 
from  time  to  time  allowances  and 
stipends  were  made  to  the  Protestant 
clei^  of  Canada.  That  property  was 
dealt  with  in  a  way  of  which  we  have 
heard.  But  what  was  done  with  pro- 
perty which  had  been  locahzed  and  de- 
voted to  the  purpose  of  rel^ious  teach- 
ing in  certain  localities?  Why,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  (llie  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) reminded  your  Lordships,  at  the 
time  the  clergy  reserves  were  appro- 
priated to  other  purposes,  those  forty- 
seven  or  fifty  rectories  which  had  been 
established  by  Sir  John  Golbome  when 
he  was  Governor  of  Canada,  and  which 
were  on  all  fours  with  English  incumben- 
cies, were  religiously  preserved — they 
were  never  taken  away  to  be  ^iplied  to 
other  purposes,  but  remained  devoted 
to  religious  teaching  in  the  respective 
parishes.  I  may  refer  to  one  other 
parallel  which  has  been  cited.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  St. 
David's)  told  us  a  most  interesting  story 
of  St.  Ambrose,  which  for  another  pur- 
pose was  also  mentioned  by  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  last  night. 
St.  Ambrose  used  the  silver  vessels  of 
the  altar  for  the  purpose  of  ransoming 
slaves.  I  thought  at  the  time  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  might  have  adduced 
an  instance  of  greater  authority  and  of  a 
higher  sanction— the  shew-bread,  which 
also  was  part  of  the  fiimiture  of  the 
altar,  and  which  was  used  for  the  pur- 

gise  of  supplyingthose  who  were  hungry. 
ut  both  those  were  cases  in  which  the 
ofTorings  were  taken  &om  the  altar 
because,  without  their  being  so  taken, 
distress,  which  was  imminent,  could  not 
be  averted.  What,  however,  you  are 
doing  here  is  stripping  the  altar  for  the 
sake  of  stripping  the  altar;  and  then 
when  you  have  stripped  it,  which  you 
do  for  the  mere  pleasure  of  plunder,  you 
look  about  you,  forsooth,  and  see  what 
what  you  can  do  with  the  money  you 
have  acquired  in  that  way.  Li  your 
desperation  —  in  that  agony  which  ac- 
cording to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  for  so  many  years  prevented  any 
Government  &om  dealmg  with  the 
Irish  Church — that  ^ony  of  knowing 
what  to  do  with  the  surplus,  yon  at  last 
remember  that  lunatic  asylums  and  re- 
formatories are  excellent  things,  and  you 
decide  on  giving  the  money  to  those  in- 
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BtitntionB.    I  vani  to  know  what  liglit 
you  have  to  do  this  f 

Hy  Lords,  we  bare  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  distiiLction  between  pri- 
Tate  and  corporate  property.  I  muat  oeg 
to  be  allowed  to  object  to  the  use  of 
that  term,  which,  I  think,  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Hallam  without  sufBoient 


consideration,  and  has  smoe  been  adopted 
by  many  writers.  There  is  said  to  be  a 
distinction  between  private  and  corporate 
property ;  and  it  is  said  that  a  corpora- 
tion haying  no  heir,  and  being  the  crea- 
tion of  the  Legislature,  which  can  put 
an  end  to  it  by  the  same  power  which 
created  it,  the  property  of  a  corporation 
is  something  altogether  different  from 
that  of  on  individual.  Now  that  is  not 
a  very  comfortable  doctrine  for  the  Bank 
of  England  j  it  is  not  a  very  comfort- 
able doctrine  for  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company,  or  for  the  number- 
less corporations  throughout  the  country 
that  carry  on  trade  and  possess  property. 
The  truth  is  it  is  an  entire  misap- 
prehension of  terms  to  suppose  that 
it  carries  the  argument  one  inch  fur- 
ther fo  find  that  you  are  dealing  with 
the  properly  of  a  corporation  and  not 
with  the  properly  of  individuals.  If  Mr. 
Hallam  be  right  that  corporate  pro- 
perty is  State  property,  because  a  cor- 
poration has  no  heir;  then  the  result 
would  be  that  the  benefactions  of  pri- 
vate donors  would  &11  to  the  State,  as 
well  as  the  other  property  belonging 
to  Hie  corporation.  And  yet  it  is  a<f 
mitted,  even  by  the  present  Bill,  that 
you  cannot  touch  property  which  is 
given  by  private  donors.  But  I  go  far- 
ther. Suppose  you  say  that  a  distmction 
may  he  made  in  the  case  of  such  corpo- 
rations as  those  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, and  that  because  the  Bank  of 
Engluid  has  shareholders,  with  private 
interests  in  its  shares,  it  cannot  be  classed 
with  ordinary  corporations.  Let  ua,  then, 
take  the  case  of  an  hospital  founded  by 
some  munificent  man  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  medical  aid  to  a  parish,  and 
if  you  like  to  make  the  analogy  a  little 
more  complete,  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
plying such  aid  according  to  the  homceo- 
pathic  system  to  persons  in  the  parish 
who  liked  it.  Now  if,  in  the  case  of  the 
Bank  of  England  or  the  Great  Eastern 
Sailway,  the  circumstance  that  private 
individuals  have  interests  in  the  shape 
of  shares,  and  if  the  property  is  thereby 
protected,  why  should  not  the  interests 


of  the  parishioners,  or,  at  all  events, 
of  those  who  like  homceopatby,  be  also 

I)rotectod  ?  The  truth  is,  it  is  simply 
eading  us  into  a  cloud  of  bewilderment 
when  you  talk  of  the  circumstance  of 
the  Church  being  a  corporation  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter.  The 
real  question  is  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
perty, where  it  came  from,  and  what 
are  the  puiposes  fo  which  it  was  to  be 
applied.  And  now  let  me  ask  your 
Lordships  to  remember  what  is  that  pro- 

Bjrty  proposed  to  be  dealt  with  by  this 
ill  ?  We  have  two  kinds  of  property, 
tithes  and  glebes,  which  are  quite  dif- 
ferent &om  each  other,  and  open  to  dif- 
ferent oonsideratione.  First  of  all,  I 
will  take  the  case  of  the  tithes.  They 
have  been  called  over  and  over  again 
uadonal  proper^.  In  feet,  they  are 
no  more  national  proper^  than  —  I 
will  not  say,  the  property  of  your 
Lordships,  but  the  property  of  one  of 
the  corporations  to  which  I  alluded  just 
now.  Let  us  see  what  they  really  are. 
The  tithes  were  never  granted  by  the 
State.  They  were  the  offerings  and 
oblations  in  early  times  of  members  of 
the  Church,  who  were  actuated  to  make 
these  donations  by  the  exhortations  of 
the  Church,  and  their  own  sense  of  what 
was  ri^t;  and  when  the  Church  be- 
came connected  with  the  State  the  Church 
said  to  the  State — "  We  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  getting  tithes,  but  as  those 
who  give  them  are  not  very  regular  in 
their  payments,  we  shotdd  like  you  to 
pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  order  to 
give  a  legal  sanction  to  that  which  all 
me  members  of  the  Church  have  already 
^;reed  to."  This  is  a  matter  as  to  which 
there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever,  because 
fortunately  we  have  the  Preambles  of 
the  first  Tithe  Acts,  both  for  England 
and  Lreland.  One  of  these  Preambles 
says — 

"  Whereas  ditert  peraoDi,  not  regarding  their 
duti«i  to  Almi^htj  God,  hara  not  letted  to  *ub- 
traot  and  withdraw  the  Ismliil  and  acooitomed 
Tjrthea  of  Corn,  *o." 

Now,  my  Lords,  the  fact  is  we  are  a 
little  confused  in  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject &om  the  circumstances  that  these 
tithes  have  been  turned  into  rent-cha^^es. 
Suppose,  however,  that  there  had  been 
no  such  conversion.  Can  your  Lord 
ships  believe  it  would  be  possible  if  the 
old  state  of  things  exigtea  for  the  L^s- 
lature  of  the  countiy  to  step  in  and  say — 
The  parson  shall  no  longer  take  the 
ISeeond  Reading — Fourth  ifight. 
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tenth  sheaf  of  corn;  onrown  ofScer  shall 
take  it  instead,  because  it  is  national 
property,  and  ve  will  use  this  tenth 
sheaf  of  oom  for  an;  porposes  we  deem 
fit  to  apply  to  it?"  How,  does  it  really 
make  any  difference  because,  in  order  to 
&cilitate  collectiou,  these  tithes  have 
been  conyerted  into  rent-charges  ?  It  is 
impossible  for  a  moment  to  sustain  such 
a  position.  I  will  give  another  illustra- 
tion. We  have  lately  been  discusi ' 
the  question  of  church  rates  in  Engh 
Those  rates  amounted,  not  many  years 
i^,  to  a  sum  about  as  lat^  as  the  whole 
tithe  revenue  of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
church  rates  wereaduu^  upon  land,  and 
fbrmed  a  condition  of  me  suocession  to 
landed  property.  But  would  it  have 
been  possible  for  the  State  in  that  case 
to  come  forward  andsay — "Those  church 
rates  cause  a  great  deal  of  quarrelling ; 
they  produce  muoh  ill  feeling ;  we  must 
put  a  atop  to  their  application  to  the 
purposes  of  the  Established  Church ;  the 
State  will  collect  them ;  will  use  ^em 
for  the  service  of  the  State ;  we  will  uot 
repair  the  churches,  but  we  will  seize 
on  these  £400,000  or  £500,000  a  year, 
and  aptJy  them  to  the  purooses  of  the 
pubhc  Exchequer?"  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  deny  that  this  is  public  property ;  but 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  na- 
tional property  and  public  proper^.  As 
public  property,  coupled  with  a  trust  in 
which  there  is  a  duty  to  be  performed,  I 
quite  a^ree  that  it  is  within  the  compe- 
tence of  the  State  to  step  in  and  see 
that  the  duties  are  properly  performed 
— to  see  that  in  the  nature  of  the  trust 
itself  there  is  nothing  illegal,  and  that  in 
the  expenditure  there  is  no  extravagance. 
And  that  is  the  answer  to  what  was  urged 
by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Hussell)  at  the 
table  to-night.  He  said~^"TBke  the 
case  of  an  endowment  founded  for  the 
benefit  of  persons  who  go  to  the  Holy 
Land  and  return  with  t£e  leprosy."  I 
do  not  know  that  that  would  be  the 
result  of  the  journey;  but  that  is  the 
case  that  was  taken  by  the  noble  Earl. 
"  Supposing  the  income  of  the  endow- 
ment, &om  the  increase  of  value  and 
other  causes,  yielded  an  annual  return 
of  £16,000  or  £20,000,  and  there  are 
no  lepers  for  whose  benefit  the  income 
can  be  applied,  may  not  the  State  step 
in  and  apply  the  money  to  purposes 
as  nearly  akin  to  the  original  as  pos- 
sible?" Under  these  circumstances  I 
quite  agree  with  the  condusion  at  which 

Zord  Caimt 


the  noble  Earl  arrived.  But,  supnoong 
there  are  700,000  lepers  to  whose  benefit 
you  can  apply  the  fund,  would  you  then 
be  justified  in  confiscating  it  ?  And  this 
is  really  the  point  of  the  case.  This  is 
not  national  property.  The  nation  has 
no  right  to  apply  it,  except  for  the  ob- 
jects originaQy  intended.  You  may  see 
that  it  is  apphed  to  the  objects  origin- 
ally intended,  you  may  see  that  the 
duty  is  properly  performed,  and  that  the 
expenditure  is  not  extravagant ;  but  be- 
yond that  you  cannot  go.  Let  me  ask 
your  Lord^ps  to  imagine  a  case  that 
ought,  I  believe,  to  carry  conviction  to 
any  mind  that  fairly  considerB  it.  Sup- 
pose a  College  or  simool  were  founded  in 
a  particular  pariah ;  suppose  that  the 
flmds  were  not  extravagant  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  suppose  that,  though  not  the 
whole  of  the  children  of  the  parish,  yet 
a  sufficient  number,  availed  themselves 
of  the  opportunity  thus  afforded  them ; 
and  suppose  you  came  to  deal  with  tiie 
endowments  in  the  way  you  propose  to 
do  with  the  Irish  Church,  what  would 
the  Preamble  to  your  Act  of  Parliament 
be  ?  Would  it  not  be  something  of  this 
kind — "Whereas  an  endowment  was 
made  for  the  purpose  of  providing  edu- 
cation for  children  of  the  parish  who 
were  willing  to  receive  it  at  the  time  of 
its  foundation ;  whereas  the  school  has 
been  of  great  advantage  in  the  teaching 
of  children  ;  and  whereas  it  is  expedient 
that,  notwithstanding,  for  the  foture,  the 
school  shall  not  be  permitted  to  continue 
ite  teaching,  and  the  endowments  shall 
be  employed  for  another  purpose  entirely 
unconnected  with  teaching."  Would 
such  a  Preamble  as  that  be  consi8t«nt 
with  any  previous  legislation  ?  But 
is  not  that  exactly  what  you  are  doing 
now  ?  You  do  not  recite,  because  any 
one  may  learn  the  fact  for  himself,  if 
he  desires  what  was  the  origin  of  the 
tithes ;  you  know  that  the  Irish  Church 
has  fulfilled  its  mission  to  the  extent  I 
have  mentioned  ;  you  do  not  say  that 
the  expenditure  is  extravagant ;  but  the 
State  steps  in  and  takes  funds  set 
aside  for  religious  teaching,  and,  in 
seiring  them,  makes  the  express  pro- 
vision that  no  portion  of  these  fiinds 
shall  be  devoted  to  the  objects  forwhich 
they  were  originally  intended.  Then 
comes  the  question  of  justice  with  re- 
gard to  tithes.  How  did  my  noble  Friend 
elude  that  ?  He  says  that  all  those  en- 
dowments were  meant  to  be  used  fiir  the 
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]HirpOBea  of  religious  teaching;  by  the 
whole  of  the  natioD,  and  that  it  was 
expected  that  the  teaching  would  be 
accepted  by  the  whole  nation.  Now,  it 
is  Tery  hard  to  tell  what  was  expected 
In  tma  case.  I  do  not  know  that 
Elizabeth,  for  instance,  expected  the 
whole  of  Ireland  to  be  converted — if  she 
did  she  most  have  been  a  veiy  sanguine 
woman — but,  m;  Lordj,  I  do  say  that  it 
is  a  new  and  dangerous  principle  to 
establish  that,  if  an  endowment  la  pro- 
vided for  the  religions  teaching  of  a 
parish,  that  that  endowment  ahonld  be 
sacrificed  and  put  an  end  to,  because  you 
find  that  a  certain  section  of  the  pariah 
refiise  to  avail  themselves  of  its  benefits. 
I  do  not  want  to  apply  that  argument  in 
any  way  un&irly,  but  I  believe  it  to  be 
applicable  in  the  present  instance. 

Now  let  me  say  something  about  the 
glebe  lands,  especially  of  Ulster,  which 
are  by  fax  the  most  extensive.  My  Lords, 
remember  what  the  state  of  these  glebe 
lands  is.  James  I.  had  confiscated  the 
lands  of  Ulster.  They  were  perfectly 
&ee,  perfectly  unoocupied  —  nay  more 
they  were  perfectly  deserted.  He  could 
give  them  to  whom  he  liked,  and,  under 
tiie  advice  of  his  Ministers,  he  devised  a 
plan  for  the  settlement  of  Ulster.  He 
divided  those  confiscated  lands  into  por- 
tions of  1,000,  2,000,  and  3,000  acres, 
and  made  a  scheme  fbr  the  settlement  of 
the  whole.  Qronts  were  given  to  indi- 
viduals on  the  terms  that  they  were  to 
settle  those  lands  with  Enghsh  and 
Scotch  settlors;  they  were  to  build 
houses;  erect  fbrtified  walls;  live  on 
their  farms,  and  among  the  settlers ;  and 
a  principal  condition  of  the  plan  was 
that  for  every  1,000  acres  ten  should  he 
set  apart  for  the  pun>ose  of  supporting 
a  Protestant  incumbent,  who  was  to 
become  the  religious  teadier  of  the  set- 
tlers. Now,  I  do  say,  honestly  and 
fairly,  that  I  have  never  found  this  por- 
tion of  the  Church  question  even  ap- 
proached by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill. 
Here  were  settlers  taken  from  their 
homes  in  England  and  Scotland,  where 
they  had  endowments  and  would  have  had 
them  to  this  day.  They  were  taken  over 
to  a  countty  where  they  had  no  co-reli- 
gionJBts,  upon  the  inducement  not  only 
that  th^  should  have  so  much  free  land, 
hut  that  their  religious  teachers  should 
fdso  he  provided  with  a  part  of  the  same 
land.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
settlers  went  there,  they  colonized  Ulster, 


snd  made  it  from  a  desert  wilderness 
the  garden  of  Ireland ;  and  then  you 
turn  round  and  say  to  their  deeoendants 
that  they  may  keep  their  fsurms,  but 
th^  must  surrender  that  which  was  as 
I  imich  an  appendage  to  their  farms  as  if 
it  had  been  a  right  to  an  adjacent  oom- 
moQ — the  acres  of  land  set  apart  to 
maintain  their  ministers.  And  remem- 
ber that  in  those  parishes  of  Ulster 
there  is  no  lack  of  mranbers.  The 
Church  population  in  most  of  them  is 
the  population  of  the  parish,  or  if 
,  there  is  any  other  it  is  a  population 
entirely  in  sympathy  with  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Church.  Now,  is  this  policy 
justified?  How  apt  we  are  in  Bills  of  this 
kind  to  look  only  at  one  side  of  the  case, 
and  shut  our  eyes  to  the  other,  and  to  say 
that  the  view  we  take  is  eminently  just 
and  commends  itself  to  our  consciences. 
But  let  us  look  at  both  sides  of  the  case. 
When  James  I.  made  grants  of  land  in 
Ulster  to  some  of  the  London  Com- 
panies he  made  grants  also  for  some 
of  the  parish  ministers.  But,  again, 
the  London  Companies  themselves,  out 
of  the  land  granted  to  them  by  the 
King,  made  fiirthor  grants  to  the  paro- 
chial incumbents  of  the  Church.  Your 
Bill  saves  the  land  where  the  Companies 
have  made  grants,  but  it  confiscates  it 
where  the  grant  was  made  by  the  King. 
In  fact,  instead  of  removing  you  on^ 
create  anomalies.  I  have  done  now  with 
the  question  of  disendowment,  and  I 
say,  in  that  respect,  that  instead  of  do- 
ing justice  you  do  wrong  and  the  grossest 
injustice. 

And  now  a  few  words  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  measure — ^firet,  on  the  Church 
itself,  then  on  the  Protestant  population, 
and  then  on  the  Boman  Catholics.  As 
to  the  Church,  it  is  a  Bill  to  extinguish  it. 
But  you  will  not  extinguish  the  Church. 
Persecution  would  not  extinguish  the 
Church,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  per- 
secution is  a  right  thing.  But  though 
you  cannot  extii^nish  Sie  Church,  you 
may  extinguish  the  organization  for  the 
spread  of  the  doctrines  of  the  Church. 
'the  voluntary  system  has  been  very 
much  referred  to — so  often,  indeed,  that  a 
rapid  summary  will  be  sufKcient  for  my 
purpose.  "Where  has  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem succeeded  ?  Has  it  succeeded  in  the 
Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland — a  Church 
to  which  belong  many  of  the  chief  land- 
owners in  Scotland  ?  We  have  had  testi- 
mony from  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the 
ISeeond  Seadinff— Fourth  ITtght. 
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Afchbisliop  of  Conterbuiy)  on  the  subj  ect . 
But  what  about  the  Free  Church?  We 
have  been  told  that  wonders  have  been 
done  by  the  Free  Church.  We  must  re- 
member that  the  greatest  part  of  those 
exertiooB  were  made  imder  the  pressure 
of  the  conscientiouB  grievance,  as  they 
thought  it,  which  led  to  their  eeparation 
from  the  Eatabliahod  Churdi.  But  if  we 
want  to  know  what  has  been  the  result 
of  the  voluntary  system  in  Scotland,  let 
hb  look  to  the  tmtimony  of  Br.  Bege, 
who,  in  his  pamphlet,  fiimishes  ua  wim 
evidence  on  that  head — 

The  Ea£l  of  DAIiHOnSIB :  It  is  all 
fblse. 

LoEO  CAIRNS :  The  noble  Earl  says 
that  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Beggis  false. 

The  •P.*gT.  OF  DALH0U8IE  :  The 
atatemeuts  inserted  in  Mr.  M'Naught's 
pamphlet  are  false. 

LoKD  CAIBN8:  Mr.  M'Naught  did 
not  make  his  statements  in  a  pom^ilet. 
He  mode  them  in  a  speech  to  the  fres- 
bytery  at  Glasgow,  and  I  suppose,  if  he 
were  wrong  he  could  have  been  set  right. 
His  qieech  was  published  in  a  pamphlet 
with  a  preface  oy  Mr.  Begg,  who  en- 
dorses the  statements  in  Dr.  M'Naught's 
gpeech,  and  corroborates  their  accuracy. 
Well,  Dr.  Be^  says  the  real  answer  to 
all  that  has  been  eald  about  the  success 
of  the  voluntary  system  in  Scotland  is 
that  many  of  IJie  ministers  ore  not  as 
well  paid  as  bank  clerks,  while  some  of 
them  are  struggling  with  actual  poverty. 
With  regard  to  what  has  been  said  about 
what  the  voluntary  ^stem  has  effected  in 
the  colonies,  I  would  observe  that  in 
several  of  the  colonies  provision  has  been 
made  for  religious  purposes — so  that  the 
voluntary  system  does  not  prevail  in 
those  colonies.  Again,  it  is  to  be  re- 
membered that  when  settlers  go  out  to  a 
colony  each  one  knows  what  he  will 
have  to  do  in  the  way  of  contribution  for 
religious  purposes,  and  the  extension  of 
religion  proceeds  with  the  advance  of 
the  colony.  Now,  there  is  a  great  dif- 
ference between  that  case  and  the  case 
of  suddenly  disendowing  a  Church  which 
for  centuries  has  enjoyed  endowments. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  alluded  to  what  had  been  done 
by  the  Bishop  of  London ;  but  I  think 
there  cannot  be  a  stronger  illustration 
of  the  truth  of  what  we  say  in  respect  of 
the  voluntary  system.  If  there  be  any 
concentration  of  wealth  equal  to  what  is 
to  be  found  in  this  metropolis,  I  am  not 
Lord  Cainu 
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aware  of  the  place  in  which  it  is  to  be 
found.  Well,  in  this  metropolis,  where, 
generally  peaking,  all  the  posBeseors  of 
wealth  and  aJl  those  immetfiately  below 
them  have  religious  ministrations  sup- 
plied gratuitously  there  has  been  a  want 
of  those  ministrations  for  many  of  the 
poorer  class ;  and  a  powerful  appeal  was 
made  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  who 
then  presided  over  that  diocese,  to  col- 
lect £1,000,000  to  supply  that  wont  for 
the  poor.  What  has  been  the  result  of 
that  appeal  ?  During  a  period  extend- 
ing over  six  years,  in  this  great  me- 
tropolis, with  all  its  wealth,  a  sum  has 
been  collected,  in  answer  to  that  appeal, 
which  would  be  just  about  suffiaent  to 
pay  the  building  charges  on  the  glebes 
in  Ireland,  and  to  prevent  the  Irish 
clergy  from  being  turned  out  homeless 
on  me  world.  Well,  what  will  be 
the  consequence  of  this  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  to  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland?  In  plain  words 
the  consequence  vrill  be  this — the  Church 
will  be  maintained,  no  doubt,  in  the 
large  and  prosperous  towns ;  but  in  the 
country  parishes,  many  miles  long  and 
many  miles  broad,  where  there  may  be 
perhaps  200  or  300  of  a  Church  popula- 
tion, mostly  humble  labouring  men  with 
one  or  two  landlords,  one  or  both  of  whom 
may  be  absentees,  either  the  Protestant 
population  will  be  absorbed  in  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  population,  or  that  other 
alternative  su^ested  by  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Ihike  of  Cleveland)  last  night  be 
adopted.  The  noble  Di^e  said — "Let 
the  scattered  Protestants  in  the  South  go 
to  the  North,  and  let  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics in  the  North  go  to  the  South,"  If 
the  noble  Duke  resided  in  Ireland,  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  prospect  he  would 
like.  If  you  adopted  it,  a  material  wall 
would  not  be  built  up  between  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics  and  the  Frotestaute ;  but 
I  fear  that  a  much  more  objectionable 
wall  would  be  erected  between  them — a 
wall  of  angry  passions,  prejudice,  and 
antagonism,  which  would  for  ever  pre- 
vent that  common  sympathy  from  which 
alone  we  can  hope  for  the  permanent 
improvement  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
I  do  not  want  to  be  mistaken — I  do  not 
hold  the  view  of  the  noble  Duke  op- 
posite (the  Duke  of  Aj^ll),  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland,  iinless  they  are 
bribed,  will  not  be  loyal. 

The  DtJKE  op  AEGTLL:  I  did  not 
say  so.    I  said  that  was  the  ai^umeat 
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of  tlie  noble  Dnke  opposite  (the  Doke  of 
Abercom). 

LoED  CAIRNS :  Then  the  noble  Duke 
waa  mistaken.  I  listened  from  begu- 
iling to  end  of  the  able  and  striUng 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke  neat  me  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom),  and  I  am  certain 
that  he  never  nttered  a  sentence  that 
oould  bear  such  a  construction.  The 
!K«testants  of  Ireland  make  no  demand 
for  being  loyal — ^they  do  not  want  to  be 
bribed ;  out,  whether  they  are  right  or 
wrong  in  their  opinion — and  I  think 
they  are  right  — they  aay — "  This  pro- 
perty is  onr  own,  we  hare  a  right  to 
keep  our  own,  and  that  we  thii^  you 
are  taking  away  from  ns ;"  and  behov- 
ing, as  they  wiJl  do,  this  to  be  the  case, 
they  will  naturaUy  be  exasperated ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  by  exasperating  the 
Protestant  population  we  shall  succeed 
in  pad^ag  Ireland.  And  now,  my 
Lords,  what  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
measure  upon  the  Koman  Catbolic  popu- 
lation of  the  country?  Uy  Lo^s,  I 
think  that  perhaps  it  will  be  the  means, 
to  some  extent,  of  gratifying  the  Soman 
Catholic  population ;  but,  while  you  gra- 
tis them,  do  not  think  you  will  satisiy 
them — ^the  two  things  are  very  different 
indeed.  My  Lords,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  what  the  Roman  Catholio  population 
of  Ireland  have  set  their  hearts  upon  is, 
not  the  disestablishment  and  the  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Established  Church,  but 
the  possession  of  the  land ;  and  they 
merely  look  upon  the  destruction  of  the 
Establishment  as  a  preliminary  to  the 
destruction  of  the  Land  Laws.  Now,  I 
give  the  Government  this  credit,  that  I 
do  not  believe  they  will  bring  in  any 
measure  with  respect  to  the  land  at  all 
calculated  to  gratify  the  hopes  that  are 
entertained  in  Ireland.  But  what  will 
be  the  effect  upon  the  IriA  population, 
when  they  find  that  they  will  have  to 
pay  their  rent  as  before,  and  that  the 
payments  to  their  priests  will  have  to  be 
made  as  before  ?  Why,  there  will  be  a 
recoil  in  their  feelings,  and  they  will 
turn  round  and  ask  you  what  you  meant 
by  that  wonderful  piece  of  legislation 
which  was  to  have  msured  so  much  to 
their  satisfaction.  Now,  my  Lords,  let 
me  ask  you  for  a  moment  what  would 
he  your  answer  if  a  Soman  Catholic  was 
to  come  and  address  you  thus — "You 
have  introduced  a  veiy  wholesome  and 
excellont  principle  of  l^elation ;  you 
have  laid  down  the  rule  that  there  is  to 
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be  no  inequality  whatever  in  ecdesias- 
tical  arrangements — that  is  a  veiy  good 
thing ;  you  have  laid  down  the  further 
rule  that  in  the  treatment  of  ecclesiasti- 
cal arrangements  there  is  no  longer  to 
be  a  question  of  the  union  of  the  three 
countries,  but  that  the  views  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  population  of  each  of  the 
diree  is  to  be  consulted,  and  that  the 
case  of  Ireland  is  to  be  dealt  with  aa 
standing  by  itself;  you  have  got  an  Es- 
tablish^ (^urch  in  England,  ttie  Church 
of  the  majority,  and  an  Established 
Church  in  Scotland,  the  Church  also  of 
the  majority ;  you  tell  me  you  are  anxious 
to  carry  out  the  principle  of  equality, 
and  therefore  I  ask  you  to  establish  the 
Church  of  the  majority  in  Ireland." 
Now,  supposing  you  said,  in  answer  to 
that  demand — "  Well,  wo  should  like  to 
see  you  placed  on  a  perfect  equality  with 
ourselves  ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  is  a 
little  prejudice  about  these  things,  and 
somehow  or  another  we  cannot  persuade 
the  Parliament  of  England  to  establish 
the  Boman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland." 
And  then  supposing  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics were  to  aay — "  Well,  we  can  quito 
understand  that,  but  there  is  another 
thing  that  can  be  done :  if  you  cannot 
establish  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland,  you  can  disestablish  the  Estab- 
lished Churches  of  England  and  Scot- 
land,  and  then  we  shaU  be  quite  equal 
and  perfectly  happy."  Now!  ask  you, 
my  Lords,  I  ask  Uie  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies)  what 
answer  you  could  give  to  that  proposi- 
tion ?  I  say  that  it  would  be  perfectly 
impossible  to  answer  it,  and  that  you 
would  then  find  out  that  your  principle 
of  equality  is  absurd,  and  cannot  oe 
carried  to  a  logical  conclusion  without 
entailing  consequences  from  which  you 
would  recoil.  My  Lords,  I  will  not  say 
more  than  a  word  or  two  about  the  case 
of  England.  I  am  anxious  not  to  set  a 
precedent  that  may  afterwards  work  evil 
in  this  county ;  but  I  want  to  ask  you 
this — You  are  now  asked  to  hold  this 
doctrine  —  that  wherever  there  is  an 
Established  Church  and  an  endowed 
Church  there  is  between  its  members 
and  those  belonging  to  unendowed  reli- 
gious communities  a  religious  inequality. 
You  are  asked  further  to  hold  that 
where  there  is  inequality  there  is  injus- 
tice. But  is  not  that  a  dangerous  prin- 
ciple when  yon  come  to  deal  with  it  P 
Let  us  put  aside  the  question  of  num- 
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hem — let  ufi  forget  England  altogether, 
and  take  an  iUuBtratioii  meiely  upon 
Irish  Boil.  If  I  take  2,000,000  horn  the 
Boman  GatholicB  and  pat  them  over  to 
the  Froteetant  mde,  mftlHng  the  num- 
bers of  the  Protestants  3,500,000,  though 
the  Froteetante  would  then  be  in  a  majo- 
xit; — as  long  as  teHgious  Establishmente 
existed  would  there  not  be  in  principle 
just  the  same  inequality  which  you  say 
now  ezista?  I  beg  your  LordBhips  to  be- 
ware of  affirming  a  principle  which,  if 
a^^ed  to  England,  would  lead  to  your 
being  charged  with  iujuatice,  because 
one^urd  or  something  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  people  did  not  belong  to  the 
established  rel^on.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  gave  a 
good  deal  of  adrice  to  the  Ejpsoopal 
Bench  as  to  the  course  they  should  fol- 
low, iraming  them  not  to  rqeot  the 
meaBore,  or  in  any  way  to  connect  the 
cause  of  England  with  that  of  Ireland. 
The  noble  Earl  told  us  the  result  of 
some  conversations  whidi  he  had  held 
with  defeated  Members  of  Parliament 
belonging  to  the  Liberal  party.  I  was 
always  under  the  impression  tiiat  de- 
feated Membera  of  Parliament  resorted 
to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when 
they  wanted  consolation.  But  I  can 
quite  understaJid  that  a  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  having  a  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  of  such  consoling  power  as  the 
noble  Earl  would  naturafiy  send  on  the 
defeated  candidates,  and  I  can  only  re- 
gret that  to  the  burden  of  public  duties 
mis  additional  duty  is  cast  upon  the 
noble  Earl  of  receiving  the  confidences 
of  rejected  candidates.  The  noble  Earl 
told  US  that  those  who  were  defeated 
complained  that  invariably  &eir  great 
enemies  were  the  parson,  the  sexton, 
and  the  gravedip^er. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  :  The  clerk  and 
the  sexton. 

LoBD  CAIRNS :  Yes ;  the  parson,  the 
clerk,  and  the  sexton.  The  defeated 
Liberal  candidates  said  they  met  these 
terrible  agents  everywhere ;  and  the 
noble  Earl  warned  the  Bishops  of  the 
dangers  that  would  come  to  the  Church  if 
Liberal  candidates  continued  to  be  thus 
Buccessfolly  opposed.  I  do  not  en>ect 
the  noble  Earl  will  have  any  of  these 
confidential  communicationB  with  de- 
feated candidates  on  the  other  side  ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  if  he  could 
only  spare  a  little  time  to  hear  them 
they  would  tell  hiTn  that  their  great 
Zerd  Cainu 


opponents  at  the  last  eleotion  ware 
the  Konconforming  ministers,  and  tiutt 
for  skill  in  electioneering  and  in  kiiag- 
ing  influence  to  bear  upon  their  floc£a 
very  few  could  suipaas  those  per- 
sons. They  would  also  toil  bim  Utalt 
the  reason  why  (he  Konfionforming  mi- 
nisteis  were  so  anxious  about  the  uuh 
Church  was  not  from  any  benevolent 
sympathy  with  Ireland  at  aH,  but  bo- 
cause  they  sought  to  overthrow  the 
Irish  Church  merely  as  a  precedent  for 
attaddng  the  Church  in  Englaad.  And, 
therefore,  having  heard  die  revelationa 
which  these  disappointed  candidates 
could  make  to  the  noble  Earl,  per- 
haps he  would  begin  to  think  that  there 
was  some  reason  for  the  sexton,  the 
clerk,  and  even  for  the  rector,  to  foel 
anxious  about  the  result  of  &.6  dec- 
tione.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  who  |^- 
sidea  over  the  oioceee  of  St.  David's  said 
it  was  absurd  to  suppose  liiat  in  Wales 
there  are  any  differences  at  all,  for  that 
the  only  differences  whioh  there  prevail 
are  not  greater  than  exist  elsewhere  be- 
tween different  sections  of  the  Church 
itself.  We  all  know  that  there  was  no 
place  where  the  Irish  Church  question 
was  more  warmly  taken  up  and  discussed 
at  the  last  election  than  in  Wales ;  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  your  Lordships, 
and  even  the  right  rev.  Prelate  himself 
— do  youbelieve  that  if  the  Irish  Church 
question  had  been  the  only  one,  and 
tiiat  legislation  affecting  the  Church  was 
to  end  there,  the  N'onconforming  minis- 
ters would  have  oared  —  what  shall  I 
say? — the  value  of  a  journey  to  the 
hustings  for  the  question  7 

My  Lords,  let  me  say  a  very  few  words 
with  r^ard  to  the  course  to  be  taken  on 
this  occaaon.  I  diink  it  a  fortunate  cir- 
cumstance that  on  the  great  question  of 
the  constitutional  position  of  this  House, 
there  is,  as  far  as  I  can  gather,  really 
no  difference  whatever  between  any  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House ;  theonly 
difficulty  which  does  arise  is  not  as  to 
the  principles  but  as  to  the  application 
of  them.  I  am  quite  willing  to  accept 
as  regards  principle  the  view  whi^ 
my  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  expieBsed 
with  such  power  last  night,  although 
I  differ  with  him  in  the  application. 
My  noble  Friend  said  —  and  I  agree 
with    him  —  that   as   regards   many 

Sublic  questions  the  oounby  at  large 
oee  not  take  any  lively  or  active  in- 
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forest;  that  those  qnestionB  are  relegated 

gthe  country  to  be  decided  by  the 
luse  of  Oommoua  and  the  House  of 
Lords ;  that  as  to  those  queetione  both 
Houses  have  full  co-ordinate  jurisdic- 
tions, and  the  country  leaves  them  to 
settle  those  questions  between  them- 
aelves  as  best  they  may.  But  I  i^ree 
with  my  noble  Friend  further,  that 
tiiere  are  queationa  which  arise  now  and 

Xin — rarely,  but  sometimea — aa  to 
ch  the  country  is  so  much  upon  the 
nlert,  is  so  nervously  anxious,  and  so 
well  acquainted  with  their  details,  that 
it  Bteps  in  aa  it  were,  takes  the  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  the  House  of  Commons,  and  sub- 
stantially and  in  truth  tells  both  Houses 
of  the  Legislature  what  the  country 
requires;  and  that  in  those  cases  either 
House  of  Parliament,  or  both  together, 
cannot  expect  to  be  more  powerful  than 
the  country,  or  to  do  otherwise  than  the 
country  desires.  But,  my  Lords,  while 
I  admit  that  aa  a  general  principle,  I 
think  there  is  a  correlative  principle 
which  never  ought  to  be  loat  sight  of. 
While  I  admit,  as  I  do  most  free^,  that 
the  House  of  Lords  must  faJthfiilly  in- 
terpret the  wishes  of  the  nation,  and 
that  this  House  is  not  an  external  body 
which  is  to  govern  the  nation  against 
its  will,  there  is  a  correlative  principle, 
which  to  my  mind  is  this — that  the 
House  of  Lords,  especially  when  it  sur- 
renders its  own  convictions  upon  the 
merits  of  a  questiou,  must  be  very  care- 
ful indeed  to  be  certain  that  the  mind 
of  the  country  is  righUy  and  faithfully 
interpreted.  Now,  what  is  it  necessary 
to  remind  your  Lordships  of  with  refer- 
ence to  the  last  election  ?  I  quite  agree 
again  with  my  noble  Friend  that  l£ere 
was  an  issue  presented  to  the  country  in 
which  to  a  large  extent  the  question  of 
the  Irish  Church  was  mixed  up ;  and  I 
agree  with  him  that  as  regu^  the 
taowledge  of  the  country,  of  the  form 
and  extent  of  that  issue,  much  must  be 
determined  by  the  declarations  of  thoae 
who  were  advocating  before  the  country 
the  policy  which  is  now  embodied,  or 
said  to  be  embodied,  in  this  Bill.  Now, 
the  exprcssiona  used  last  year  by  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Areyll)  have  been  referred  to  to-night ; 
and  the  noble  Duke  has  entered  into  an 
Riyiimnnt  of  Bome  length  to  show  that, 
taken  in  connexion  with  Amendments 
which  ivere  moved  in  the  other  House, 


it  must  have  been  known  by  the  Con- 
servative party  that  his  words  would 
not  bear  the  meaning  that  has  been  put 
on  them.  That  is  not  the  question. 
The  question  is  this  —  Take  the  effect 
of  those  words  on  the  country  at  lawe, 
which  is  not  versed  in  those  Farlia* 
mentary  contesta  that  produce  Amend- 
ments and  counter-Amendments,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  sense  it 
attached  to  them.  I  would  remind  your 
Lordships  of  the  later  words  of  the  noble 
Duke.     What  did  he  say  ?    He  said — 

"  Therafora,  thou  MBmben  of  the  IIodis  of 
Commom  who  Tot>d  for  that  E«Mlation  are  per- 
fsctlj  freo  to  voto  for  anj  lorC  of  compromiie  in 

reapeot  to  tha  eodovmeDt  of  the  Churoh." — 
[3  HaMard,  OMiii.  174,] 

The  matter  does  not  rest  entirely  upon 
the  words  of  the  noble  Duke.  He  will 
foi^ve  me  for  saying  that  there  is 
an  authority  still  higher  than  he.  What 
did  Mr.  Gladstone  sayP  We  all  re- 
member his  general  expressiona  about 
the  C9iurch  being  treated  with  in- 
dulgence and  generosity;  that  after 
all,  she  would  not  be  so  badly  off,  but 
would  go  forth  into  the  world  with 
about  two-thirds  or  tiiree-fifths  of  her 
property;  and  although  it  was  after- 
wa^  explained  &at  those  two-thirds 
or  three  -  fifths  would  be  left  to  the 
Church  or  to  her  members,  yet  the 
country  at  lai^  does  not  criticize  these 
distinctions ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  feeling  out  of  doors  was  that 
the  Irish  Church  would  be  dealt  with  in 
a  most  liberal  and  handsome  way,  and 
that,  when  disestablished  and  disen- 
dowed, she  would  still  retain  two-thirds 
or  three-fifths  of  her  property  and  that 
she  would  carry  with  her  iu  entering  on 
her  new  eareer  a  very  good  provision. 
What  did  Mr.  Gladstone  say  last  year 
on  the  subject  of  endowment  about  the 
same  time  when  the  noble  Duke  used 
the  words  that  have  been  quoted  F  Ur. 
Gladstone  said — 


'  di*endow,'  beoauae  we  h&re  rcBerred  to  ouraalToi 
the  power  to  deal  liberallj  od  ererr  queition  of 
coQitructioD  and  iDtarpreUtioD  ai  br  m  tb» 
Eitablisbed  Church  is  conoemed." 

So  that  Mr.  Gladstone  really  went  much 
further  than  the  noble  Duke,  and  said 
he  would  not  even  mention  the  word 
"  disendowment."  In  that  state  of  things 
the  matter  went  to  the  elections.  What 
L  2    IStcond  Rtading—Fovrth  Sight. 
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do  Te  all  knoTv  in  regard  to  those 
elections  ?  I  describe  the  state  of  things 
accurately  wlien  I  say  that  the  volun- 
tary body,  which  is  strong  and  respect- 
able, were  very  keen  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church  for  reasons  that  w  " 
know.  The  Boman  Catholic  body 
also  anxious  for  the  adoption   of  the 

F)licy  announced  by  Mr.  Qladstone.  But 
venture  to  say  that  with  the  great  mass 
of  the  liberal  party  the  great  idea  wa* 
that  they  wanted  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment. What  was  wanted  was  a  Liberal 
QoTenuneitt,  with  Mr.  Gladstone  at  the 
head  of  it ;  and  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  in  a  Rreat  many  places  the  Liberal 
candidate  had  to  keep  the  Irish  Church 
in  the  background,  or  if  he  mentioned 
it  he  had  to  take  refuge  in  the  kindly 
md  generous  intentions  attribated  to 
Mr.  Gladstone.  In  that  state  of  things 
the  election  was  concluded ;  the  0«vem- 
ment  was  changed,  Mr.  Gladstone  was 
at  the  head  of  affairs,  and  what  do 
we  find  was  done?  What  were  the 
first  declarations  of  two  of  his  leading 
Colleagues  on  the  subject  of  the  Irisu 
Church?  Contrast  their  speeches  with 
what  was  said  before  the  BiU  was 
introduced.  I  have  read  the  decla- 
ration of  Mr.  Gladstone  &a  to  gene- 
rosity and  hberality.  What  were  the 
words  used  after  the  Government  came 
into  Office  and  this  Bill  was  introduced  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said — 
"  Generosity  !  treat  the  Church  with 
generosity !  I,  generous  with  other 
people's  money !  "  What  did  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  say  ?  He  said — 
"It  is  true  the  Bill  is  sweeping  and 
severe ;  it  would  be  weakness  and  folly 
if  it  were  anything  else."  If  the  liber^ 
candidate  at  one  of  the  elections  in  Eng- 
land had  nsed  these  words,  I  do  not 
think  there  would  have  been  much 
chance  of  his  return.  What  more  is 
there  ?  I  am  not  going  into  details,  but 
I  would  remind  your  Lordships  of  some 
matters  about  which  there  is  no  doubt 
as  to  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Bill  leaves  the  Church 
absolutely  unprovided  for.  Life  interests 
are  nothing  to  the  Church.  The  fabrics 
of  the  churches  are  said  not  to  be  mar- 
ketable; they  are  left  to  the  Church 
because  you  cannot  take  them  away. 
The  Church  that  was  to  go  out  with 
two-thirds  of  its  property  has  absolutely, 
literally  nothing — nay,  leas  than  nothing. 
The  glebe  houses,  the  residences  of  the 
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incumbents,  as  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  Mr.  Bright  all  declared, 
in  the  most  emphatic  terms  the  Enghsh 
language  could  supply,  that  nobody  could 
ever  dream  of  tsJung  them  away  &om 
the  incumbents — the  glebe  houses  are 
to  be  left,  it  ia  true,  but  only  provided 
the  Church  pay  £250,000  for  them  ;  and 
as  there  are  between  900  and  1,000  of 
them  over  which  this  sum  has  to  be  ap- 
portioned,  from  my  knowledge  of  Irish 
glebe  houses  I  should  say  very  few  are 
worth  that  money.  Then  we  have  that 
strange  invention  as  to  the  period  from 
which  private  endowments  should  be 
taken — 1660.  The  Ulster  glebes  are 
swept  away.  Then  it  is  said  great 
tenderness  is  shown  to  the  Church 
Body  with  regard  to  commutations. 
The  holders  of  life  interests  are  to 
be  allowed,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Church  Body,  to  have  the  Government 
value  of  their  annuity  paid  to  them  in 
bulk.  What  advantage  is  that  to  the 
Church  ?  It  is  paid  into  the  hands  of 
the  Church  Body,  but  the  Church  Body 
ia  charged  with  the  payment  of  the  an- 
nuity. Unless  the  Church  is  grossly 
dishonest,  it  must  keep  the  capitalized 
annuity  for  the  pui^se  of  paying  these 
poor  men  their  life  interest ;  and  if  the 
Government  tables  are  correct,  if  the 
Church  paid  the  life  interest,  the  result 
would  be  that  it  would  simply  have  no- 
thing. If  you  mean  that  the  holders  of 
these  life  interests  are  to  take  less 
than  their  annuities  and  give  the  rest  to 
the  Church — where  is  the  "  generosity" 
of  this  ?  As  the  right  rev.  Prelate  said 
the  other  night,  you  put  the  sackcloth 
and  ashes  on  the  wrong  man.  I  shall 
not  follow  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Westbuiy)  with  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  machinery  of  the  Church ; 
but  I  must  say  that  anything  more  ex- 
travagant than  the  commendation  be- 
stowed uTWn  these  arrangements  I  never 
heard.  The  new  Church  is  to  stand 
upon  the  principle  of  contract.  My 
Lords,  ray  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  knows  perfectly  well  that 
you  can  have  no  legal  redress  upon  the 
footing  of  a  contract  with  a  vmuntary 
body  unless  in  respect  of  property — ^you 
cannot  raise  your  action  unless  there  be 
some  property  in  respect  of  which  to 
make  a  complaint ;  and  yet  you  found 
this  Church  upon  the  footing  of  a  con- 
tract, and  say — "  Ton  may  pursue  these 
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contracts  at  law ; "  but,  io  order  to  make 
it  impoBsible  to  do  eo,  you  deprive  the 
Cliurdi  of  any  property  whatever.  I 
need  not  follow  the  conaequencee  of  the 
Bill  further.  I  venture  to  say  that  if 
this  Bill  had  been  before  the  country  at 
the  time  of  the  elections  it  would  nave 
been  impossible  for  it  to  have  received 
the  approbation  of  the  constituencies.  I 
do  not  admit  the  distinction  maintained 
on  this  head  between  disestablishment 
and  disendowment.  My  noble  and  leEimed 
Friend  stated  the  tmih  esactly  when  he 
stated  that  the  people  of  the  countir  at 
large  do  not  analyze  the  matter,  and  do 
not  understand  ttie  difference  between 
disestablishment  and  disendowment.  I 
believe  that  the  country  looked  upon  the 
matter  in  this  light — they  believed  you 
were  going  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church 
very  handsomely,  and  that  it  was  to 
tend  towards  the  pacification  of  Ireland ; 
and,  believing  that,  they  did  not  draw 
any  distinction  between  disestablishment 
and  disendowment.  They  merely  looked 
for  a  Bill  consistent  with  the  representa- 
tions made  by  noble  Lords  opposite  dur- 
ing the  time  of  the  election.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Qranville) 
quoted  some  words  of  mine,  uttered  last 
year  with  reference  to  the  (Jovemment 
being  guided  by  the  decision  of  the 
country,  and  I  am  quite  wUUng  to  ac- 
cept his  interpretation  of  what  I  uttered. 
I  stated  that  the  then  Glovemment  were 
willing  to  stake  their  existence  upon  the 
verdict  of  the  country.  I  stated  the 
policy  which  Uie  Government  as  a  Oo- 
vemment  would  maintain  at  the  elec- 
tions. I  said  that  that  was  a  policy  by 
which  any  Ministry  would  be  glad  to 
stand  or  fiill,  and  I  declared  Slat  bv 
that  policy  we  would  stand  or  iall. 
^e  noble  Earl  opposito  says  that  our 
pledge  to  do  this  did  not  amoimt  to 
much,  because  the  House  of  Commons 
had  the  power  to  change  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  we  would  have  to  stand 
or  fall  by  ita  vote.  My  Lords,  in  the 
first  place,  a  pledge  is  not  the  less  a 
pledge,  because  there  is  a  strong  pro- 
bability that  you  must  Ailfil  it.  But  the 
noble  Earl  forgets  that  he  very  properly 
and  very  handM>mely  acknowledged  that 
it  was  not  only  a  patriotic  course  which 
the  late  Government  took  in  resigning, 
when  it  could  not  expect  to  obtain  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
he  further  admitted  that  it  was  only  by 
that  resignation  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment were   enabled   to  put   their 


views  on  the  Church  into  a  Bill  and 
submit  it  to  Parliament  in  the  present 
Session. 

My  Lords,  I  listened  anxiously  to  what 
fell  from  the  Secretaiy  of  State  on  the 
subject  of  the  Amendments  which  might 
be  introduced  here.  I  am  very  anxious 
rightly  to  understand  this  question,  but 
I  own  that  the  remarks  upon  this  sub- 
ject which  fell  horn  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State,  though  they  appeared 
to  give  great  comfort  to  the  most  rev. 
Primate  who  presides  over  this  Province 
{the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury),  did  not 
produce  the  same  efi'ect  upon  my  mind. 
I  find  the  noble  Earl  said  that  to  all  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment religiously  adhere.  "What  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  were  tlie 
noble  Earl  did  not  tell  us,  and  therefore 
he  is  free  to  maintain  any  provision  and 
to  resist  any  Amendment  which  he  may 
say,  in  his  judgment,  interferes  with  the 
main  mineiples  of  the  Bill,  Then  the 
noble  Earl  said  that  any  Amendments 
which  we  may  make  vtU  be  ref^pect- 
fully  considered  by  the  Government. 
Now  ]  am  very  sure  that  any  Amend- 
ments which  we  may  make  would  not  only 
be  considered  by  tlie  Government,  but 
if  they  be  supported  by  a  majority  in 
this  House,  the  Amendments  will  be 
carried,  whether  the  Government  con- 
sider them  or  not.  The  action  of  this 
House  is  in  its  own  hands — we  do  not 
want  pledges  as  to  the  action  of  this 
House — we  do  not  even  want  pledges  as 
to  the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  we  want  to  know  is  what  is  the 
course  which  will  be  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  House  of  Commons; 
because  that  is  the  real  point  in  &6 
question,  and  on  that  point  we  have 
got  no  information  whatever.  I  was 
much  struck  with  what  was  said  by  the 
noble  andleamed  Lord  (Lord  Penzance). 
He  said  with  great  candour  that,  for  hia 

Eart,  if  the  second  reading  were  carried, 
e  saw  great  difficulty  in  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  Bill  of  Amendments  of  the 
character  indicated  by  the  most  rev. 
Primate.  If  that  be  so,  and  we  have 
no  assurance  that  our  Amendments  will 
be  accepted,  I  want  to  know  what  en- 
couragement there  is  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee with  a  view  to  making  Amendmenta. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey),  who  sits 
upon  the  cross-Benches,  and  who  strongly 
advocated  going  into  Committee,  de- 
scribed in  glowing  terms  the  Amend- 
ments and  the  great  improvements  which 
ISeand  Meading — Fourth  NighU 
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mielit  be  made  m  tlie  Bill,  and  the  ex- 
cellent p<^tioa  we  Blioiild  be  in  if  we  go 
into  Committee.  Now,  I  venture,  with 
the  greatest  reject,  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl — and  he  will  pardon  me  for  feeling 
a  doubt  about  the  matter — whether  he 
has  aecertained  that  there  is  any  single 
Amendment  which  he  would  propose 
which  would  be  a^eed  to  by  the  Go- 
Temment  in  this  House,  and  whether 
there  is  any  single  Amendment  which 
wonld  be  proposed  by  any  other  Member 
of  this  House  to  which  he  would  agree. 
My  Lords,  I  cannot  derive  much  comfort 
irom  assurances  of  that  kind,  unless  I 
know  that  the  Amendments,  which  are 
BO  vividly  impressed  upon  the  mind  of 
the  noble  Earl,  are  the  kind  of  Amend- 
ments which  I  myself  should  like  to  see 
introduced.  I  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  below  the  Gangway  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  that  when  we  come 
to  apeak  of  any  change  that  may  have 
occurred  in  the  country  we  have  to  deal 
with  a  difficult  question.  That  is  a 
point  on  which  every  person  must  form 
luB  own  opinion  in  the  most  conscien- 
tious way  and  with  the  best  information 
in  his  power.  But  certainly  very  re- 
markable things  have  occurred.  I  do 
not  refer  merely  to  the  manner  in  which 
Petitions  have  come  before  this  House 
on  the  subject  of  the  Bill,  though  that  is 
remarkable.  It  is  remarkable  to  find 
that  in  so  short  a  space  of  time  Petitions 
against  the  Bill  have  been  signed  by 
700,000  persons  over  and  above  those 
Petitions  signed  by  the  chairmen  of 
meetings,  which  must  represent  in  the 
aggregate  as  many  more — and  this  while 
the  Petitions  for  the  Bill  are  signed  by 
only  124,000  persons.     This  also  is,  I 


of  any  public  question  in  recent  times — 
meetmgs  have  been  held  expressive  of 
disapprobation  of  this  Bill,  as  soon  as 
its  contents  became  fully  known,  not 
only  in  counties  and  pariaties,  hot  in  the 
most  populous  towns  throughout  the 
country.  Nor  were  these  tumultuous 
meetings,  as  they  have  sometimes  been 
described  to  be  in  this  debate,  but  grave 
meetings,  solemnly  called  together,  con- 
ducting their  deliberations  in  the  most 
Bolemn  way,'  showing  the  most  com- 
prehensive acquaintance  with  the  sub- 
ject, and  mamfesting  the  most  stem 
resolve  on  the  part  of  those  present  to 
oppose  the  pobcy  of  the  measure.  It 
au  been  said  tbat  meetings  have  been 
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held  on  the  other  aide  also,  or  that  they 
would  have  been  held  had  they  not  been 
discouraged  by  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  among  others  by  Mr.  Bright. 
I  do  not  know  how  this  may  have  been, 
but  it  strikeB  me,  at  all  events,  as  being 
somewhat  singular,  that  in  the  only 
town  with  which  Mr.  Bright  is  directly 
connected — I  mean  as  its  representative 
— not  only  was  a  meeting  held,  but 
very  much  patronized  by  him,  for,  as 
we  know,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  a  letter  which  has  been  often  re- 
ferred to,  very  fully  disdosed  his  opi- 
nions on  the  particular  subject  which 
was  under  discussion.  But  even  that 
meeting,  notwithstanding  the  political 
feelings  which,  as  yonr  Lordships  are 
aware,  prevail  in  the  town  in  which  it 
was  held,  was  anything  but  unanimoua 
in  supporting  this  Bill,  and  in  its  ap- 

froval  of  the  policy  which  it  embodies, 
own,  my  Lords,  that  those  things 
which  come  under  one's  observation 
every  day  have  very  deeply  impressed 
my  mind  with  the  persuasion  that  the 
people  of  this  connt^  have  not  yet  folly 
considered  the  character  and  provisions 
of  the  measure. 

My  Lords,  I  beg  you  not  to  forget  that 
this  is  a  question — let  men  talk  as  they 
like — in  which  your  Lordships'  House 
has  any  peculiar  or  personal  interest. 
The  object — ^the  only  object — you  can 
have  in  view  in  dealing  with  it — is  really, 
and  without  the  fear,  as  far  as  possible, 
of  subsequent  error  or  cause  for  regret — 
to  ascertain  what  ought  to  be  done  with 
the  grave  issue  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted for  your  deliberation.  For  my 
part,  without  in  the  sli^test  degree  de- 
siring to  commit  this  House  to  taking 
up  a  position  of  antagonism  to  the  coun- 
try, I  maintain,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  that  my  noble  Friend  who  haa 
moved  the  Amendment  is  right  in  wish- 
ing that  further  time  should  be  afforded 
to  the  country  for  the  consideration  of  a 
measure  the  most  enormous  in  its  scope, 
the  most  momentous  in  its  consequencea 
that  has  ever  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. My  Lords,  we  are  asked  to  com- 
mit a  wrong — a  grievous  and  crnd 
wrong— and  that  in  one  of  those  points 
on  which  they  are  most  sensitive — on 
over  1,000,000  of  our  Protestant  fellow- 
subjects  in  Ireland — a  class  of  men  of 
whom  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  they 
have  contributed  in  a  ^jeater  degree 
than  any  other  element  in  the  country 
to  the  pnnnotion  of  civilisation  ai^  good 
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order  of  their  native  land,  and  to  the 
momteuance  of  the  connection  between 
it  and  England.  We  are  asked  to  cast 
them  off,  to  repudiate  theii  right  to 
inBtitutioiis  Hke  our  own,  after  the  mtds- 
tenance  of  those  institatioss  has  been 
gnnzanteed  by  engagements  and  atipu- 
IstionB  the  most  soTemn  into  which  a 
State  can  enter.  The  measure  which  we 
are  iSTited  to  adopt  is  not  a  measure  of 
neutrality,  hut  of  destruction ;  it  is  a 
measure,  not  of  indifference  on  the  part 
of  the  State  to  true  religion,  but  of 
actual  hostility  tJ^  it.  We  are  Bsked  to 
abandon  once  and  for  all  the  recognition 
as  a  State  in  Ireland  of  the  Keformed 
religion,  and  thereby  as  a  State  to  do  all 
that  ft  State  can  do  to  extinguish  it.  My 
Iiords,  we  are  going,  as  I  believe,  not  to 
pacify  Ireland,  but  to  sow  broadcast  in 
that  Country  a  new  and  plentiful  crop  of 
angry  passionB,  ungovemed  jealoimes, 
blttef  and  revengeful  memories,  which 
will  soon  ripen  into  a  harvest  of  evil 
tihat,  depend  upon  it,  we  shall  have  to 
reap  even  as  we  sow  it.  We  are  going 
ia  a  country  where  of  all  others  the 
sacredness  of  the  rights  of  property 
ought  to  be  inculcate,  to  teach  &  lesson 
that  even  in  sacred  things  the  State  will 
bend  and  strain  those  rights  for  a  political 
object  and  under  political  pressure.  Vy 
Ixods,  it  is  because  I  anticipate  these 
evils  from  the  paKdng  of  this  measure — 
it  is  because  I  feel  convinced  that  if  your 
IiordshipB  were  to  accept  it  it  could  be 
only  in  deference  to  the  unmistakable 
opinion  of  the  country — it  is  because  I 
see  ib&t  any  mistake  as  to  that  opinion 
is  fiital  Bnd  irretrievable— it  is  because 
I  believe  that  the  more  the  country  sees 
and  knows  of  this  measure  the  less  it 


:  my 
lend- 


part  shall  give  my  vote  for  the  Amei 

ment.  

E»»i.  GEANVIIiLE  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl  who  began  the  debate  ves- 
terday  (the  Earl  of  Derb^)  remarked  on 
the  observations  I  made  in  introducing 
the  Bill  with  that  good  nature  which  he 
has  always  shown  me  ;  but  he  com- 
plained that  I  had  not  touched  in  ray 
speedi  on  the  ^inciple  of  the  Bill. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  ihink  that  at  the  close 
of  the  debate  at  this  hour  it  is  too  late 
to  remedy  that  deficiency,  or  even  to  fol- 
low in  any  length  the  able  and  detailed 
argument  urg^  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lnd,  who  went  over  much  the  same 
ground  as  I  think  I  remember  that  he 
did  bat  a  twelvemonth  ago.     Nov,  I 


think  that  there  are  certain  arguments 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  and  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland  which  hove  been  smoo&ed 
away  by  discussion.  After  what  has 
been  said  by  some  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates and  by  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  I  t£ink 
it  unnecesBBiy  to  go  again  through  the 
whole  of  the  arguments ;  but  I  must  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  what  fell  &om 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite. 
He  asserted  that  it  was  absolute^  neces- 
sary that  the  majority  of  the  nation,  as 
a  whole,  ought  to  decide  what  religion 
should  be  taught  in  the  State,  and  to 
provide  churches  for  the  teaching  of  that 
religion.  But,  if  this  be  so,  wlmt  is  to 
be  said  for  the  establishment—not  of  the 
Episcopalian  but  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  Scotland?  Then  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  tells  us  that  tiie  great 
importance  of  having  a  State  Church  is 
that  it  protects  the  r^igiotis  freedom  of 
the  minority.  I  must  confess  I  do  not 
understand  what  is  meant  by  that  state- 
ment. The  only  country  I  know  of 
where  the  State  (3iurch  is  in  a  very  small 
minority  is  Ireland,  and  how  can  the 
exiBtence  of  that  State  Church  in  the 
slightest  degree  tend  to  the  religions 
liberty  of  flie  great  majorify  of  the 
people  of  that  country  ?  Then  take  the 
case  of  the  Established  Church  here,  to 
which  I  belong  and  which  I  hope  will 
BTOwinuseftUness.  How  has  that  Church 
been  instrumental  in  securing  the  reli- 
gious freedom  of  the  Nonconformists  in 
this  countiy  ?  As  to  the  Act  of  Union, 
if  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  con- 
tends the  clause  relating  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  is  a  frmdamental  condi- 
tion of  the  Union,  surely  there  is  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  representatives 
of  Eoiriand,  Ireland  and  Scotland  should 
not,  for  the  public  good,  change  that 
portion  of  the  Act  of  Union.  I  may 
remark  that  I  am  no  friend  to  disendow- 
ment ;  but  I  object  to  endowment  when 
it  is,  in  my  opinion,  unjust  and  when  it 
tends  to  create  feelings  of  irritation  on 
the  part  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
people.  In  Ireland  a  Catholic  has  to 
pay,  perhaps,  £2  or  £3  a-year  for  the 
support  of  nis  religion,  wlule  his  Pro- 
testant neighbour  has  not  to  pay  a  far- 
thing. Can  such  a  state  of  thmgs  be 
expected  to  exist  without  ill-feeling  being 
created  ?  This  Bill  has  been  criticized 
with  great  severity,  and  a  great  many 
foults  have  been  found  with  it.  But 
what  has  occurred  in  the  course  of  the 
ISrnni  SMdhg—Fow^th  Night, 


(LORDS)  ChttrehSil 

speeclieB  of  eereral  noble  Lords  has  led  l  intend  to  Bubstitute  P     The  noble  and 
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me  to  hope  that  thia  debate  may  yet 
land  UB  in  Committee,  so  that  at  this  late 
hour  I  will  spare  your  Lordships  any 
discuflsion.  I  think  the  great  prepon- 
derance of  argument  has  been  that  as 
far  as  disestablishment  is  concerned  the 
verdict  of  the  country  has  been  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  I  quite  agree  mth  my 
noble  Friend  who  said  that  in  his  opinion 
the  fact  that  the  country  had  decided  in 
favour  of  diseatablishment  was  enough 
to  warrant  your  Lordships  in  accepting 
the  Bill  and  making  in  Committee  what 
Amendments  you  may  think  necessaiy. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  put  a  ques- 
tion to  me,  and  I  appeal  not  to  noble 
Lords  on  this  but  to  noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  whether 
it  is  one  I  can  be  expected  to  answer.  I 
stated  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
and  he  asks  me  what  will  be  done  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  regard  to  Amend- 
ments about  which  wb  know  nothing, 
and  of  which  we  have  not  even  had  the 
character  given  us.  During  the  course 
of  this  debate  questions  far  more  reason- 
able have  been  put  to  the  leaders  of  the 
Conservative  party,  and  have  met  with 
no  reply.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough)  accused  tho  Go- 
Temment  in  "  another  place"  ofhaving 
received  every  argument  against  theBiS 
with  a  conspiracy  of  silence.  Among, 
however,  the  many  objections  urged 
against  Mr.  Gladstone,  I  have  never 
heard  that  he  was  accused  of  having  re- 
fused to  ai^e  out  a  great  question. 
With  r^ard  to  thia  silence,  I  am  glad 
that  it  has  not  occurred  in  this  Houso  ; 
because,  if  we  had  been  so  silent,  we 
should  have  lost  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able and  one  of  the  most  interesting  de- 
bates I  remember  ever  to  have  heard  in 
the  course  of  my  politicfd  life.  No  an- 
swer has  been  returned  to  the  question 
of  the  noble  Earl  on  the  crosa-Benches 
(Earl  Grey)  who  very  pertinently  asked 
the  noble  Eari  what  was  the  neit  step 
flupposing  you  succeeded  in  rejecting  the 
Bill.  That  important  question  still  re- 
mains unanswered.  Again,  it  has  been 
asked  what  is  your  policy  when  you  ask 
thia  House  to  put  itself  in  the  position 
in  which  the  Duke  of  Wellington  said 
the  House  ought  never  to  find  itself— in 
opposition  to  the  Crown,  to  tho  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  the  nation?  What 
right  have  you  to  do  so  without  giving 
too  shghtest  intention  of  what  you 
Earl  Gram-ilU 


learned  Lord  may  say,  like  Sir  Ilobert 
Ped — "  Call  me  in  and  I  will  prescribe ;" 
but  the  noble  and  leamedT  Lord  was 
called  in,  and  if  he  had  a  plan  he  tore  it 
up  and  put  it  on  the  fire.  One  other 
question  has  been  asked  a  hundred  times. 
It  is  whether  if  we  were  in  the  positiim 
of  the  Lish  people  with  reference  to  a 
State  Church  we  would  suffer  such  a 
state  of  things  to  continue  P  I  venture 
to  say  that  question  remains  unanswered. 
I  challenged  my  noble  Relative  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  (the  Earl 
of  Harrowby)  to  answer  it ;  but  he 
treated  my  challenge  with  contempt.  It 
was  so  treated  till  tiie  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Peterborough)  rose,  whose 
speech  has  been  so  much  prised  for  its 
splendid  eloquence  and  ability.  He  re- 
ferred to  it — but,  adopting  a  custom 
which  I  believe  is  more  common  in  the 
sister  kingdom  than  in  this,  he  answered 
it  by  putting  another  direct  question. 
He  asked  what  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  the  Government  wished  to  do 
justice  to  7  That  question  was  at  once 
answered  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  who  said  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government  was  not  to  do 
juatice  to  any  portion  of  the  people,  but 
to  do  justice  to  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
My  Lorda,  when  I  ask  thia  House — a 
House  to  which  I  am  so  deeply  attached, 
and  I  ought  to  be,  because  I  owe  it  so 
much — to  take  the  step  of  adopting  this 
Bill,  subject  to  any  Amendments  which 
your  Lordships  may  think  £t  to  propose, 
I  feel  that  I  am  asking  it  to  adopt  a 
measure  founded  on  the  higheat  princi- 
ples of  justice  and  morahty,  and  entirely 
bound  up  with  our  duty  botb  as  men  and 
politicians. 

Motion  (of  Monday  lost).  That  the 
BUI  be  now  read  2*— {The  Earl  Oran- 
ville)  ;  objected  to;  an  Amendment  moi>«f 
to  leave  out  ("now")  and  insert("this 
day  three  months  ")— (7X<  Earl  of  Mar- 
rowhy.) 

On   Question,  That  ("now")   stand 
part  of    the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships 
divided:  —  Contents  179;  Not-Contenta 
Majority  33, 


Sttohed  in  the  AJirmativ9. 

Bill  read  2*  aocordingly,  and  committfd 
to  a  Conmiittee  of  the  Whole  Hotue  on 
Ikteada;/  the  29th  Ituiant. 
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Church  Bia. 


Cleveland,  D. 
I»e.oD.hirB.D. 
Grafton,  D. 
heeA>,  D. 
Norftilk,  D. 
Saint  AlbBDi,  D. 
Somenet,  D. 
Satharland,  D. 

Aileibnrf,  M. 
Aogleuj,  M. 
B>tb.  M. 
Camden,  M. 
LanidowDB,  H. 
Normmibj,  M. 
Sa!i*bnr7,  M. 
TowDihend,  M. 
WiDcheiter,  M. 

Abingdon,  E . 

Albtnnrla,  E, 
Camperdown,  E. 
Canuuran,  E, 
Cathearl,  E. 
Cawdor,  E. 
Cbiobeiter,  E. 
Clarendon,  E. 
Cottenbam,  E. 
CowJflf,  E. 
Cowper.S. 
CraTen,  E. 
Dartrer,  E. 
De  Gttj,  E. 
D«  La  Wan,  E. 
Denbigb,  E. 

DSTOD,     E. 

Dude,  E. 
Durbam,  E. 

Fiitwilliam,  E. 
ParteMu«,  E. 
OaJniborongh,  E, 
Granrilla,  £. 
Grej,  E. 
Home,  E. 
lleheiter,  E. 
lanei,  E.   (O.    fie» 

Jerw7,  E. 
KlmWla;,  E. 
LeiCMtar.  E. 
LichBeld,  B. 
LoTeUm,  E. 
Lncan,  E. 
Minlo,  E. 
Morley,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Nelion,  E. 
Orford,  E. 
Portsmontb,  E. 
BoPM,  E. 
HoawU,  E. 
Saint  Germana,  E> 
Sommen,  E. 
Spencvr,  E. 
StnfEard,  E. 


ham,  E. 
Tarboroogh,  E. 
ZeUand,  E. 

Eienlef,  T. 
Falmoutb,  V. 
ilalifai,  V. 
Leinater,  V.  (D.  Ltnn- 

Her.) 
Lifford,  V. 
Powenoonit,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 

St.  DaTid'a,  Bp. 


Kaniy,  L.{£.  AmrcniM  EoMbtrjr,  L.  (£.  Salt- 

<md  MaaM-Earl. )  bay.) 

Lavraoee,  L.  &oui«,    L,    {L.    Bin- 

Leigh,  L.  noird) 

Liamore.L^  F.LwoMiv.)  Sandji,  L. 


Arundell  of  Wardonr,  L. 
Audlej,  L. 
Areland,  L. 
Barrogilt,  L.  (£.  CUli- 

Bateman,  L. 

Belper,  L. 
Bolton,  L. 
Bojle,  L.  {E.  Cork  and 

Orrery.) 
Brongham  and  Tanx,  L. 
Caltborpg,  L. 
Camofs,  L. 
Canw,  L. 
CarringtOD,  L. 
Carjafort,  L.(£.  Caryl- 

fott.) 
Chariemont,L.(e.CAilr- 

Umo,A.) 
Cbeiham,  L. 
CburchiU,  L. 
ClandebOje,L.(i.I>u/- 

ferin  and  ChiuAoyt.) 
ClermoDt,  L. 
Clifford  or  ChndlMgh,  L. 
Clonoun?,  L. 
Conjen,  L. 
Daere,  L. 
Pelamere,  L. 
DeL'bleandDndler,L. 
De  Maule;,  L. 
Be  Tabley.  L. 
£bui7,  L. 
Elpbinatone,  L. 
Erakine,  L. 

Fingall,  L.  (£.  FingaU.) 
FitibardingB,  L. 
Folej.L.    [rrffarj 
Foiford,  L.  {E.  Lime- 

rick.) 
Granard,  L.   (E.  Ora- 

Hasting*,  L. 
Batberton,  L. 
Hejtcaborj',  L. 
Hoogblon,  L. 


Sare  and  S«le,  L. 
Saltan,  L. 

SsfloD,  L.  IE.  Seflan.) 
Sermonr,    L.    <£.   St. 

Sinolair.  L. 
Somerfaiil,  L.  (Jf.  Clm- 


Londeaborough,  L. 

LoTat,  L. 

Lurgan,  L. 

Lfoni,  L. 

Lyttelton,  L. 

Lftton,  L. 

LjTeden,  L. 

Me1druni,L.(JUriuiUy.) 

Meradyth,  L.  (L,  dli-    StaJTord,  L. 

turnney,)  Stoarton,  L. 

MetbDcn,  L.  Stratheden,  L. 

Minater.L.  (JU.  CAiyi^    Sudele;,  L. 

ham.)  Saffleld,  L. 

Monck,  L.  (F.  Uomt.)    Sundridge,  L.  {D.  At- 
Moii.on.  L.  gyU.) 

HontEagle,L.(if.Sii^.)    Talbot  d«  HaUhida,  L. 
Moatjn,  L.  Taunton,  L. 

Northbrook,  L.  Tamplemora,  L. 

Oieratona,  L.  Tharlov,  L. 

Oienroord.L.  (£jSt(nr.)    Truro,  L. 
Paninure,  L.   (E.  Dal-    Vaui  of  Harrowdaa,  L. 
Voroon,  L. 


Penmnoa,  L. 
Petro,  h. 
Pollimora,  L. 
PonaoDbr,  L.  {E.  J3*i»- 

borough.)    (TtUer.] 
Rihbleadalt,  L. 
Romillr,  L. 


Wanlook,  L. 
Went  worth,  L. 
ffeitbary,  L. 
Wbaruolifb,  L. 
Wrotteilaj,  L. 


KOT-CONTENTS. 


Dablin,  Anbp. 


Graham,  E.  {D.  MoM' 


Beaafi>rt,  D.  OaddingtOD,  E. 

Bnckingham  and  Chan-    Ilardwioke,  E. 
doa,  D.  Uarewood,  E. 

Ifaacheiter,  D.  Harrington,  E. 

Marlborough,  D.  Harrowb;,  E.  [Teller 

Northumbarland,  D,         Hitliborongh,  £.    (i 
Katland,  D.  Doiunihtre.) 

Huntingdon,  E. 
Abercom,  M.  iD.Aber-    Lauderdale,  E. 

Laren  and  MoItIU*,  E 


Ailw,  M. 
Bristol,  H. 
Eiater,  M. 
Weitmeath,  M. 

Ahsrgayennj,  S. 
Amherat,  E. 
Annealej,  E. 
Aflesford,  E. 
Bandon,  E. 
Balhorst,  E. 
Bradford,  E. 
Brookaand  WBrwiok,E. 
Cadogan,  E. 
ChetCerflald,  E. 
CoTentrj,  E. 
DartmoDth,  E. 
Darbf,  E. 
Bndle;,  B. 
EldoD,  E. 
Ellenborongh,  E. 
Erne,  E. 
Ferrera,  B. 
FaTenluin,  G. 


Maooieaaald,  E. 
Malmeaburj,  E, 
Manaflald,  E. 
HoQDt  Caih^,  B. 
Orkne;,  E. 
Romne;,  E. 
Sandwiob,  E. 
Soarborougfa,  E, 
Selkirk,  E. 
Sbrewaburr,  E. 
Stamford  and  yfaniag- 

ton,  £. 
Strange,  E.  (D.  AlM.) 
Tankerfille,  E, 
Vane,  E. 

'Weitmorelaod,  E. 
Wilton,  E. 

Bolingbroka 

John,  V. 
Clanoartr,  V.  <£.  don- 

Combermere,  V, 


and    St. 


ISeeond  Rtadwy—Fowth  Nighi. 


(OOMHONS)  Foffranti  in  Saehi. 


De  Tm«1,  V. 
Gongh,  V. 
Hivardeo,  V. 
HeroTord,  V. 
Hill,  V. 
MeWille,  T. 
Strattullaa,  V. 
Templetown,  V, 

BiDgor,  Bp. 

Derrj  >Dd  RaphoB,  Bp. 

BuiJaiii,  Bp. 

E17,  Bp. 

GlouoeiUr  and  Briitol, 

Bp. 
Hereford,  Bp. 
LiobSeld,  Bp. 
Llandiff,  Bp. 
Loodon.  Bp. 
Norwich,  Bp. 
Fal«rbor(iugh.  Bp, 
RipoD,  Bp. 
Rocheater,  Bp. 
Tuam,  Ao.,  Bp. 
Worceater,  Bp, 


Blantjra,  L. 
Bnucep«tb,     L.     (f. 

BnLjbrooka,  L. 
Brodrick,  L.(r.  Kdb' 

ton.) 
Cairni,  L. 
Oaitlsmiune,  L. 
Cbelmaford,  L. 
ChuratoD,  L. 
Clarina,  L. 
Ctemenia,  L.  (B.   Lti- 

Colohastar,  L. 
ColoDaa;,  L. 
OotTilla  of  Cnlrou,  L. 

[felfer.] 
Cangleton,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Denpmn,  L. 
DeRof,  L. 
De  SaumaHi,  L. 
Digl)7,  L. 
DunbojD«,  L, 
Fitiwaltar,  L. 
GBge,L.    (T.  Oagt,) 


Gortnanaton.L.  ( V.Oor- 

mantUn.) 
Grinitead,  L.  (£.  Bn- 

mikiUxn.) 
HarUamcre,  L.  (£.  Stn- 

Headier.  L. 
HopetouD,  L.  {E.  Bopt' 

tarn.) 
Hjlton,  L. 
Keateien,  L. 
Kitmaine,  L. 
Kingston,  L,  {E.  King- 


{E.1 


in(.) 


MiddletoD,  L, 

Moore,  L.   (Jf.  Dtvg- 

h^da.) 
NoTtbwick,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 

Oriel,L.(  V.Muiertene.) 
Ormathwaite,  L. 
Onuonde,  L.    (if.  Or- 

tnimde.) 
Raglan,  L. 
Raiensirortfa,  L. 
Rajleigb,  L. 
Rcdeadile,  L. 
RiTen, ),. 

Roa^  L.  {E.  Ola^/MB.) 
Salteraford,  li.lE.Ooar- 

Saltoun,  L. 
Soaradale,  L. 
Sbeffleld,  L.   (E.  Slit/- 

gad.) 

Siloheater,  L,  (£.  Lon^ 

ford.) 
Skelmeradale,  L. 
Sondea,  L. 
SoDlbamptoD.  L. 
Stewart  of  Garllsl,   L. 

(E.  eaJtouay.) 
StratbipeT,  L.  IE.  Sea- 

fidd) 
Tredegar,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
WemfM,  L.    (E.  We- 


PROTEST. 

"  DISSBNTIEST, 
"  BonoM  the  Bill  !■  in  iti  principle  and  main 
DTlaiona  plaiulj  and  direotlr  at  varianoa  with 
tb«  oUigttloa*  impoMd  upon  the  Sovereign  bj 
"     "  ■  oOath. 

"  CLuroun." 


Honaa  adjoaniad  at  a  qoarter  past 

Three  o'clook,  i.M.,  to  Monday 

iMit,  Elemn  o'oloek. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  \%thJum,  1869. 


amVIY.Siy-StnvL-Y—eontidtredni 

— BeiolrUiom  lioae  \1'\repfirUd. 
PcBLia  Bills — Ordered — Militia  Pa7*. 
Second  BwffiM— InioWent  Debtora  and  Bank- 


_160]. 
CommitUe — SaQkraptcy' (r«-«>min.)  [67]— ».».  ; 

Imprisonment  fbr  Debt  (n-eamm.)  *  [98V-k'> 
Committte  —  R»port — Poor   Law   Board  ProTi- 

sional  Ordera  Conflnnatioa  ■  [166], 
Conmdertd  at  amen^—'LoaiX  GoTemmont  Si^ 

plemental*  [90]. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

POOR   LAW— VAGRANTS    IN    SACKS. 
QUEBnoir, 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOH  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  haa  not 
been  drawn  to  the  custom  of  the  Ghiar- 
djans  of  the  Narberth  TTnion  of  Bending 
Tag^rants  who  are  committed  to  priBon 
for  destroying  their  clothes,  in  all  wea- 
thers, and  for  many  miles,  dressed  in  a 
thin  sock,  with  the  bottom  cat  off; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the  com- 
plaint of  the  committing  magistrate,  the 
practice  was  censured  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board;  whether  such  practice  has  been 
discontinued ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
the  Correspondence  upon  the  Table? 

Mb.  G080HEN  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  attention  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
been  drawn  to  the  practice  allnded  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
the  facts  stated  were  mainly  correct.  A 
letter  had  been  written  by  the  Board, 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  guardiana 
to  the  fact  of  Tagrants  having  to  walk 
long  distances  of  twenty  to  thirty  miles 
in  going  to  prison,  with  insufficient  pro- 
tection irom  the  inclemency  of  the  wea- 
ther, and  requiring  the  guardians  tr> 
dtscontiuue  the  practice  of  clothing  the 
paupers  in  sacks,  which  did  not  provide 
clothing  to  cover  their  limbs.  No  oom- 
plaints  had  reached  the  Board  ainoe 
then,  and  he  presumed  the  practice  had 
been  disco&tinaed ;  but  direotions  had 
been  given  to  the  inspector  to  keep  his 
eye  on  the  praotice. 

SOPPLT. 

..COOQIC 


309  ifaey—ne 

NAVT.  — THE   FLTINQ  SQUADRON. 


OBSEBTATIONS. 


Sm  JOHN  HAT :  Sir,  I  take  this 
opportimit;  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  rumoured  despatch  of 
a  squadron  on  paiticulaT  service,  which 
I  leam  from  the  public  papers  is  about 
to  take  place.  I  do  ao  the  more  readily 
on  this  occasion,  because  I  beliere  the 
policy  which  dictates  it  is  one  which  not 
only  leads  to  a  weeteful  appropriation  of 
the  Boms  ^^ranted  for  the  service  of  the 
Navy,  but  also  is  likely  to  lead  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  Army  EBtimates  both  in 
New  Zealand  and  Japui,  and  is  there- 
fore germane  to  the  present  discussion. 
I  understand.  Sir,  that  a  squadron,  con- 
siating  of  seven  ships,  and  with  crews  of 
3,500  men,  is  about  to  assemble  under 
-die  command  of  an  ezceltent  offloer — 
Admiral  Hornby — for  the  purpoBe  of 
^ercise  and  instruction.  Now  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  aasembling  of  an 
experimental  squadron.  Such  squad- 
rons have  frequently  been  assembled, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  qua- 
lities of  the  snips  of  whi<^  it  has  been 
composed,  or  for  the  exercise  and  in- 
stmction  of  those  who  command  and 
man  it.  But  such  squadrons  have  always 
been  kept  in  the  Atlantic  or  Uedit«r- 
ranean;  so  that,  in  the  erent  of  any 
unforeseen  disturbance,  the  reeeels  com- 
posing it  have  been  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Admiralty  at  short  notice.  Now,  I 
understand  1iiat  the  present  sqoadron  is 
not  to  be  BO  available.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  paper,  which  purports  to  ^ve 
its  amval  and  departure  at  and  £om 
varioos  ports.  The  first-named  is  Bahia, 
firom  Babia  to  lUo  de  Janeiro  and  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope.  From  that  port  it 
proceeds  to  the  Australian  colonies,  and 
the  Admiralty  loses  for  more  than  a  year 
the  Borvices  of  seven  ships  and  2,500men. 
Of  the  ships  I  do  not  think  so  much. 
Four  of  them  would  make  good  cruizers 
against  an  enemy's  commerce  in  time  of 
war.  The  others  may  do  well  enough 
fbr  training  ships,  but  are  not  the  class 
of  ships  in  which  we  could  wish  the 
oiews  to  be  in  case  of  hostilities.  From 
the  Cape  this  squadron  proceeds  to  Mel- 
bonine  and  Sydney,  omitting  Adelaide 
and  Hobart  Town.  The  reason  for  this 
may  be  more  obvious  in  the  Cabinet 
tlian  it  is  to  me.  From  Australia  the 
■qpadzon,  it  appears  to  me,  will  proceed 
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in  a  oonrse  which  may  lead  to  grave 
complications.  We  all  know  the  pro- 
sent  distorbed  state  of  New  Zealand. 
The  conntiy  has  r^htly  or  wron^y  re- 
'  ■  give  any  aid  to  our  suffering 
tontrymen  there ;  nothing,  it 
seems  to  me,  can  be  more  tantaUzing 
and  heartless  than  to  send  2,500  trained 
the  harbours  of  New  Zealand, 
and  then  to  refuse  to  assist  them  in  sub- 
duing the  savages  now  in  rebellion.  It 
may  lead,  perhaps,  to  a  deceitful  calm 
by  momentarily  overawing  the  rebels  j 
but  this  paper,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand, 
gives  them  ample  warning  that  the  visit 
of  the  squadron  is  evanescent,  and  fliat 
tlte  mother  country  has  no  intention  that 
it  shall  remain  for  purposes  of  war.  But 
what  of  the  colonists.  They,  if  they  are 
wise,  will  court  a  reverse  before  the  ar- 
rival of  the  squadron,  and  will  seek  to 
embroil  it  in  their  defence  against  the  ex- 
press desire  of  this  House  and  the  coun- 
try ;  and  it  will  be  hard,  indeed,  to  have 
2,500  armed  men  there,  and  to  refuse  to 
allow  them  to  assist  their  fellow-country- 
men. It  is  one  thing  to  re^e  here  on 
grounds  of  poHcy  to  despatch  ships  or 
troops  to  assist  a  colony,  it  is  another, 
when  the  ships  or  troops  are  there,  to 
refuse  assent  to  their  employment  in 
defence  of  those  so  closely  "11'^  to  ns 
by  so  many  ties.  Well,  the  squadron 
having  fiumed  the  embers  of  ravil  dis- 
cord in  New  Zealand,  is  to  proceed  to 
Japan.  We  all  know  the  difficulties  of 
our  policy  in  those  seas,  and  I  feel  sure 
that  the  squadron  being  there,  some 
belligerent  office  will  be  found  for  it  to 
perform.  Thence  it  goes  to  Otaheite, 
and  I  can  only  say  that  so  lai^e  a  force 
in  those  seas  wiU  be  sure  to  exd!te  the 
jealousy  or  the  emulation  of  France ; 
nor  can  I  believe  that  it  will  conduce  to 
cordial  relations  with  the  United  States 
of  North  America  that  so  la^e  a  force, 
with  BO  ill  defined  an  object,  is  roving  at 
laige  in  the  Pacific  Ocean.  For  these 
reasons,  Sir,  I  desire  to  enter  my  pro- 
test against  this  mode  of  employing 
the  men  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  sea 
service.  My  right  hon.  Friend  may  feel 
pieced  to  let  it  visit  the  Australian 
colonies,  but  I  advise  him  to  order  it 
home  from  Sydney  by  way  of  Cape  Horn, 
so  that  it  may  speedily  again  be  in  the 
Atlantic,  and  ready,  if  wanted,  for  the 
service  of  the  State.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said.  Sir,  of  the  advantage  to  be 
derived  firom  praottoe  in  fleets  and  squad- 
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loos,  and,  no  doubt,  Uiia  descriptioii  of 
training  is  occasionally  desirable ;  but 
the  whole  responaibilitj  of  this  long 
cruize  will  be  on  the  admiral ;  and  the 
individual  officers  and  men  who  compose 
it  would  learn  more,  &s  single  ships  sent 
to  perform  sorrices,  where  all  tke  va- 
riouB  dutiee  which  devolve  upon  naval 
officers  would  be  experienced  by  each, 
briugine  the  talents  and  judgment  of 
each  individual  ink)  play,  so  as  that 
they  may  gain  experience  and  not  fear 
responsibility.  For  these  reasons,  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  able  to  assure  the  House  that  these 
rumours  to  which  I  have  alluded  as  to 
the  employment  of  a  squadron  on  a  par- 
ticular service  are  incorrect. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  did  not 
complain  of  the  matter  being  brought 
forward ;  but  he  regretted  the  absence 
of  independent  Members  who  were,  he 
knew,  anxious  to  commend  the  expe- 
dition &om  a  naval  point  of  view. 
In  introducing  the  Navy  Estimates  he 
explained  the  intention  of  Oovemment 
in  r^ard  to  this  expedition ;  those  in- 
tentions had  not  been  departed  from, 
and  they  were  not  challenged  at  the 
time  they  were  stated,  or  the  prepara- 
tions for  the  expedition  could  have 
been  delayed  if  the  House  had  not  been 
satisfied  on  the  subject.  The  squadron 
which  was  about  to  leave  Plymouth, 
would  consist  of  six  not  seven  vessels — 
namely,  four  wooden  frigates — theZtuw- 
pool,  with  515  men  on  board;  the  Endy- 
mion,  with  485 ;  the  Phahe,  from  Bahia, 
with  515 ;  and  the  lAfffy,  with  515  ;  and 
two  wooden  corvettes  —  namely,  the 
Seylla,  with  275 ;  and  the  Barrota,  with 
275  men,  making  a  total  of  2,550  men,  of 
whom  1,763  were  officers  and  men,  416 
were  boys,  and  371  were  marines.  The 
squadron  would  visit  all  our  distant 
stations  with  the  exception  of  NorUi 
America,  India,  and  the  Mediterranean, 
and  would  take  with  it  for  distribution 
348  officers  and  men,  including  200  hoys, 
the  supply  of  boys  at  home  being  some- 
what excessive.  The  squadron,  there- 
fore, included  a  considerable  number  of 
men  and  hoys  who  were  sent  for  distri- 
bution over  the  distant  stations,  and  this 
plan  of  distribution  was  much  more 
economical  than  any  other.  At  the  same 
time  the  ranks  of  tlie  squadron  would  be 
Med  up  by  men  whose  time  had  expired 
and  who  Imd  to  be  brought  home.  The 
squadron  would  further  take  a  number 
Sir  John  Say 


of  officers  and  young  gentlemen  for  dis- 
tribution,— namely,  twenty-four  for  the 
Brazils,  seventy  for  the  Cape,  forty-one 
for  Australia,  and  121  for  China;  audit 
would  also  bring  home  a  considerable 
number.  The  Bri»tol,  which  was  to  leave 
Plymouth  with  the  squadron,  would  go  to 
Buiia  with  cadets  and  stores,  the  Phtebe 
joining  her ;  a  corvette  would  be  left  at 
Yokohama,  to  be  re-placed  by  the  Pearl; 
and  a  corvett*  would  be  left  at  Van- 
couver and  re-placed  by  the  Satellite. 
These  were  some  of  the  objects  of  the 
squadron;  but  there  was  another  of 
greater  importance,  for,  in  the  opinion 
of  every  naval  officer  to  whom  he  had 
spoken,  and  especially  in  that  of  the 
naval  advisers  of  the  Admiralty,  there 
was  no  question  but  that  thero  was  a 
gre^t  deficiency,  both  on  the  part  of 
officers  and  men,  of  that  sort  of  ex- 
perience which  was  to  be  obtained  only 
by  cruizing,  and  especially  by  cmizii^ 
in  squadron ;  and  it  was  partly  to  ta- 
ford  an  opportunity  of  acquiring  such 
experience  that  the  expedition  had  been 
fitted  out  for  a  cruize  of  sixteen  months. 
The  squadron  would  contain  no  ar- 
mourea  vessels  that  would  be  avail- 
able for  fighting  purposes  in  the  event 
of  an  international  difficulty  in  this 
part  of  the  world ;  and  could  the  House 
believe  that  2,500men,outof  the  60,000 
of  which  the  Navy  consisted,  waa  such 
a  large  number  that  they  must  be  kept  at 
home  in  order  that  we  might  be  better 
protected  in  the  event  of  difficulty  P  If 
there  were  a  difficulty  in  this  part  of  the 
world  —  that  is,  with  any  nation  of 
Europe  or  with  America — it  was  not 
with  small  corvettes  and  frigates  it  would 
have  to  he  settled,  but  with  our  great 
iron-clad  ships ;  and,  therefore,  the  ab- 
sence of  three  or  four  cruizers  of  the 
frigate  or  corvette  class  was  not  a 
matter  of  such  enormous  importance 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Jolm  Hay) 
seemed  to  think.  The  idea  that  ws 
could  not  spare  the  2,500  blue-jackets 
and  marines  on  hoard  these  ships  for 
fear  of  an  international  diffixmlty  was 
one  the  hon.  Baronet  would  scarcely 
have  started  if  he  had  sat  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  The  New  Zealand 
colonists  would  scarcely  seek  to  he  mur- 
dered by  the  natives  in  order  that  the 
squadron  might  be  induced  to  stay ;  and, 
as  to  Japan,  it  waa  complained  only  the 
other  day  that  mischief  would  be  done 
by  taking  a  force  away.    As  to  tlie  ez- 
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ating  jeatooBj,  the  TidtB  of  squadrons 
TuuaUy  produced  a  different  feeling, 
which  was  evinced  by  officers  and  men 
being  received  vith  courtesy  and  hospi- 
tality. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  Office  concurred  in  the  de- 
Bpatch  of  the  expedition,  and  it  nerei 
seemed  to  have  occurred  to  him,  or  any 
one  else  concerned,  that  France  or  any 
other  nation  would  be  jealous  because  a 
squadron  of  small  wooden  Mgates  and 
corvettes  was  sent  on  such  an  expedition. 
But  there  was  another  side  to  me  ques- 
tion. We  were  reducing  all  our  foreicn 
squadrons,  and  fourteen  vessels  of  dif- 
ferent classes  were  now  on  their  way 
home  from  the  China,  Pacific,  South 
Atlantic,  Indian  West  Coast,  and  other 
stations.  Therefore,  while  it  was  true 
that  2,500  men  would  be  sent  out,  it 
was  also  true  that  3,963  were  being 
brought  home,  and  therefore,  our  strength 
at  home  would  be  increased  instead  of 
diminished.  It  was  to  be  remembered 
that  a  squadron  was  much  more  within 
reach  than  individual  ebipa,  and  we  were 
within  a  month's  communication  by  tele- 
graph with  Australia,  while  we  could 
telegraph  to  California  or  China  in  a 
day;  and  practically,  the  stations  at 
which  the  squadron  was  to  call  were 
as  much  within  reach  as  the  Atlantic, 
if  not  more  so,  for  the  purpose  of 
strengthening  any  distant  place  at  which 
a  force  might  be  required.  The  des- 
patch of  the  squadron  was  connected 
with  a  policy  of  reduction  which  would 
be  approved  on  both  sides  of  the  House ; 
and  he  hoped  the  explanations  he  had 
given  would  be  deemed  satisfactory. 

IRELAND— ROSCOMMON  AND  GALWAT 
LUNATIC  ASYLUM.— ftUESTlON. 
Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  Uie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  about  to  sanc- 
tion the  issue  of  money  for  the  purpose 
of  enlarging  the  Lunatic  Asylum  for 
the  counties  of  Boscommou  and  Oal- 
way;  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  former 
county,  at  the  last  Spring  Assizes,  hav- 
ing unanimously  voted  against  the  pro- 
p<raed  expenditure,  and  expressed  their 
strong  disapproval  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Governors  ? 


right  to  intorfere.  It  had  not  yet  come 
before  the  Government  in  any  shape ; 
but  the  matter  would  be  fully  considered 
before  they  gave  or  refused  tiieir  consent 
to  the  expenditure. 
Besolutions  agreed  to. 

BANKRUPTCY  (re^ommitUd)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Attorney  Otneral,  Mr.  SoUeitor  Otntral.) 

[bill  97.]    comnTTEE. 

\_Progreu  \bth  June.'\ 

Bill  cotuidered  in  Conmiittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  130  (Compensation  to  holders 
of  abolished  offices.) 

The  ATTOEKEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  rose  to  move  the  first  of  the  Amend- 
ments of  which  he  had  given  Notice — 
namely,  in  line  1  to  leave  out  "  where." 

Mr.  SCLATEE- booth  said,  he 
wished  to  know  if  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  allowed  to  retire  on  their  full 
salaries.  He  could  not  Hunk  it  advis- 
able that  any  class  of  officials  should  be 
allowed  to  do  this. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  130th  and  131st  clauses  had  been 
amended  with  the  consent  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  intention  was  that  the  Com- 
missioners only  should  have  their  full 
salaries,  and  that  registrars  and  other 
officers,  who  held  office  during  good  be- 
haviour, should  have  two-thirds  of  their 
salaries.  He  did  not  know  what  other 
employment  could  be  tendered  to  the 
who  had  held  judicial 
position,  therefore,  was 
different  from  that  of  the  registrars. 
The  whole  amount  of  public  charge 
which  the  clause  involved  was  about 
£15,000  a  year.  He  trusted  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  see  any  difficulty  in 
acceding  to  the  proposal  affecting  the 
Commissioners;  and  that  affecting  the 
registrars  and  other  officers  could  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  next  clause. 

Mk.  west  said,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  the  distinction  between  the 
two  classes  of  officers,  for  they  both  held 
their  ofSces  during  good  behaviour,  and 
by  the  same  title — Fin  Act  of  Parliament ; 
and  the  registrars  acted  for  the  Commis- 
sioners in  their  absence,  and  therefore 
performed  judicial  functions  the  sj 
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replied  that  the  amount  asked  for  was  |  offices  also  were  freehold  offices  ;  and  a 


something  over  £3,000,  and  the  matter   i 


1  deprived  of    such    an  office  was 


had  been  gone  into  in  the  usual  way,  |  surely  entitled  to  receive  his  full  salary. 
without    the  Government   having  any  There  was  no  precedent  for  the  distinc- 
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fioR  which  it  T&B  prt^Bed  to  make. 
The  regisirarB  had  a  right  to  complaia 
of  being  taken  by  eurprise  by  the  Go- 
Temmeut  propoeing  tbeee  Amendmenta 
at  the  last  moment.  He  would  ask 
the  Committee  to  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mk.  G.  0.  MORGAN  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Wost)  as  to  the  unfair  way  in  which  the 
regiBtrara  were  treated  by  the  provision 
in  question.  Most  of  those  reg;istrarB 
were  gentlemen  who  had  given  up  lucra- 
tive  profeBsiona  for  the  offices  they  held. 

Mb.  DIXON  said,  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  Attorney  General  himself  could 
approve  of  the  diange  made  in  the  pro- 
vision  regardina;  those  gentl^nen.  He 
(Mr,  Dixon)  felt  it  his  duty  to  protest 
againat  it.  Upon  no  rule  or  prmciple 
with  which  he  was  acquainted  could 
such  a  change  be  made. 

Sm  ROtTNDEU)  PALMEB  said,  he 
was  deairouB  of  making  his  view  of  the 
matter  perfectly  understood.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  rule  laid 
down  by  the  Superannuation  Act  was  a 
good,  convenient,  practical  rule,  which 
might,  with  advantage  to  the  public,  be 
extended  to  ell  officers  of  all  classes,  to 
be  hereafter  appointed.  But  it  could 
not,  without  breach  of  contract,  be  ap- 
plied retrospectively  to  cases  to  which 
it  was  not  at  present  legally  applicable. 
It  had  been  expressly  ateted,  on  the  face 
of  that  Act  itself,  that  it  was  not  to 
apply  to  the  class  of  judicial  officers 
wha  were  the  subject  of  the  present 
discussion.  There  were,  he  was  aware, 
several  Acta  in  which  it  was  provided 
that  gentlemen  holding  offices,  of  which 
the  holders  were  paid  by  fees  without 
salary,  or  by  fees  and  a  small  salary, 
should  receive  compensation  on  their 
offices  being  abolished,  at  a  rate  which 
might  be  less  than  the  maximum  amount 
of  the  income  actually  received  by  them 
from  all  sources.  But,  in  these  cases, 
the  public  had  entered  into  no  contract 
for  Uie  payment  of  a  fixed  annual  sum : 
nor  had  it  undertaken  to  renounce  its 
control  over  the  regulation  of  the  fees 
payable  for  business  done,  or  over  the 
distribution  and  supply  of  the  business 
itself.  There  was  not  so  much  as  one 
instance,  that  he  was  aware  of,  of  the 
same  tlung  being  done  upon  the  aboli- 
tion of  any  freehold  office  paid  by  sa- 
lary only.  He  therefore  submitted  that 
this  was  a  matter  of  good  faith  with  in- 
dividuals who  must  De  taken  to  have 


that  they  were  to  have  the  right  of  r. 
taining  titem  for  th.e  rest  of  their  lives, 
subject  only  to  the  proper  disch^^ 
of  the  duties  required  of  them,  l^e 
rule  laid  down  in  the  Superannuation 
Act  was  a  fair  rule,  but  to  m^e  it 
applicable  by  an  ex  post  facto  law  to  offi- 
cers who  had  accepted  their  appoint- 
ments on  the  express  understanding  that 
they  should  not  be  subject  to  it  was  un- 
iust,  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  it  had 
been  the  practice  of  Parliament  to  apply 
the  same  rule  of  compensation  in  such 
cases;  but  the  practice  of  Parliament 
had  been  universally  the  other  way. 
Several  recent  cases  were  known  to 
in  which  Parliament  had  given 
the  fall  amount  of  salary,  and  there 
was  not  an  instance  to  the  contrary. 
By  all  means  let  them  reduce  the 
number  of  these  cases  to  a  minimum, 
by  finfiing  employment  for  those  whose 
offices  were  aboliahed,  and  let  it  be  now 
understood  that,  in  future,  offices  abo- 
lished woidd  be  dealt  with  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Superannuation  Act,  but  let 
them  not  now  apply  its  principles  by 
ex  post  facto  legislation  to  those  who  had 
accepted  of&ces  on  the  express  under- 
standing that  they  should  be  differently 
treated. 

Mk.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  the 
Attorney  General  had  placed  tlie  Com- 
mittee in  a  difficult  position,  because  he 
had  first  placed  Commissioners  and  re- 
gistrars on  the  same  footing,  and  now 
he  treated  them  differently.  On  behalf 
of  the  Government  he  asked  them  to  do 
that  which  had  never  been  done  before. 
He  (Mr.  Henley)  must  protest  gainst 


leaned  Gentleman  any  distinction  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  officers,  who 
held  their  offices  on  the  same  terms  and 
conditions;  and,  if  there  were  no  such 
distinction,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
one  class  of  officers  should  be  treated 
differently  in  this  matter  from  the  other. 
As  it  was  impossible  to  say  how  many 
more  Bankruptcy  Bills  might  year  after 
year  be  introduced,  it  appeared  to  him 
Uiat  it  would  be  wise  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  introduce  a  provision  into  thu 
Bill  to  prevent  any  inconvenience  hero 
after  arising  in  respect  to  such  ques- 
tions as  those  they  were  now  discussing. 
Mk.  G.  GEEGOET  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  views  expressed  by  the 
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ik^t  hoc.  Genfleman  (Hr.  Henl^). 
^e  question,  after  all,  only  involved  a 
som  of  £7,000  a  year,  beine  the  amount 
of  tlie  one-third  of  ^e  saEariea  of  the 
r«giAtxarB,  which  they  would  be  d^nived 
of  by  the  propoeed  arrangement  of  the 
Attorney  Qeneral. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  GATE  said,  it  was 
notably  the  duly  of  the  Oovenuneat 
to  get  the  servicea  of  the  country  per- 
fbnned  at  a  moderate  rate;  but,  if  in 
future  bargains,  the  retiring  pension 
were  left  uncertain,  the  present  pay 
Tould  have  to  be  raised.  Oentlemeu 
often  gave  up  good  practice  and  promis- 
ing careers  for  a  modest  certainty  for 
the  rest  of  their  lives.  He  knew  the 
case  of  a  registrar  who,  in  order  to  ac- 
cept that  of&ce,  resigned  a  professorship 
at  an  University,  a  revising  barristership, 
and  a  recordarship.  The  clause,  as  it 
origiually  stood,  ought,  in  common  jus- 
tice, to  be  retained. 

Mb.  I.  HUGHES  said,  he  thought 
tliat  the  same  rule  should  be  applied  in 
dealing  with  officers  whether  they  occu- 
[aed  we  highest  or  inferior  positions. 
He  would  urge  the  Qovemment  to  with- 
draw their  Amendments. 

Mb.  MOELEY  said,  he  should  pro- 
test against  such  an  arrang«aent  as 
that  ever?  person  employed  in  a  lav 
court,  and  whose  ofBce  might  be  abo- 
lished, should  receive  his  &11  salary  for 
life,  no  matter  how  short  Hie  praiod  of 
his  previous  service,  &om  the  messen- 
ger, in  whose  office  he  denied  tiiat  there 
was  any  more  a  freehold  right  than 
there  was  in  a  situation  in  a  warehouse, 
to  the  Commissioner. 

Mr.  OAKDUSH  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  do  injustice;  but  whatever  might 
be  the  technical  bai^ain  there  was  no 
natural  right  to  such  compensation. 
There  was  a  difference  between  the  re- 
tirement of  a  man  advanced  in  life,  and 
that  of  a  young  man  who  could  take  his 
talents  into  the  labour  market.  The 
case  of  a  man  who  retired  at  the  age  of 
thirty  should  therefore  not  be  treated  so 
liberally  as  that  of  a  man  who  retired  at 
the  age  of  seventy. 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  that  he  hod  been 
somewhat  misunderstood  on  the  last  oc- 
casion on  which  he  bad  spoken  on  this 
point.  He  had  said  that  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  better  on  the  whole  to 
leave  the  whole  matter  of  compensation 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  ISlst  clause. 
He  must  proteet  against  the  mode  in 
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which  these  chums  had  been  vigoA. 
Was  there  ever  any  contract  with  these 
gentlemen  that  a  court  of  justice  should 
be  maintained  for  their  benefit  ?  He 
thought  that  th^  were  there  to  perform 
their  duties  for  uie  benefit  of  the  public, 
and  there  was  no  contract  binding  the 
oountiy  to  give  those  who  had  heH  an 
abolished  office  their  full  salaries  for 
life.  The  House  of  Commons  was  al- 
ways clamouring  for  economy  in  the 
abstract,  but  stiU  was  ready  to  suppcot 
individual  claims  for  extravagance.  At 
preseutthe  nation  was paying£4,800,000 
a  year  for  non-effective  services,  and 
whenever  the  Government  made  any 
attempt  at  economy  they  w«e  met  by 
pretensions  of  freehold  offices — ^preten- 
sions which  had  no  firmer  foundation 
than  the  ideas  of  the  lawyers,  and  were 
told  they  must  wait  for  the  next  case. 
He  proposed  that  the  Committee  should 
leave  the  matter  open,  and  allow  these 
oconpensations  to  be  estimated  sepa- 
rately, so  that  Parliament  might  not 
pledge  itself  to  a  highly  dangerous  prin- 
ciple. In  dealing  with  the  old  Court 
of  Admiralty  the  House  had  passed  a 
clause  leaving  it  to  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury  to  award  compensation. 

Mb.  QATHOENE  HAHDY  said,  he 
thought  that  the  lecture  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Ayrton)  fell  upon  the 
Government  and  not  upon  the  House. 
Having  warned  the  Committee  that  they 
ought  not  to  give  any  compensations  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desired  t^t  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  should  be  left  to 
him.  The  hon.  Ctentleman  accepted  the 
claim  of  the  Commissioners.  Why?  Be- 
cause they  held  office  during  good  be- 
haviour. These  offices  had  been  erected 
by  Farliam.ent  into  freehold  offices ;  and 
a  few  days  since  everybody  supposed 
the  Glovemment  was  going  to  compen- 
sate on  Qie  principles  laid  down.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  recognized  the  Commis- 
sioners; upon  what  possible  ground, 
then,  could  he  fail  to  lecognize  those 
who  held  their  positions  by  the  same 
tenure?  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  have  too  much  regard  to  their 
own  honour  and  to  their  own  sense  of 
responsibili^  to  be  diverted  from  their 
course  by  a  subordinate  Member  of  the 
Gtovemment. 

Thb  OHAMCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QT7EB  said,  that  this  case  was  undoubt- 
edly one  of  some  difficul^,  but  it  was 
also  of  much  importance,  mvolving  ge- 
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neral  considerationa  of  a  very  wide  na- 
ture, and  h.e  therefore  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee TFonld  give  him  its  attention  for 
a  few  minntes.  Eyeryone  vae  anxious, 
of  oourae,  to  do  justice  to  Uiose  gentle- 
men who  were  to  lose  their  ofBces,  but 
justice  must  also  be  done  to  the  pockets 
of  the  British  tax-payers.  Now,  what 
was  the  real  agreement  between  those 
gentlemen  and  the  public?  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Oommisaioners  was  different 
from  that  of  the  registrars,  inasmuch 
as  the  former  held  their  offices  during 
good  behaviour,  whUst  the  registrars 
could  be  dismissed  for  cause.  These 
gentlemen  were  dismissible  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  but  then  came  the  legal  su- 
perstition that  the  ofQce  so  held  was  a 
freehold,  and  upon  that  superstition  was 
baaed  the  monstrous  conclusion  that  if 
the  office  was  abolished  the  holder  of  it 
must  continue  for  the  rest  of  his  life  to 
receive  his  full  salary.  So  that  either 
the  office  must  be  perpetually  main- 
tained, though  its  use  had  passed  away, 
or  the  person  who  held  it  was  to  be- 
come a  public  pensioner,  diechargingno 
duties,  but  drawing  his  full  pay.  But 
on  what  ground  should  such  an  inference 
be  drawn?  Was  it  a  matter  of  law? 
The  law  afforded  no  countenance  for  any 
such  notion.  Was  it  justified  on  the 
ground  of  contract?  The  law  of  con- 
tract was  altogether  silent  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  the  case  of  land  there  was  no 
question  about  the  existence  of  the  thing 
to  be  occupied,  and  the  only  question 
was  who  was  to  be  the  occupant  of  it ; 
bat  an  office  might  cease  to  exist.  It 
really  did  not  alter  the  n^ure  of  a  thing 
wbettier  yon  called  it  a  freehold  or  any- 
thing else.  Ko  doubt  these  gentlemen 
had  the  right  to  be  treated  with  the 
utmost  &imess ;  the  loss  they  sustained 
ought  to  be  equitably  estimated,  and 
they  should  be  paid  accordingly ;  but 
beyond  that  they  had  no  claim.  There 
was  no  contract  wiUi  them  that  the  office 
should  be  tept  up  for  their  benefit  after 
its  use  had  passed  away,  or  that  if  it 
we^  abolished,  they  should  be  main- 
tained in  the  same,  or  rather  in  a  better 
position.  The  compensation  to  which 
they  were  entitied  would  vary  according 
to  their  age,  and  there  was  no  fairer 
means  of  arriving  at  it  than  by  refer- 
ring all  the  claims  to  the  consideration 
of  an  impartial  tribunal.  He  thought 
it  was  high  time  that  this  general  prin- 
ciple should  be  dearly  established,  how- 
7K«  ChaneeUw  of  the  Exchtqwr 
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ever  comparatively  unimportant  its'  ap- 
plication might  be  in  the  present  case. 

Ma.  RUSSELL  GTJENEY  said,  that 
it  was  difficult  to  understand  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  meant  in 
arguing  that  they  were  relying  on  a 
technicaUt;  when  an  office  held  for  life 
was  said  to  be  a  freehold.  In  so  calling 
it  they  were  only  using  the  term  that 
had  been  applied  to  it  for  centuries. 
Now,  what  was  the  contract  between 
those  gentlemen  and  the  public  ?  It  was 
defined  in  the  words  of  the  Act,  which 
provided  that  they  should  hold  their 
offices  during  good  behaviour,  and  should 
only  be  removable  for  cause  shown  by  a 
judicial  officer  acting  judicially.  If  it 
now  appeared  that  it  was  for  the  public 
advantage  that  their  offices  shomd  be 
put  an  end  to  let  it  be  done  on  the 
same  terms  as  had  always  been  observed 
in  previous  cases.  When  they  took  their 
offices  they  had  the  right  to  ^i^ct  that 
they  would  be  so  treated.  They  had 
made  a  sacrifice  of  their  professional  in- 
comes ;  it  might  as  well  De  said  that  a 
late  Cabinet  Minister  now  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  a  pension,  could  have  returned 
to  his  profession  as  that  some  of  these 
officers  could  do  so.  As  a  matter  ol 
law  and  justice,  the  Committee  ought 
to  adopt  the  clause  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  introduced. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than 
that  a  person  whose  office  was  abolished 
should  be  entitled  to  receive  his  fuH 
salary.  He  might  have  been  appointed 
only  a  few  weeks,  and  yet  he  was  to 
draw  Ms  whole  remuneration  to  the  end 
of  his  days.  That  was  reducing  the 
matter  to  an  absurdity.  But  in  this 
case  he  regretted  that  the  Government 
had  prevented  the  Committee  from  giv- 
ing its  adhesion  to  that  principle,  be- 
cause their  present  propose  was  to  give 
full  compensation  to  the  richest  officers, 
and  only  to  reduce  it  in  the  case  of  the 
poorest.  They  also  appeared  most  con- 
veniently to  forget  that  this  was  a  Go- 
vernment Bill.  It  was  unprecedented 
that  in  such  a  measure  the  Government, 
after  introducing  it,  should  propose  in 
Committee  to  diminish  the  compensation. 
It  was  as  if,  when  the  Irish  Church  Bill 
was  in  Committee,  they  had  come  down 
with  a  suggestion  that  the  vested  in- 
terests —  not  of  the  Bishop,  but  of  the 
curates  —  should  be  compensated  on  a 
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reduced  scale.  "WMe,  therefore^  he  ob- 
jected altogether  to  the  principle  that 
in  cases  where  offices  were  abolished 
their  holders  were  entitled  to  full  com- 
pensation,  he  was  tmable  on  this  occa- 
sion to  support  thai  principle  by  his 
vote. 

Ub.  BAEEOW  said,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  a  fixed  scale,  applicable  to  all 
such  cases,  should  be  &amed  for  Aiture 
use,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  House 
must  nov  give  the  full  salaries. 

Mb.  QLADSTONE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 

Soke  to  them  in  the  spirit  of  a  line  of 
orace,  not,  however,  satirically  but 
practically,  and  that  which  was  written 
as  a  sarcasm  he  converted  into  a  recom- 
mendation— 

"  QaJdquid  delirtnt  regM,  plwtotitur  Aobiri." 
That  was  intended  to  ridicule  the  state  of 
things  in  which  the  faults  of  rulers  were 
visited  on  the  people;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber took  the  maimer  up  at  the  other  end, 
and  said  that  because  the  re^ei  in  this 
case  had  committed  a  blimder,  the  Achivi 
must  and  ought  to  pay.  He  did  not  dis- 
pute the  responsiliili^  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  he  thou^t  mat  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy)  had  rather  stretched  the 
point.  But  whatever  the  immediate  re- 
sult of  this  discussion  he  for  one  rejoiced 
that  that  afternoon  had  witnessed  the 
explosion  of  a  great  simeratition.  Law 
refonns  had  done  much  in  other  direc- 
tions ;  but  none  of  them — at  least  none 
of  the  legal  profession — had  come  for- 
ward to  demolish  this  superstition  which 
the  independence  of  the  Judges — than 
which  there  could  be  no  principle  more 
important — had  brought  with  it,  and  by 
wmch  every  officer,  great  or  small,  who 
only  had  the  good  fortune  to  tie  himself 
to  Uie  tail  of  some  Judge,  great  or  small, 
had  built  up  around  huo  uis  sanctity  of 
tenure,  by  which  the  public  had  been 
sconced  generation  after  generation.  He 
rejoiced  to  think  that  tiey  had  now  at 
last  nearly  arrived  at  the  end  of  the 
wearisome  chapter  under  which  he,  as 
First  Minister,  and  in  other  capacities, 
had  so  long  groaned.  For  the  future  he 
hoped  that  while  they  gave  reasonable 
and  partial  compensation — and  partial 
compensation  did  not  mean  partial  jus- 
tice— to  public  officers  Trhose  offices  were 
abolished,  it  would  be  understood  uni- 
versally that  those  officers  were  not  en- 
titled to  anything  more.    The  right  hon. 

VOL.  CXCVn.    [third  BEE1E8.] 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  Southampton 
(Mr.  Buesell  Gumey),  speaking  with  the 
authority  of  an  oracle  of  the  law,  had 
addressed  the  Committee  on  this  subject 
in  language  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone] 
confessed  edified  him  little  more  than  a 
foreign  tongue.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man nad  i^dared  that  it  was  a  "well- 
known"  doctrine  that  offices  held  upon 
good  behaviour  were  freeholds.  But 
uiat  method  of  argument  was  over-riding 
rather  than  convincing  him.  On  the 
face  of  it  assuredly  there  was  no  inherent 
necessity  that  such  offices  should  be  free- 
holds— nothing  that  conveyed  to  au  ig- 
norant, extraneous  person  like  himself, 
any  conviction  on  the  subject.  A  free- 
hold, he  considered,  was  that  which  was 
held  free — fr^e  from  conditions.  He 
could  understand,  indeed,  that  benefices 
in  the  Church  were  freeholds,  although 
connected  with  the  performance  of  duties, 
because  the  profession  was  primary  and 
the  duty  secondary,  and  the  possessor  if 
unable  to  perform  the  duty  did  not  lose 
the  freehold.  In  the  case  before  them 
the  man  would  lose  his  office  if  he  be- 
came incompetent  to  perform  the  duties ; 
and  it  consequently  appeared  that  the 
duties  were  at  least  ^aced  upon  a  parity 
with  the  receipts.  Therefore,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
office,  which  was  voidable  in  the  case  of 
the  non-performance  of  the  duties,  was  a 
simple  freehold,  and  that  that  was  a 
question  which  it  was  totally  useless  for 
laymen  to  discuss,  he  would  again  tell 
him  that  he  over-rode  him  by  authority, 
but  he  did  not  convince  his  reason.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  again  that 
the  terms  of  the  contract  were  stated  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  He  had  read 
that  Act,  and  he  found  in  it  nothing 
whatever  about  the  continuance  of  the 
office.  There  was  no  abandonment  in  it 
by  Parliament  of  its  title  to  repeal  the 
Act ;  therefore,  to  say  that  the  contract 
was  silent  was  really  to  say  that  there 
was  no  contract  at  all  in  that  respect.  It 
seemed  to  him,  moreover,  that  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  high  doctrine  of  freehold 
had  not  been  consistent  with  themselves. 
He  thought  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Mender  forltichmond  (Sirltoundell 
Palmer)  was  one  of  the  highest  advocates 
of  that  doctrine,  but  yet  he  proposed  to 
give  other  duties  to  the  holders  of  mose  of- 
ficeBwhichwereabolished.  Howwasthat 
consistent  with  the  doctrine  of  freehold  ? 
Who  was  to  be  the  judge  whether  those 
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duties  were  consistent  with,  duties  which 
the  officials  had  before  perfonaed.  And 
he  would  tell  the  House  not  to  rely  upon 
the  diacoTsiy  of  other  duties  for  these 
gentlemen.  If  they  chose  to  place  the 
whole  judicial  patron^e  in  the  hands  of 
some  one  body  that  ttiey  could  call  to  ac- 
count &om  tjae  TreaBury  Bench  for  its 
administration,  and  if  mey  made  that 
body  responsible  for  the  appointments  to 
be  made,  they  might,  perhaps,  have  some 
chance  of  having  tboae  disinifised  gentle- 
men appointed  to  other  duties.  But  he 
wanted  to  knowwhere  were  the  men  to  be 
foundin  any  profession,  whether,  as  Lord 
Chatham  had  said,  it  be  "  the  aanctlly 
of  the  law  or  the  purify  of  the  ermine," 
with  whom  it  was  a  first  thought  to  over- 
look the  redundant  list  and  see  if  they 
could  find  somebody  upon  that  list  who 
was  already  drawmg  emoluments  on 
whom  they  could  impose  the  burden  of 
a  vacant  office,  and  thus  convert  their 
fine  opportunity  of  conferring  a  favour 
upon  a  deserving  friend  into  an  oppor- 
tuni^  for  requiring  a  man  to  make  a 
public  sacrifice  ?  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  behind  him  knew  human  nature 
too  well  to  expect  it.  K  they  were  con- 
sistent, however,  in  their  doctrine  of 
freehold,  they  could  not  force  those  gen- 
Uemeu  to  accept  other  duties.  He  must 
now  say  a  word  for  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Ayrton). 
Hie  hon.  Friend  had  fought  a  gallant 
battle  for  the  Treaaury,  and  it  was  his 
duty  to  do  it.  He  must  say  for  hi-m 
what  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  would  not  say  for 
himself,  and  that  was  that,  in  the  course 
of  nine  or  ten  years  during  which  he 
(Mr.  aiadstone)  held  the  office  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  when  his  hou. 
Friend  was  an  independent  Member  be- 
low the  Gangway,  and  at  a  time  much 
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more  favourable  for  the 


I  than 


the  present,  because  it  was  a  bme  whei , 
not  every,  but  almost  every  man  in  the 
House  waa  peeking,  more  or  less,  at  the 
public  purse,  his  hon.  Friend  had  never 
attempted  so  to  invade  the  public  re- 
venues, and  was  always  to  be  found  in 
support  of  the  Oovemment  in  resisting 
those  assaults.  Therefore,  if  his  hon. 
Friend  was  now  keen  in  the  same  cause, 
he  trusted  that  indulgence,  and  some- 
thing more  than  indulgence,  would  be 
accorded  to  him  for  a.  ^ult  which,  if  it 
were  a  fault,  waa  not  a  very  common  one, 
and  &om  which  no  great  pubhc  mischief 
was  likely  to  arise.    The  proposal  which 

2£r.  Oladttme 


was  made  to  the  House  on  the  one  side, 

as  he  understood  it,  was,  that  whenever 
an  had  an  office,  whether  as  mes- 
senger or  anything  else,  and  whether  he 
were  able  to  perform  the  duties  of  that 
~  e  or  not,  he  should  continue  to  receive 
his  salary  for  the  whole  of  bis  life,  sub- 
ject to  the  chance  of  work  being  found 
for  him.  He  thought  that  was  too  ex- 
treme a  measure.  "With  regard  to  the 
Commissionera  to  whom  aJluaion  had 
been  made,  their  case  was  quite  dif- 
ferent. They  had  been,  more  or  less, 
all  their  lives  in  the  service  of  the  pub- 
lic, and  re-employment  in  their  case  was 
out  of  the  question.  And  wherever  that 
condition  could  be  shown  witli  regard  to 
any  man,  be  he  a  registrar,  a  messenger, 
or  what  you  Uke,  if  he  had  reached  a 
point  in  his  life  at  which  practically  his 
re-employment  waa  out  of  the  question, 
tiie  Oovemment  would  be  quite  ready  to 
give  way  in  such  a  case.  He  trusted 
ftiat  this  assurance  would  be  satisfactory 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
West) ;  and  he  waa  ready,  if  the  clause 
were  postponed  till  Tuesday,  to  propose 
Ament^ents  to  the  clause  whidi  they 
were  about  to  consider,  with  that  object. 
It  was  not  correct  to  say  that  no  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  tho  clause  as  it  ori- 
ginally stood,  for  the  late  Secretary  to 
5i6  Treasiury  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  and 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Hunt)  both  took  exception  to  the 
payment  of  full  salaries.  IT  there  waa 
any  jealousy  of  the  severity  of  the  Trea- 
sury he  would  consent  to  make  it  essen- 
tial that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  be 
a  party  to  ita  decision. 

Me.  BOUVEEIE  said,  the  difficulty 
had  been  created  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  who  were  not  entitled  at 
this  stage  to  make  the  change  proposed. 
The  nde  upon  which  the  House  had 
always  acted  in  such  cases  waa  not  with- 
out expediency.  If  Parliament  dealt  in 
a  shaboy  manner  with  cases  of  this  kind, 
they  would  find  that  such  officers  would 
exert  their  obstructive  influences  against 
refonus.  Having  ofl'ered  liberal  terms 
to  these  officials,  and  thus  secured  their 
support,  the  Govemment  now  turned 
round  upon  them  and  made  proposals  of 
an  entirely  different  and  very  mggardly 
character. 

Mr.  \SrEST  said,  that  if  Her  Majes^a 
Government  were  reaUy  prepared  to 
postpone  those  clauses  till  Tuesday  next, 
and  deal  with  the  question  then,  it  would 
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mamock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  was  too  hard 
upon  &e  UDvemment.  What  had  liap- 
pened  iraa  that  those  clauaes  had  been 
framed  without  due  consultation  with 
the  TreasuiT ;  and,  when  they  had  come 
to  be  considered  by  those  whose  duty  it 
waa  to  look  after  the  public  purse,  it  was 
found  that  they  were  suoh  as  the  Trea- 
BUTT  could  not  agree  to.  The  same  thing 
had  h^pened  with  a  Bill  of  a  similar 
Mud  when  he  was  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
BU17 ;  and  it  waa  then  his  duty  to  state 
to  the  House  that,  as  Secretwy  to  the 
Treasury,  he  would  not  be  able  to  afford 
the  terms  of  compensation  which  one  of 
his  GoUeagues  was  proposing  to  give. 
He  quite  concurred  with  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  that  a 
man  should  not  be  paid  his.  fijdl  salary 
for  doing  nothing. 

Mb.  JES8EL  said,  that  nothing  was 
Bo  plaia  ae  that  those  offices  were  free- 
hold offices,  and  that  the  word  freehold 
applied  to  an  office  was  no  myth.  Again, 
nouiing  was  plainer  to  bis  mind  than 
that  ^  freehold  offices  originally  had 
duties  assigned  to  them,  and  the  fact  of 
the  office  being  freehold  did  not  entitle 
the  holder  to  his  salary.  This  right  de- 
pended upon  a  contract.  He  came  then 
to  tiie  Government  proposition — If  they 
broke  acontract,  what  ought  they  to  pay  to 
those  who  suffered  by  the  breach  7  Now, 
the  contract  in  this  case  was  express  and 
clear,  and  it  was  a  well-established  prin- 
ciple that  in  such  a  case  the  compensa- 
tion should  be  varied  according  to  the 
amount  of  injury  received,  and  that  the 
damages  ought  to  be  assessed  by  a  jury. 
Upon  this  principle  the  proposal  now 
made  by  the  Government  appeared  to 
him  to  be  perfectly  satisfactory,  because 
it  proposea  that  the  compensation  should 
he  assessed  by  the  Xjord  Chancellor,  who 
was  the  highest  authority  known  to  the 
law,  and  he  would  have  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Treasury  associated 
with  him  as  a  sort  of  jury.  The  prin- 
ciple argued  on  the  other  aide  01  the 
question  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mj.  Bussell  Gumey)  was  one 
not  of  principle,  but  of  practice.  He 
said  tiiat  for  centuries,  whenever  they 
abolished  offices  of  this  kind  they  gave 
to  the  holder  an  annuity  equal  to  the 
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amount  of  the  salary  he  received ;  end 
relying  upon  that  practice,  persons  had 
been  induced  to  accept  offices  in  the  hope 
that  if  they  were  abolished  they  would 
not  suffer.  He  had  heard  no  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  appeal  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  grounded  on  this  argu- 
ment. If  the  Government  thought  the 
principle  now  acted  on  was  wrong  let 
them  abolish  it  for  the  future ;  but  let 
them  act  generously  and  hberally  so  for 
as  the  present  and  the  past  were  con- 
cerned. He  regretted  that  the  appeal 
had  not  been  met  exactly  in  the  epint 
he  hoped ;  but  still  he  thought  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  £e  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment substantial  justice  would  be 
done.  With  regard  to  future  appoint- 
ment«,  he  hoped  that  no  expectation  of 
life  annuities  would  be  held  out, 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  regretted  to 
heat  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr, 
Jessel)  express  himself  ae  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  proposition  of  the  Government, 
which  was  a  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  these  questions  had  al- 
ways hitherto  been  settled.  It  was  a 
very  hard  thing  to  consign  gentlemen 
who  had  coneifeed  themselves  holders 
of  freehold  offices  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  He 
thought  a  wider  and  more  generous 
view  had  been  taken  by  other  Members, 
and  especially  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Dixon),  who  had 
made  a  manly  and  able  speech  though 
he  was  no  lawyer.  He  knew  what 
would  come  of  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  Some  gen- 
tlemen would  be  put  to  the  expense  of 
engaging  counsel  and  paying  heavy  fees 
to  argue  their  case  to  show  that  they  were 
entitled  to  the  full  amount  of  their  salary. 
He  should  regret  if  he  had  to  go  into 
the  Lobby  against  the  Government,  but 
he  could  not  assent  to  a  breach  of  i^th ; 
but,  if  a  division  took  place,  be  should 
vote  against  the  proposal  now  made.  If, 
however,  no  one  thought  it  worth  while 
to  divide  the  House  in  favour  of  giving 
these  officers  a  retiring  pension  equal  to 
their  full  salaries,  he  would  suggest  that 
at  all  events  a  man  who  had  hdd  office 
for  a  certain  length  of  time — say,  fifteen 
years — should  be  entitled  to  his  full  sa- 
lary. His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  offered  to  introduce 
some  provision  of  the  kind,  and  with 
that  pledge  he  must  rest  satisfied. 
M  2 
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Lord  GEOEGE  CATENDISH  said, 
he  hoped  that  some  Memhera  not  law- 
yers would  he  found  who  would  support 
the  GoTemmeut  in  their  attempt  to  en- 
force eome  economy.  There  was  too 
easy  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  grant  compen- 
satious.  He  aupposed  if  they  were 
to  take  a  sheet  ofpaper  aa  large  as 
the  floor  of  that  House  it  would  not 
snfSce  to  write  upon  it  the  names  of 
those  lawyers  who  were  superannuated, 
and  the  amount  of  the  compensations 
they  received  for  the  abolition  of  offices. 
He  should  be  glad  to  know  why  such 
extraordinary  concern  was  shown  for  a 
profession  so  well  able  to  take  care  of 
it«elf.  He  was  old  enough  to  remember 
the  compensations  of  the  officers  of  a 
private  court.  The  Goremment  pro- 
posed a  reform  in  that  court,  and  all 
officials  who  were  afterwards  appointed 
received  their  appointments  with  the  in- 
timation that  there  would  be  no  com- 
pensadon.  But  the  reform  was  not 
carried  out  till  ten  years  afterwards,  and 
then  they  were  compelled  to  compensate 
the  very  men  who  had  been  told  they 
were  to  receive  no  compensation.  When 
the  dockyards  were  lately  reduced  all 
the  compensation  the  labourers  who  were 
not  wanted  received  was  a  free  passage 
to  Canada.  It  was  lately  said  by  the 
Attorney  General  that  there  could  be  no 
real  reform  of  the  Bankrupt<;y  Court 
unless  there  was  a  clean  sweep  out  of  all 
the  officials.  If  that  were  so,  he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  give  them,  too, 
a  free  passage  to  Canada. 

Mb.  west  said,  he  thought  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed  and  brought 
up  on  Tuesday  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  suggested  that  full 
salary  should  be  allowed  to  those  who 
accepted  other  duties,  and  two-thirds 
only  to  those  who  would  not. 

Me.  hunt  said,  he  wished  to  know 
what  was  the  exact  proposal  of  the 
Government  on  which  they  were  to 
divide. 

The  ATTORNET  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  proposed  to  give  the  Commissioners 
their  full  salaries,  as  other  employment 
could  not  be  given  to  them ;  and  that 
the  registrars,  messengers,  and  assignees 
should  certainly  have  two-thirds  of  their 
present  salary,  with  the  understanding 
that  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
thought  any  of  them  entitled,  on  account 
Mr.  Dmman 


of  their  age  and  service,  to  their  fiill 
salaries,  they  should  have  them. 

Mr.  HUNT  said,  he  had  understood 
that  the  Government  would  frame  a 
clause  to  place  all  the  officials  on  the 
same  footing,  and  that,  whether  they 
received  their  full  salaries  or  only  a  por- 
tion of  them,  they  were  all  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  way.  He  did  not  see 
why  some  of  the  Commissioners  should 
not  undertake  other  duties,  for  instance, 
County  Court  Judgeships. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  in  omit- 
ting that  consideration  he  was  thinking 
of  the  London  Commissioners;  but,  as 
rf^arded  some  of  the  younger  countiy 
Commissioners,  it  would  not  be  unfair 
to  require  that  they  should  undertake 
such  judicial  duties  aa  were  offered  to 
them ;  none  that  were  unworthy  would 
be  offered  them;  and,  of  course,  the 
Government  woiild  be  bound  to  take 
care  that  they  were  not  asked  to  accept 
an  inferior  salary. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
thought  that  after  the  explanation  which 
had  been  given  by  the  Government,  it 
would  be  useless  to  go  to  a  division. 

Sir  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  calculated  to  do  sub- 
stantial justice  to  all  parties,  and  that 
was  the  only  thing  he  had  contended 
for.  Those  who  had  served  a  certain 
time,  and  could  not  be  expected  to  ac- 
cept other  duties,  were  to  have  their  full 
salaries,  unless  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Treasury  saw  reason  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  thought 
that  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Gtovemment,  and  from  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, the  simplest  remedy  would  be  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
his  name — namely,  to  leave  out  the 
clause. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  thought 
the  wiser  course  would  be  to  postpone 
the  clause. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  Government  were  not  pre- 
pared with  an  Amendment  in  relation  to 
the  future  employment  of  the  country 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  hoped  they 
would  not  go  to  a  division  on  the  point 
in  question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  re. 
mind  the  Committee  that  the  question 
before  them  was  the  130th  clause.    The 
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time  had  not  arrived  for  an  expreesion 
of  opinion  on  the  point  referred,  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  doubted  whether 
am-thjng  would  be  gained  by  going  on 
till  hon.  Members  could  see  the  whole 
scheme  of  compensation  in  print. 

Ub.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must 
admit  that  the  Government  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  spirit  in  which  the 
discuesiou  had  been  conducted,  and  as 
the  general  desire  of  the  Committee 
seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause,  he  should  not  object 

to  it. 

House  TMumei.  Committee  report 
Progress;  to  sit  again  upon  TUetday 
next,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  FRENCH  TREATY. 
UOTIOK  FOB  A  SELECT  COMUITTEE. 

Mk.  STAVELEY  hill  said,  he  rose 
to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  French  Treaty, 

Jiarticularly  as  it  affected  the  silk  manu- 
acture  in  this  country.  The  silk  manu- 
&cture  was  divided  into  two  branches, 
one  the  manufacture  of  broad  silks, 
which  was  carried  on  in  Macclesfield, 
Spitalfields,  and  Mandiester,  and  the 
ribbon  trade  in  Coventry.  It  was  intro- 
duced into  that  city  towards  the  end  of 
the  17th  century,  where  it  flourished  up 
to  1860  —  the  period  of  the  French 
Treaty.  The  trade  had  long  prospered 
in  this  country  under  protective  duties. 
"hx  1824,  however,  Mr.  HusHsson  altered 
the  duties,  imposing  in  lieu  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  someming  Hke  30  per  cent ;  and 
this,  in  1846,  was  reduced  to  about  15 
per  cent  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.  The  argu- 
ments on  which  these  reductions  were 
made  proved  to  be  sound,  and  the  silk 
trade  continued  to  flourish  up  to  1860. 
In  1 629,  the  population  of  the  city  of 
Coventry  was  16,000;  in  1631,  it  had 
risen  to  20,000 ;  and  in  1 859,  it  amounted 
to  about  41,000  ;  but  the  silk  district,  of 
which  Coventry  was  the  centre,  had  a 
population  of  about  70,000.  Nearly 
eighty  firms  were  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facture of  ribbons  at  ^s  time,  having 


1,000  to  3,000  looms  in  fectories,  em- 
ploying some  3,000  persons,  who  were 
paid  from  5».  to  30^.  per  week.  Besides 
this — and  it  was  a  special  feature  of  the 
city— there  were  from  2,000  to  3,000 
looms,  the.  property  of  the  working 
weavers  themselves,  and  worked  in  their 
own  houses.  These  looms  cost  £40  each, 
representing  a  capital  of  £120,000 ;  and 
he  estimated  the  other  necessary  machi- 
nery— winding  engines  and  filling  wheels 
— owned  by  these  workmen  at  £10,000. 
This  was  the  state  of  things  in  Coventry 
when  suddenly  the  French  Treaty  came 
upon  them,  and  immediately  the  ribbon 
manufactories  fell  from  eighty  to  twelve, 
the  weekly  wages  fiflm  £  1 2, 000  to  £3, 000 ; 
the  trade  returns  from  £3,000,000  to 
£1,000,000  in  the  following  year;  and 
the  manufacturers'  stock,  estimated  the 
night  before  the  Treaty  at  £800,000, 
fell  25  per  cent ;  and,  in  the  years  that 
followed,  wages  decreased  frvm  20  to  30 
per  cent,  and  this  independent  of  those 
who  were  driven  away  from  the  city  al- 
together. The  di^iensing  of  out-door 
rehef  increased  alarmingly,  for  while 
£10,000  wasthe  sum  of  the  relief  granted 
during  the  eight  years  ending  wim  1 660, 
the  sum  dispensed  in  the  eight  succeed- 
ing Tears  was  £41,000,  and  this  was 
supplemented  by  a  national  subscription 
of  another  £40,000.  The  efiect  of  the 
Treaty  upon  Macclesfield  had  been  to 
decrease  the  trade  25  per  cent,  and  there 
were  at  present  1,500  empty  houses  in 
that  town,  and  the  population  had  de- 
creased 7,000  out  of  35,000.  The  French 
Treaty  fell  upon  the  prosperous  silk 
trade  without  a  noto  of  warning  ;  al- 
though, as  we  now  know,  it  had  been  in 
negotiation  during  the  whole  autumn  of 
1 858,  but  it  had  been  kept  completely  se- 
cret. ButinJanuary,  1860,  theMayorof 
Coventry,  having  seen  the  Treaty  an- 
noimced  in  the  Ind^endaace  Beige,  wrote 
to  Mr.  Ellice,  the  then  Member  for 
the  city,  and  called  his  attention  to  the 
circumstance;  but  bo  secretly  had  it 
been  n^^iated,  that  he  wrote  back 
saying  there  was  not  the  slightest  reason 
te  believe  that  any  such  Treaty  was  on 
the  point  of  being  contracted.  Yet, 
three  weeks  afterwards — and  it  would 
have  been  earher  had  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  been  indisposed  —  it  waa 
announced  te  that  House.  Early  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1860,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House  and  announced 
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that  whidi  he  said  "  would  caufle  a  thrill 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other,"  that  the  Govemment  ht^  ratified 
a  commercial  Treaty  with  France.  By 
the  first  article  tiie  Emperor  of  " 
French  engaged  that  the  duties  on 
importatioa  into  France  of — among  other 
things  —  silk  goods  manufactured  in 
England  should  not  exceed  30  per  cent, 
But  how  was  it  with  regard  to  similar 
^oods  coming  into  England  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty engaged  to  recommend  to  Parha- 
ment  to  abolish  altogether  the  duties  on 
the  importation  of  French  silk  goods 
into  this  country.  Coventry  was  hardly 
treated  in  other  respects,  for  the  silk 
trade  was  specially  exempted  from  the 
14th  Article,  which  gave,  with  regard  to 
all  other  articles  which  came  under  the 
Treaty,  an  interval  of  two  years,  during 
which  half-duties  were  to  be  levied.  So 
the  duties  on  silk  goods  coming  into  Eng- 
land from  France  were  abolished  in  the 
March  following.  He  would  now  ask  the 
House  to  listen  Id  the  manner  in  which 
that  Treaty  was  brought  about.  It  had 
been  described  by  M.  Michael  Chevalier, 
who,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Bonamy 
Price,  Professor  of  Political  Economy 
at  Oxford,  said  he  had  a  conversation 
witii  Mr.  Gladstone,  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  on  the  15th  of  October, 
1859,  and  told  him  that,  although  he  had 
no  power  to  treat,  certain  circumstances 
induced  him  to  think  that  the  Emperor 
would  receive  with  favour  the  proposal 
of  a  treaty,  especially  if  it  were  to  abo- 
lish the  high  duties  tiiat  were  levied  on 
an  important  industry  in  France— that 
of  silks.  Mr.  Gladstone  answered  that 
England  would  repeal  the  duties  on  all 
articles  manufactured  in  Paris  and  Lyons, 
especially  on  silk,  gloves,  shoes,  and 
the  articles  particidarly  described  as 
"  articles  of  Paris."  "  Everything  was 
settled  between  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  me  in  three-quarters  of 
an  hour."  M.  Chevalier  added  that 
he  next  saw  Mr.  Cobden,  and  arranged 
to  meet  him  in  Paris,  but  to  travel  thitier 
separately,  in  order  not  to  attract  the 
notice  of  the  Prohibitionists.  The  silence 
recommended  by  the  Emperor  was  well 
kept  by  all,  the  notes  of  M.  Bouher 
being  copied  by  Madame  Itouher,  while 
those  of  Mr.  Cobden  were  written  out 
fair  by  Madame  Chevalier.  M.  Cheva- 
lier added  that  judnng  from  some  recent 
acts,  the  zeal  of  the  Imperial  Government 
in  behalf  of  Free  Trade  seemed  to  have 
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considerably  cooled,  and 


e  asked — "  Is 


lycc 
this  a  simple  accident  of  politics  or  a  re- 
lapse? T^me  will  show.  It  was  dear, 
from  this  letter,  that  the  silk  trade  in  Eng- 
land had  been  sacrificed  in  order  to  get 
the  Emperor  to  agree  to  the  Treaty,  'mo 
whole  n^iottation  seemed  to  have  the 
character  of  a  plot  rather  than  an  act  of 
international  legislation.  He  remem- 
bered a  caricature  which  came  out  at 
that  time,  and  which  represented  the 
silk  trade  as  being  thrown  in  as  a  sop 
to  the  Cerberus  who  was  guarding  the 
French  Empire.  He  believed  that  if 
Mr.  Cobden  were  living  now  he  would 
be  the  first  to  agree  to  a  Motion  for  the 
re-consideration  of  the  subject,  because 
he  only  accepted  the  French  Treaty  as  a 
lesser  evil,  in  order  that  it  might  lead  to 
a  greater  good,  which  it  had  not  done. 
The  present  Session  was  peculiarly  ap- 
propriate for  &e  re-consideration  of  the 
Treaty,  because  the  Treaty  came  into 
force  in  February,  1660,  and  was  to  last 
imtil  FebruBTy,  1870,  and  after  from 
year  to  ^ear,  unless  notice  be  given  of 
its  revision.  It  might  be  said  that  there 
were  other  causes  which  had  led  to  the 
depression  of  the  trade  —  such  as  the 
changes  of  fashion,  the  increase  in  the 
price  of  the  raw  material,  and  the  domng 
of  the  American  ports,  which  had  led  to 
the  flooding  of  the  flnglish  nmrket  with 
French  and  Swiss  goods.  This  was  not 
BO.  So  far  from  there  having  been  any 
decrease  in  the  manufacture  and  use  of 
silk,  there  was  a  far  greater  quantity  of 
manufactured  silk  and  silk  ribbons  used  in 
England  now  than  there  ever  was  before, 
only  the  figures  had  changed  places. 
The  quantity  of  silk  imported  into  this 
country  from  abroad  before  the  French 
Treaty  was  the  quantity  now  manufac- 
tured here  ;  while  the  quantity  now  im- 
ported was  considerable  greater  than 
that  manufactured  here  before  theTreaty. 
He  held  in  his  hand  statistics  to  show  the 
effects  of  this  Treaty  on  the  silk  trade. 
It  appeared  that  in  the  eight  years  pre- 
ceding the  French  Treaty,  we  imported 
of  silk  and  satin  ribbons  from  Iranoe, 
l,57d,000lbs;  and  in  the  eight  years 
succeeding  that  Treaty — namely,  from 
1861  to  186S,  there  were  imported  into 
this  country  from  France,  5,61S,8S21bB ; 
being  an  increase  of  4,043,0001b8— that 
was  an  increase  of  250  per  cent.  And, 
in  respect  to  broad  silk,  such  aa  that 
manu&otured  in  Macdesfield  and  Spital- 
fields,  the  importationB  from  France  for 
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the  eiglit  years  preceding  the  Trea^, 
amounted  to  l,925,0001ba ;  whereas,  for  , 
the  eight  following  years,  the  imports  \ 
had  reached  14,863,0001bs;  being  an 
increase  of  1 3,000,000lb8,  or  upwards  of 
650  per  cent.  It  was  pretty  clear  then 
that  there  had  been  no  decrease  in  the 
URC  of  ribbons  or  silks,  and  there  was, 
therefore,  nothing  in  the  ai^ument  that 
there  had  been  a  change  of  fashion,  or 
that  the  American  War  or  any  oUier 
cause  had  led  to  a  lulling  off.  The  figures 
have  simply  changed  places,  anf  the 
foreigner  now  manuiactures  and  esports 
to  England  that  which  England  formerly 
manufactured  for  herself.  The  evils  of 
the  present  system  would  be  apparent 
when  they  examined  the  details  of  the 
manner  in  which  silk  goods  exported 
from  this  countiT  into  France  were  dealt 
with  under  the  Treaty.  Upon  pure  rib- 
bons there  was  a  specific  duty  amounting 
to  3J  per  cent,  upon  black  ribbons,  7J 
per  cent,  and  upon  elastic  goods  from 
10  to  12J  per  cent.  But  that  hardly  re- 
presented the  effect  which  had  been  pro- 
duced upon  Coventry.  Coventry  had 
been  especially  hardly  dealt  with,  for 
whereas  all  nett  silk  went  duty  free  into 
France — these  being  articles  in  which, 
practicably,  we  do  not  compete  with  her 
— ribbons,  even  of  nett  silk,  were  spe- 
cially exempted,  and  were  made  liable 
to  the  duty,  and  there  was  a  duty  rising 
from  3J  per  cent  to  10  or  12  per  cent 
upon  all  ribbons  imported  into  France  ; 
yet  everyone  of  these,  under  this  Treaty, 
came  into  England  duty  free.  Nor  was 
this  the  worst  part  of  the  Treaty  as  it 
affected  the  silk  trade.  The  principal 
part  of  the  trade  in  which  England  was 
most  capable  of  competing  wiOi  France 
was  in  those  goods  in  wfich  there  was 
a  mixture  of  aillr  with  cotton.  "While 
silk  goods  mixed  with  cotton  came  into 
England  duty  free,  there  was  a  du^  of 
10  per  cent  on  articles  exported  from 
England  in  which  the  silk  predominated 
over  the  cotton,  and  of  15  per  cent  upon 
those  in  which  cotton  predominated  over 
the  silk.  This  was  found  to  be  a  duty 
which  amounted,  in  point  of  fact,  upon 
this  great  industn'  in  England,  almost  to 
a  prohibition.  There  was  another  matter 
with  regard  to  tho  provisions  of  the 
French  Treaty  to  which  ho  would  also 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  — 
namely,  the  injustice  of  specific  duties. 
Tho  duties  levied  were  specific  duties, 
or  duties  on  the  goods  per  weight ;  and 


this  great  inequality  arose  with  regard 
to  aJl  specific  duties.  Suppose  that 
goods  weighing  10  kilogrammes  pay  10 
francs  duty,  and  are  worth  100  trancs, 
this  is  equal  to  1 0  per  cent.  But  if  the 
value  of  the  goods  rose  to  150  francs, 
then  the  duty  was  about  6}  per  cent ; 
while,  if  the  value  of  the  goods  was  de- 
preciated from  100  francs  to  50  francs, 
the  duty  became  20  per  cent.  Thus, 
whenever  the  trade  was  depressed,  the 
duty  increased,  and  fell  when  prices 
were  high.  The  question  then  arose, 
whether,  under  all  these  circumstances 
inequality  and  unfairness,  it  was 
worth  while  to  have  any  treaty  at  all  ? 
"Was  any  treaty  worth  preserving,  by 
virtue  of  which,  upon  articles  in  which 
France  could  very  well  compete  with  us, 
they  levied  a  duty  on  ue,  while  we  were 
prevented  from  levying  a  duty  upon 
them  ?  Let  us  follow  up,  as  Mr.  Cobden 
said,  the  work  of  Free  Trade,  but  do  not 
let  it  be  aU  upon  one  side.  He  knew 
it  had  been  said  that  with  regard  to  the 
silk  trade  that  the  silk  trade  might  have 
suffered,  but  that  other  trades  had  been 
benefited.  But  was  it  the  fact  that 
other  trades  were  benefited  to  an  extent 
that  would  con^iensate  for  this  particular 
injustice?  "Wlien  the  French  Treaty 
passed,  the  cotton  trade,  the  woollen 
trade,  and  the  linen  trade,  in  the  ab- 
scnce  of  good  textile  machinery  in  France, 
increased  their  exports  by  15  per  cent, 
in  spite  of  the  duty  on  the  importation 
of  these  articles  into  France ;  out  now 
that  France  had  got  textile  machinery 
of  her  own,  the  statistics  would  show 
how,  under  this  Treaty,  these  trades 
could  hold  their  own.  In  1866  there 
were  imported  into  France  of  cotton  ma- 
nufectures  56,343,372  yards;  in  1667 
that  was  reduced  to  41,147,794  yards; 
and,  in  1668,  there  was  a  further  reduc- 
tion to  38,593,729  yards  ;  showing  a  de- 
crease in  the  course  of  two  years  of  25 
per  cent.  Of  linen  manufactures  there 
were  imported  into  France  from  Eng- 
land, m  1866,  5,637,477 yards;  in  1867, 
4,976,933 yards  ;  and,  in  1868,  3,752,766 
yards,  showing  a  decrease  of  30  per  cent. 
Of  woollen  manufactures  there  were  im- 
ported into  Franco,  in  1866,  4,664,129 
yards;  in  1867,  7,560,016  yards ;  hut, 
m  1868,  the  figures  woefully  changed, 
showing  a  depreciation  last  year  over 
1667  of  no  less  than  75  per  cent.  He 
did  not  think,  then,  that  it  could  be 
said,  that  these  figures  showed  any  ad> 
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vantage  vhich  other  trades  had  derived 
from  tho  operation  of  the  French  Treaty. 
The  Board  of  Trade  and  Navigation  Be- 
tarns,  and  the  whole  balance  of  trade  be- 
tween England  and  I^Vance,  g^ve  Bunilar 
results,  the  Eetums  for  1867  ahowing 
that  the  French  imports  into  this  country, 
after  deducting  the  raw  and  part  ma- 
nnfactured  articles,  were  £30,000,000 
against  £13,500,000  of  English  exports 
into  France.  These  facta,  he  contended, 
showed  the  necessity  for  some  inquiry. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  result  of  ^;ree- 
ing  to  his  Motion  would  be  an  expreS' 
don  of  opinion  in  favour  of  returning  to 
8oniesysteinofpTotectiveduties,butitwas 
not  with  that  view  he  asked  for  a  Commit- 
toe  of  Inquiry.  He  thought  no  country 
could  bo  great  which  did  not  import  all 
raw  material  duty  &ee.  He  would  not 
mil  up  Protection  with  this  subject,  but 
he  would  say  to  France  that  if  she  would 
not  admit  our  goods  on  fair  and  equal 
terms  with  her  own,  either  the  Treaty 
eJiiouId  be  abolished,  or  £10,000,000 
worth  of  OUT  coal  should  not  go  to  as- 
sist the  manufactures  of  France,  or  an 
alteration  should  be  made  in  the  light 
dues.  We  had  given  away  so  much  to 
France  that  we  had  made  ourselves  poor 
indeed ;  still  he  hoped  we  had  some- 
thing yet  left  to  offer  or  withdraw  in 
order  to  induce  France  to  admit  our 
goods  on  the  same  footing  that  we  had 
admitted  hers  for  the  lasi  ten  years, 
especially  as  it  would  be  found  that  these 
duties  pressed  in  a  vital  way  upon  our 
commerce.  The  cry  of  the  silk  trade 
simply  was — "  Give  us  reciprocity."  He 
entreated  the  House  to  grant  the  in- 
quiiy.  If  the  working  men  employed 
in  the  silk  trade  were  wrong  in  attribu- 
ting their  sufferings  to  the  French  Treafy, 
it  was  deeply  important  that  their  error 
should  be  corrected.  Throughout  the 
whole  of  their  losses  and  miseries  they 
had  borne  themselves  as  loyal  subjects, 
and  he  hoped  that  if  the  Biquiry  were 
granted  they  would  yet  see  a  more  pros- 
perous day. 

Mb.  EATON,  in  aecondin^  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  had  to  ask  tho  mdulgence 
of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  en- 
ter at  any  length  into  the  details  of  this 
subject,  or  to  lollow  his  hon.  and  learned 
Colleague  through  the  various  reasons 
which  he  had  given  for  having  brought 
this  matter  under  the  consi&ration  of 
the  House.  It  would  be  sufficient  for 
Mr.  Stavehy  Hill 


him,  as  a  practical  men,  and  as  one  who 
perhaps  had  as  lai^  an  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  silk  trade  of  this  country 
as  anyone,  to  say  that  with  those  details 
and  those  reasons  he  entirely  concurred. 
Upon  one  point  he  might,  however,  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  inequality  of  duties 
as  imposed  by  the  French  Commercial 
Treaty  had  worked  most  injuriously  to 
their  trade.  He  thought  he  could  not 
better  prove  this  fact  than,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  by  quoting  a  few 
figures  which  he  had  taken  from  a  table 
that  he  himself  published  for  many  years, 
showing  the  imports,  exports,  and  con- 
sumption of  raw  silks  in  this  country. 
He  would  take,  for  exmnple,  the  year 
1859,  the  year  preceding  the  French 
Treaty,  and  he  found  the  consumption  of 
raw  silk  in  this  country  in  that  year 
was  7,376,240 lbs.  against  an  export  of 
2,000,000lbs.  In  £e  past  year,  1868, 
these  figures  have  been  nearly  re- 
versed; for  he  found  the  consumption 
at  home  now  only  2,134, 204]bs.  against 
4,050,000  lbs.  sent  out  of  this  country. 
But  unfortunately  this  is  not  all,  for 
the  working  of  this  Treaty  has  enabled 
the  foreigners  to  compete  with  us  in 
every  market  in  the  world.  In  China 
and  India  they  have  been  canying  on  a 
very  considerable  business  in  silk,  a 
direct  trade  nearly  unknown  to  them  be- 
fore the  operation  of  this  Treaty.  In 
Manchester,  before  the  passing  of  the 
Treaty,  there  were  between  thirty  and 
forty  silk  manufacturers  employing  a 
large  amount  of  labour  and  capital. 
They  were  now  reduced  to  five  or  six, 
and  those  employing  their  workpeople 
only  a  part  of  their  time.  In  Maccles- 
field a  similar  diminution  in  the  con- 
sumption of  silk  has  taken  place ;  and 
in  Coventry,  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  representing,  the  ribbon  trade 
has  equally  suffered.  But,  further,  he 
might  add,  what  was  perhaps  more  within 
his  knowledge  than  it  coulabe  within  that 
of  his  Colleague,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain,  the  trade  was  unanimous 
in  asking  for  this  inquiiy.  At  a  meet- 
ing held  at  his  ofBoes  in  the  City,  in  the 
early  part  of  this  week,  there  were  pre- 
sent most  of  the  leading  members  of  the 
silk  trade  in  all  its  branches.  They  met 
for  the  purpose  of  pressing  upon  his 
CoUeagae  and  himself  the  inooeasing 
necessity  for  this  inquijy.     They  were 
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men  of  different  political  feelings;  but 
they  were  all  united  in  urnng,  as  he 
did  now  in  eeconding  this  Motion,  the 
great  necessity  which  eiista  for  an  in- 
quiry, with  a  view  to  the  revision  of  a 
Trealy  which  hae  worked  so  injuriously 
and  so  unjustly  to  the  ailt  trade  of  this 
country. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  lesTC  oat  from  tho  word  "That"  U  tb« 
•nd  of  the  Queitian,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  *  Ssleot  Committee  be  tppointed  to  inquire  into 
•Dd  report  apon  the  operaCioo  of  the  CommeroJBl 
Trsatj  with  Franoe,  ratified  the  13lh  day  of 
JaDnarr  I860,  and  partioiilarlj  as  it  aHtaCs  the 
SUk  Mannfiiotare  in  tbii  Couatr;,"— (itfr.  Stmie- 

uy  am.) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  De  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mk.  BEOOKLEHUEST  wished  to 
say  a  few  words,  as  he  was  engaged  in 
the  silk  manufacture,  and  a  lai^e  em- 
rioyer  of  labour.  In  1824,  when  Mr. 
HualdBSon  initiated  Free  Trade,  300,000 
persons  derived  employment  from  the 
manufacture  of  silk  goods  in  this  coun- 
try, but  since  1861  not  half  that  number 
had  been  employed.  He  could  not 
think  Mr.  Cobden  contemplated  such 
an  event  as  the  outbreak  of  the  Ameri- 
can War  when  he  pressed  for  the  French 
^eaty,  or  he  would  have  foreseen  the 
recent  flooding  of  the  market  with 
French  goods,  which  would  otherwise 
have  been  absorbed  by  the  United 
States.  He  urged  Uie  appointment  of 
this  Oommittee  of  Inquiry,  not  because 
he  desired  to  return  to  a  policy  of  Pro- 
tection, but  because  he  hoped  some 
means  would  be  discovered  of  remedying 
the  evils  which  the  present  defective  sys- 
tem of  Free  Trade  produced.  The  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  which  he  pro- 
posed to  give  the  working  men  a  free 
breakfast  table,  had  given  great  satis- 
faction; buttheFreeTradeteaandsngar 
would  be  of  little  use  to  the  workmg 
man  unless  he  had  employment. 

Mr.  AS8HET0N  CEOSS  said,  that 
the  question  was  of  great  interest  to  a 
number  of  his  constituents,  because  they 
liad  found  that  from  the  date  of  the 
French  Treaty  there  had  been  a  gradual 
but  constant  diminution  in  their  trade. 
In  fact,  in  Lancashire  the  silk  trade  was 
almost  at  a  etandstiU.    He  had  voted 
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for  the  French  Treaty  agwnst  the  wishes 
of  his  political  friends  when  he  before 
had  a  seat  in  this  House,  and  would  not 
annul  it  without  an  efibrt  to  remedy  its 
defects ;  but  these  defects  were  so  glar- 
ing, and  Uie  distress  in  our  silk  manu- 
facturing districts  so  painfiil,  that  an 
inquiry  was  absolutely  necessary  to  see 
whether  some  means  could  not  be  sug- 
gested to  put  an  end  to  the  anomahes 
complained  of.  If  nothing  were  done 
to  secure  this  end,  he  would  bring  the 
whole  matter  before  the  House.  He 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  object  to  aninquiiy.  The  value 
of  silk  goods  imported,  in  1858,  was 
£3,235,000,  and  that  had  increased  to 
£10,214,000.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
silk  goods  exported  frvm  this  coimtry 
had  decreased  in  a  still  greater  ratio. 

Mr.  CHADWICK  said,  that  in  sup- 
porting this  Motion  he  had  not  deserted 
his  Free  Trade  principles,  nor  did  he  ask 
the  Qovemment  to  give  up  these  doc- 
trines. He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  (Mr.  StaveleyHiU) 
had  referred  in  an  irritating  manner  to 
the  history  of  the  Treaty.  He  (Mr. 
Chadwick)  only  asked  the  House  and 
the  Qovemment  to  agree  ia  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Treaty.  The  silk  trade  of  Coventry, 
Manchester,  and  Macclesfield  was  in  a 
state  of  the  most  serious  depression  at 
the  present  time,  and  he  wished  the  iacts 
to  be  laid  before  the  country  in  order  to 
see  whether  the  French  Treaty  might 
not  be  mollified  so  as  to  remove  the  pre- 
sent depression,  and  he  believed  that  this 
might  be  done  by  a  few  simple  modifi- 
cations in  the  Treaty  which  would  not 
injuriously  affect  any  of  the  great  inte- 
rests concerned.  The  French  admitted 
sUk  goods  which  were  made  of  pure  silk 
free  of  du^,  but  taxed  those  mixed  with 
cotton.  Now,  the  staple  trade  of  Mac- 
clesfield was  the  manufacture  of  silk 
containing  a  portion  of  cotton,  and  if 
the  French  Government  could  be  in- 
duced to  admit  the  mixed  stlk  on  the 
same  terms  as  the  pure,  the  injurious 
character  of  the  Treaty  would  be  to  a 
groat  extent  removed. 

Mr.  WHEELHOUSE  said,  he  hoped 
the  inquiry  would  be  granted,  and  tnat 
it  would  embrace  the  manner  in  which 
not  only  the  silk  trade,  but  also  the 
worsted  and  woollen  trades  were  affected 
by  the  Treaty.     Thoroughout  the  ma- 
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mifacturing   diBtrictB   in   the  Korth   of  I  speech  of  pure  Protection,  foi _ — 

JEngland  there  was  a  strong  desire  that  '  to  think  there  vaB  no  remedy  for  the 
'      "   '       '  '     '  evik  he  complained  of  but  a  return  to 

the  protective  system.  No  doubt,  the 
inquiry  he  asks  for  would  produce  some 
facts,  certainly  some  arguments,  which 
would  be  curious  in  their  way ;  but  no 
man  in  this  country  who  knows  any- 
thing of  trade  can  doubt  for  a  moment 
that  the  French  Treaty  has  been  of  great 
advantage  to  this  country.  I  will  say, 
if  you  like,  of  not  smaller  advant^e, 
perhaps  of  greater  advantage,  to  France ; 
that  it  has  been  one  of  the  roost  benefi- 
cent measures  the  House  of  Commona 
has  accepted  for  many  years  I  am  per- 
fectly convinced,  and  that  ie  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  educated  roen  in  the 
country.  Now,  it  may  be  stated,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  trade  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  France  has  been 
more  than  doubled  by  the  operation  or 
since  the  passing  of  that  Treaty.  The 
annual  imports  into  this  country  &om 
France  seven  years  before  the  Treaty 
were  from  £12,000,000  to  £13,000,000 
sterling ;  and  for  the  seven  years  since, 
from  1861  to  1867,  they  were  about 
£27,500,000.  The  exports  show  an  in- 
crea«e  fo>m  £10,000,000  to  £23,000,000 
— so  that  the  increase  is  considerably 
more  than  double.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  may  say  these  e:q>orte  do  not 
represent  manufactures  only ;  and  he 
would  be  quite  right,  because  cotton, 
for  instance,  comes  from  the  United 
States  to  Liveipool,  and,  being  pur- 
chased by  French  spinners,  is  re-shipped 
to  France.  But  the  annual  average  for 
the  seven  years  before  the  Treaty  of  ac- 
tual EngUsh  manufactures  was  about 
£5,000,000,  and  of  the  seven  years  since 
at  least  £10,000,000 ;  therefore,  whether 
ve  look  at  the  whole  of  the  exports  and 
imports,  or  those  purely  the  produce  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  we  find  a  large 
and  very  satisfactory  increase.  And  from 
the  year  1854,  when  the  first  reduction 
took  place,  the  exports  have  increased 
three-fold.  In  silks  the  goods  which 
come  here  from  France  amounted  to 
£4,500,000  per  annum  in  the  seven 
years  before  the  Treaty,  and  in  the  seven 

Eirs  since  to  £7,750,000;  showing  a 
ge  increase,  and  fulfilling  the  expec- 
tations and  desires  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. If  there  had  not  been  a  laigo  in- 
crease, the  Treaty  would  be  as  waste 
paper,  and  we  should  have  been  diaap- 
pomted.     But  let  me  show  the  House 


mething  shoidd  be  done  to  remedv 
that  want  of  reciprocity  which  they  all 
felt. 

Mr.  BRIGHT :  Sir,  I  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill) 
into  the  history  of  what  he  was  pleased 
to  call  the  plot  by  which  the  French 
Treaty  was  obtained.  I  think  I  know 
as  much  about  tlie  history  of  it  as  any 
Member  of  the  House,  and  as  I  believe 
it  was  of  the  greatest  benefit,  so  I  be- 
lieve that  nothmg  was  ever  more  honour- 
able to  all  the  parties  concerned  than  the 
manner  in  wmch  it  was  accomplished. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  alluded 
to  the  suddenness  with  which  the  French 
Treaty  came  upon  his  constituents,  and 
on  this  account  considered  them  as 
harshly  treated.  But  if  there  be  one 
thing  more  acknowledged  than  another 
by  all  persons  conversant  with  these 
alTairs,  it  is  this,  that  the  kindest  way 
of  dealing  with  a  trade  in  which  a 
change  of  duties  is  contemplated  is  to 
make  that  change  suddenly.  If  twelve 
months'  notice  had  been  given  to  the 
manufacturers  of  silk  in  this  country 
that,  at  the  expiration  of  that  time, 
French  silks  would  come  in  free  of 
duty,  there  would  have  been  a  complete 
paralysis  of  the  trade  for  twelve  months. 
Nobody  in  England,  speaking  generally, 
would  have  bought  English  sdk  goodi, 
because  they  believed  French  were  much 
better  and  cheaper,  and  the  stock  would 
consequently  lay  on  the  manufacturers' 
hands.  And,  in  the  meantime,  French 
manufacturers,  expecting  the  opening  of 
a  new  and  great  market,  would  have 
prepared  large  quantities  of  goods  to 
throw  into  this  market  in  a  moment ; 
and  the  two  processes  would  have  been 
followed  by  far  more  damaging  conse- 
quences than  those  which  resulted  from 
a  sudden  transition.  I  will  not  dispute 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  as 
to  whether  it  would  be  better  to  have 
no  Treaty  at  all  than  that  we  have,  and 
will  simply  say  he  very  badly  represents 
those  who  sent  him  here  if  he  supposes 
it  would  be  better  the  present  IVeaty 
should  be  abolished.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  better  rest  content 
with  the  ills  he  has  than  fly  to  others 
which  he  seems  to  know  not  of.  His 
speech  was  of  a  kind  we  heard  frequently 
some  ten  to  twenty  years  ago.  It  waa  a 
Mr.  WheeUmut 
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Bomethiiig  respecting;  a  point  tlie  hon. 
and  learned  Member  did  not  refer  to, 
and  that  is,  that  although  the  French 
have  sent  here  an  increase  of  rather 
more  than  £3,000,000  per  annum  of  silk 
manufactures  since  the  establiehment  of 
the  Treaty,  during  the  same  time  they 
have  exported  to  the  United  States  nearly 
£3,000,000  less  than  they  did  before; 
that  from  1854  to  1860,  the  seven  years 
before  the  Treaty,  the  French  exports 
to  the  States  were  £4,100,000,  and^that 
during  the  seven  years  since  the  annual 
exports  to  America  were  £1,400,000, 
showing  an  actual  decreaseof  £2,700,000, 
which  goes  a  long  way  to  balance  the 
extra  ^ade  they  have  done  with  us, 
amounting  to  £3,200,000.  I  think  there 
has  not  been  any  increase  at  aU  of  silk 
manufactures  exported  &om  France, 
for  I  find  that  from  1854  to  I860 
flie  total  exports  from  France  were 
rather  more  than  they  were  during 
the  seven  years  since  the  Treaty — that 
IB,  they  were  £16,500,000  in  ttie  for- 
mer seven  years,  and  £15,968,000  in 
the  latter,  showing  a  decrease  of  more 
than  £500,000.  This  proves  that  there 
has  been  no  great  increase  in  the  silk 
trade  in  France ;  and  we  are  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  has  been  some 
great  influence  at  work  in  France,  as 
well  as  in  England,  to  produce  great  dis- 
aster to  the  fVench  traHe  as  wdl  as  the 
English,  and  that  both  cotintries  would 
have  suffered  from  these  influences  if 
the  French  Treaty  had  never  been  ima- 
gined. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
eaya — "Let  ua  not  have  excuses  that 
there  is  deamess  of  silk."  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  does  not  use  much 
raw  material  in  his  profession,  but  if 
he  was  a  manufacturer  of  cotton  he 
would  know  that  during  the  last  eight 
years  the  diminished  supply  of  cotton 
nas  brought  ruin  to  the  trade  of  Lanca- 
shire, and  that  hardly  anything  which 
has  befallen  the  silk  trade  can  be  said  to 
be  as  disheartening  as  what  befell  the 
cotton  trade  during  those  eight  years 
as  simply  the  result  of  the  high  price 
of  raw  material.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  Colleague  (Mr.  Eaton)  knows 
perfectly  well  that,  in  1867,  the  price  of 
raw  silk  was  just  double  what  it  was 
in  lBd5:  and  when  an  article  of  that 
costly  nature,  even  at  the  cheapest,  is 
doubled  in  price,  only  conceive  the  loss  ; 
why,  there  must  be  almost  nothing  left 
for  wages  and  profit,  and  thus  we  can 
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readily  see  what  a  great  efl'ect  the  high 
price  of  the  raw  material  has  upon  the 
trade.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
says  — "  Do  not  tell  us  about  the 
American  market;"  but  the  American 
market  was  a  very  great  one  for  France ; 
in  1856  the  French  export  of  silk  ma- 
nufactures to  America  were  not  less  than 
£10,500,000;  in  1863  Ihey  fell  to  less 
than  £1,000,000;  the  annual  totals  run 
£10,000,000,  £7,000,000,  £5,000,000, 
£8,000,000,  £6,000,000,  £1,000,000, 
£1,000,000,  £970,000,  £1,000,000, 
£1,500,000,  and  £3,500,000.  Thus  the 
failure  of  the  American  market  has  had 
the  greatest  possible  efl'ect  upon  France ; 
and  it  is  not  Coventry,  Macclesfield,  and 
Spitalfields  alone  that  have  been  suffer- 
ing, St.  Etienne  has  suffered  as  much. 
The  distress  in  Lyons  for  several  years 
past  has  been  somewhat  painful.  Nor  has 
the  American  failure  had  no  effect  upon 
our  silk  trade.  The  goods  the  French 
were  accustomed  to  send  to  America  and 
had  prepared  for  the  purpose  came 
here ;  no  doubt  the  export  to  this  coun- 
try was  increased  by  the  abolition  of  the 
10  per  cent  duty,  but  the  main  cause 
was  the  shutting  of  the  American  mar- 
ket, and  the  result  has  been  the  distress 
which  I  deplore  as  much  as  any  man. 
It  is  a  curious  fact  that,  since  1860,  the 
actual  export  of  silk  manufactures  trom. 
England  seems  scarcely  to  have  fallen 
at  all,  notwithstanding  the  greatly  in- 
creased imports  fium  France,  During 
the  seven  years,  before  1860,  our  exports 
were  £1,500,000,  and  during  the  seven 
years  since  they  were  £1,327,000 — a 
decrease  of  not  more  than  £150,000.  I 
am,  therefore,  brought  irresistibly  to 
the  conclusion  that  dear  silk  and  the 
American  War,  and  after  the  American 
War  a  war  against  trade,  scarcely  less 
destructive,  the  war  of  the  American 
tariff,  all  have  been  causes  of  this  de- 

{iression.  In  opposition  to  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman,  too,  I  am  informed 
that  there  has  been  a  very  great  change 
of  fashion,  which  has  had  something  to 
do  with  the  sufferings  of  his  constituents. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man dntes  his  knowledge  of  the  Coven- 
try district  fi»m  the  day  of  his  election ; 
but  if  he  has  gone  back  for  a  longer 

Seriod  he  will  know,  as  his  Colleague 
oes,  that  during  the  last  fifty  years 
there  has  been  no  trade  which  has  been 
the  subject  of  such  fluctuations  as  the 
silk  trade,  and  no  other  trade  which 
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has  so  often  come  to  this  House,  and 
Bometimea  to  the  Palace,  to  ask  for 
relief.  Frequent  appeals  have  been 
made  to  the  leaders  of  fasMon  to  stimu- 
late the  trade.  I  am  not  here  to  deny 
the  existence  of  sufferings  in  the  silk 
trade.  I  have  acquaintances  and  &iends 
in  Manchester  and  OoTentry  in  that 
trade,  nor  do  I  deny  that  the  French 
Trea^  has  added  to  those  suffering;^ ; 
but  1  say  this  combination  of  circum- 
stances is  sufficient  to  account  for  ahnost 
all  we  have  seen,  and  when  these  circvmi- 
stances  disappear,  in  all  probabili^  we 
may  find  in  all  these  centres  of  the  silk 
trade  some  considerable  and  early  re- 
vival. Perhaps  the  House  is  not  aware 
that  the  silk  trade  was  treated  much 
more  generously  by  the  Treah'  than  any 
other  trade ;  goods  made  of  pure  silk 
in  which,  no  doubt,  the  French  thought 
they  could  heat  us,  are  admitted  free, 
and  it  is  only  on  the  mixed  goods  a 
duty  is  imposed.  And  it  may  be  new  to 
some  hon.  Members  that  we  get  a  large 
quantity  of  our  ribbons  from  Switzer- 
land free  of  duty,  and  the  3J  per  cent  on 
foreign  ribbons  imposed  by  France  is 
much  more  directed  against  Switzerland 
than  us.  To  think  tlie  abolition  of  the 
3J  per  cent  of  duty  would  make  a  dif- 
ference is  an  idle  dream,  which  no  in- 
telligent man  should  foster.  But  I  be- 
lieve these  times  of  suffering  are  pass- 
ing away  already.  I  have  had  a  letter 
frvm  one  of  the  most  extensive  and  in- 
fluential manuiiicturers  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Manchester  assuring  me 
that  he  is  satisfied  with  the  prospect  of 
things.  He  says — "The  Treaty  was  a 
serious  thing  to  us,  because  it  came 
combined  with  other  things  for  which 
none  of  us  looked ;"  but  he  expresses  a 
belief  that  the  silk  manuiacture  is  likely 
to  do  much  better  now  than  it  has  done 
for  many  years  past.  The  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Macclesfield  (Mr.  Brocklehurst, 
and  Mr.  Chadwick)  might  have  told  us 
that  things  were  looking  better.  It  is 
perfectly  well  known  that  there  has 
been  a  revival  of  the  Coventry  ribbon 
trade ;  for  the  manufacturers  there  have 
discovered  how  to  meet  the  competition 
of  the  Swiss  by  dyeing  the  goods  in  the 
cloth  instead  of  dyeing  them  in  the  yam 
as  the  Swiss  do,  and  mey  have  much  im- 
proved the  manufacture  of  what  were 
called  gray  satins,  in  which  the  Swiss  de- 
fied competition.  The  hon.  and  learned 
0-entleman  certainly  comes  here  with  this 
Mr.  £riffht 


piteous  complaint  at  a  very  inopportune 
time ;  we  know  that,  at  tlus  moment,  a 
hopeful  feeling  enlivens  his  constitu- 
ancy,  and  I  think  the  circumstances  cer- 
tainly should  have  prevented  him  mak- 
ing so  dismal  a  story.  Now,  as  to  an 
inquiry.  The  Government  can  have  no 
object  in  doing  anything  but  the  best 
for  the  trade  of  the  country  in  its 
power ;  the  facts  are  all  known ;  the 
hon.  Members  for  Macclesfield  and  Co- 
ventry are  both  largely  concerned  in  the 
silk  trade,  and  could  tell  us  all  we  widi 
to  know  of  the  exports  and  imports 
that  we  may  not  be  acquainted  with 
already ;  if,  however,  there  is  anything 
they  cannot  tell  us,  I  am  sure  I  could 
find  some  one  in  the  Board  of  Trade 
who  would  help  us.  If  we  had  a  Com- 
mittee, we  should  find  that  there  was  a 
duty  of  about  4  per  cent  on  pure  silk 
goods,  and  that  on  silks  mixed  with  cot- 
ton there  are  higher  duties,  which  I  much 
regret ;  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  the 
French  Gtovemment  are  willing  to  un- 
dertake a  general  reduction  of  their 
tariff;  and  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
while  the  French  charged  a  duty  on 
woollens  and  cottons  any  result  would  be 
obtained  by  a  Commission  recommend- 
ing the  reduction  of  duties  on  silks 
mixed  with  cotton.  I  must  express  my 
deep  regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  made  it  a  question  of 
Protection.  [Mr.  Stavf.t.ky  Hiu.  made  a 
gesture  of  dissent.]  Well,  the  hon.  and 
Teamed  Gentleman  spoke  of  having  a 
heavy  weapon  in  his  armour ;  at  least 
I  know  he  used  two  or  three  metaphors 
about  this  matter,  pointing  to  the  re- 
commendation that  if  the  French  did 
not  do  what  we  wanted  them  to  do, 
we  were  to  do  something  which  would 
be  very  unpleasant  to  mem ;  in  fact, 
that  we  were  to  threaten  to  put  on  some 
heavy  duties.  But  some  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Members'  constituents  have 
called  npon  me  at  the  Board  of  Trade. 
I  think  the  chairman  of  the  Coventry 
Chamber  of  Commerce  was  among  them, 
with  other  intelligent  gentlemen,  and 
though  they  were  not  all  of  this  political 
party,  there  was  not  one  of  them  for  a 
moment  dreaming  of  a  return  to  pro- 
tection for  improving  the  trade  of  Co- 
ventry. All  that  they  asked  for  was 
that  the  Government  (khould  endeavour 
to  get  the  small  duties,  principally  on 
ribbons,  removed,  and  me  duties  on 
mixed  goods  reduced,  by  making  repre- 
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sentationB  to  the  FreDcit  Gorernment. 
Now,  that  18  exactly  what  the  Gavem- 
ment  would  tiy  to  do  any  day  if  it 
thought  such  a  thing  could  possibly  be 
done.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
must  remember  that  Protection  in  France 
is  as  strong  now  as  it  was  here  thirty 
years  ago  on  those  Benches  where  he 
dts,  and  it  is  not  a  case  that  can  be  met 
by  Bueh  inqiury  as  he  asks  for.  Al- 
though, at  Uiis  period  of  the  Session,  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  have  an  in- 
quiry at  all,  still,  if  any  advantage  were 
expected  from  it,  I  would  recommend 
that  it  be  not  confined  to  the  silk  trade, 
but  should  be  on  some  broader  basis. 
I  think,  however,  it  would  be  bettei 


consider  the  question  properly  as  affect- 
ing the  whole  of  the  interests  touched 
l^  the  Treaty.  I,  therefore,  ask  the 
House  not  to  consent  to  an  inquiry  now, 
and  not  to  consent  to  an  inquiry  at  all 
specially  directed  to  the  silk  trade,  be- 
cause the  effect  of  it  would  be  most 
unfortunate  even  to  all  those  connected 
with  the  trade.  Should  this  inquiiy  be 
granted,  we  should  have  in  all  those 
centres  where  the  silk  trade  is  carried 
on,  hopes  stimulated  which  would  never 
be  realized.  It  may  be  presumptuous 
in  me  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  I  cannot 
refrain  from  observing  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Members  of  this  House,  who  axe 
chosen  men,  never  to  mislead  the  people, 
to  whom  we  are  accustomed  to  speak  at 
our  elections;  but  that  we  should,  if 
possible,  lead  them  on  to  the  conception 
of  and  appreciation  of  sound  principles ; 
— {Oppontion  Chefri.'] — I  am  glad  to 
find  a  general  assent  to  that  proposition, 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
the  speech  which  he  made  now  nearly  a 
year  ago,  made  some  observations  which 
I  think,  if  he  will  aUow  me  to  say  so, 
would  have  been  better  omitted ;  and  on 
the  4th  of  June  in  this  year  he  said — 

"  I  ihtll  briog  tha  nibject  belbr«  th«  OoTern- 
msiit  and  the  goantrj>,  and  we  vbether  I  osD  oriDg 
from  tboH  ia  poirer — for  thai  is  ths  aa\j  wa;  in 
which  it  can  b«  obtained— something  vbloh  can 
lead  to  an  altenitioa  of  thing*  at  ths  preient 


Now,  it  was  not  fair  to  me  to  say  that, 
nor  fair  to  the  Gorernment.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  has  done  more  than  any  man  to 


make  taxation  equal  and  give  to  all  in- 
dustries the  freest  course ;  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  formed  an  un- 
fair opinion  of  me  if  be  thinks  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  wring  fi^>m  me  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  working  population.  I 
trust  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
explain  to  his  constltuencj  the  whole 
case  as  it  was  admitted  to  me  by  the 
deputation  which  called  on  me  ;  that  he 
will  disabuse  the  minds  of  his  constitu- 
ents of  the  false  notions  with  which 
they  are  now  filled ;  that  he  will  tell 
them  that,  while  they  were  doing  all 
they  could  to  revive  their  trade,  the  Go- 
vernment is  anxiously  watching  for  any 
opportuni^  which  will  give  them  the 
sUghtest  chance  of  successfully  urging 
the  French  Government  to  make  a  more 
satisfactory  bargain  with  us.  I  have 
not  exaggerated  the  case  in  the  least.  I 
^mpatUze  with  the  condition  of  the  silk 
weavers  ;  and,  if  next  year  sufficient 
cause  for  inquiry  shall  be  shown,  the 
Government  will  readi^  grant  it. 
Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  knew 
much  about  Coventry  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade)  did,  and  he  admitted 
there  was  a  partial  revival  of  one  small 
particular  branch  of  the  silt  industry 
there.  But  there  was  a  falling  off  in 
the  trade  of  that  district  of  one-third  of 
what  it  was  formerly.  He  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  truth  of  the  statements  of 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill)  in  respect  to  the  rapidity 
with  which  Mr.  Cobden  negotiate  the 
Treaty.  Immediately  after  that  Treaty 
came  into  operation  he  happened  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Committee  for  the  re- 
hef  of  the  distress  that  ensued.  What 
was  the  state  of  that  distress?  They 
had  22,000  people  of  Coventry  looking 
to  the  Committee  for  relief,  who  could 
not  obtain  assistance  under  the  Poor 
Law.  He  thought  the  Members  for 
Coventry  would  bear  him  out  in  this 
statement — that  there  was  not  one-sixth 
of  the  master  manufacturers  in  Coventry 
solvent.  In  1861,  there  were  1,600 
houses  there  empty,  1,000  more  for 
which  no  rent  was  paid,  and  500  vacant 
in  one  district,  which  had  occupants  the 
previous  year.  He  had  communicated 
with  Mr.  Cobden  at  that  time  on  the 
subject,  and  that  Gentleman,  admitting 
the  great  distress  that  existed,  gave  him 
a  donation  towards  its  relief.  Knowing 
all  these  circiunstances,  he  thought  it 
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was  not  unreasonable  for  hishon.  Friend 
to  ask  for  an  inquiiy  before  tlds  Treaty 
was  renewed  There  was  a  remarkable 
want  of  diplomatic  knowledge  in  the 
framing  of  this  Treaty.  He  trusted  that 
its  terms  would  be  more  carefully  con- 
sidered before  it  was  renewed,  Aotec- 
tion  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Now  he  {Mr.  Newdegate) 
was  talking  Protection  in  that  House  for 
twenty  years,  but  he  did  not  recommend 
it  now.  Whenerer  anything  was  said 
on  that  side  of  the  House  upon  such 
subjects  as  this  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  hia  FriencU  around  him 
became  alarmed,  and  charged  them 
with  a  desire  to  renew  the  Frot«ction 
duties.  He  (Mr.  Newd^ate)  however, 
contended  that  this  treaty  was  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade.  There  never  was  a  ^«ater  viola- 
tion of  the  doctrine  of  Free  Trade  passed 
into  a  law  by  a  Government  professing 
to  be  ardent  Free  Traders  than  the  exe- 
cution of  the  commercial  Treaty  be- 
tween England  and  France.  It  was  a 
one-sided  bargain  into  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  aUow  the  House  to  in- 
rre.  It  was  not  impossible,  however, 
t  the  French  Qovemment  would  pay 
some  attention  to  the  lieport  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
To  show  the  silk  trade  of  Coventry  was 
not  an  exception  to  the  silk  trade  through- 
out the  kingdom,  he  might  state  that, 
according  to  tiie  Board  of  Trade  Eeturas, 
the  value  of  the  manufactured  silk  im- 
ported into  this  country,  between  1859 
and  1867,  had  exactly  trebled  in  value, 
while  the  value  of  the  exports  had  not 
increased  at  all.  Exactly  to  the  extent 
of  the  increase  had  been  the  displace- 
ment of  English  labour  and  English 
produce  &om  the  effect  of  the  treaty 
with  France.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  advised  them  to  wait  till  next 
year  before  instituting  an  inquiry.  But 
probably  next  year  they  would  find  that 
the  whide  matter  had  been  arrangedand 
then  they  would  be  told,  as  they  had 
formerly  been  told,  that  they  could  not 
disturb  the  terms  of  a  treaty  after  it 
had  been  negotiated.  He  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whose  name 
stood  at  the  head  of  Free  Traders  should 
refuse  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  on  the 
queetion  of  the  renewal  of  the  French 
Treaty,  when  asked  to  do  so,  at  the  only 
time  when  such  an  inquiry  could  be  at- 
tended with  practical  results,  because  in 
Mr.  Nmiegatt 
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all  probability  next  year  they  would  find 
that  the  Treaty  had  been  concluded. 

Ma.  CEDM-EWING  said,  he  did  not 
deny  that  depression  existed  in  the  silk 
trade ;  but  he  was  glad  to  say  that  hia 
constituents  were  too  enlightened  to  wish 
for  the  abrc^tion  of  the  French  Trea^ 
with  this .  country,  as  they  were  weU 
aware  of  the  benefits  which  had  resulted 
&om  it.  He  admitted  that  there  were 
in  Paisley  now  only  2,000  weavers, 
where  formerly  there  had  been  8,000  ; 
but  the  majority  had  betaken  themselves 
to  other  employments,  and  were  in  a 
better  condition  now  than  formerly.  At 
the  same  time  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
ri|:ht  hon.  Gentleman  granted  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  tfiis  matter.  He 
had  confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man so  iar  as  to  believe  that  he  would 
grant  the  inquiry  at  the  time  which  best 
6uit«d  the  interests  of  the  nation,  and  if 
he  did  so  he  hoped  it  would  be  extended 
to  other  places  besides  Coventry  and 
Macclesfield. 

Mb.  BENTINCfK  pointed  out  that  one 
of  the  results  of  the  French  Treaty  had 
been  to  limit  the  export  of  first-class 
articles,  because  the  French  placed  such 
high  protective  duties  upon  this  descrip- 
tion of  goods  that  their  entrance  into 
France  was  virtually  prohibited.  He 
would  illustrate  his  ai^ument  by  a  refer- 
ence to  the  carpet  trade.  At  the  present 
moment  there  was  a  large  export  of  car- 
pets to  France,  but  the  goods  were  of  the 
lowest  priced  and  worst  description,  and 
made  for  the  sole  purpose  of  underselling 
the  foreign  producers.  English  manu- 
fecturers  could  not  send  their  best  car- 
pets to  France  on  account  of  the  duties, 
while  French  manufacturers  sent  their 
best  goods  to  England  without  restric- 
tion. An  Axminster  carpet,  for  instance, 
was  subjected  in  Franco  to  an  advedoretn 
duty  &om  15  to  25  per  cent,  while  an 
AudubuBson  carpet  could  be  sold  in 
Loudon  at  the  same  price  as  in  Paris. 
Was  this  condition  of  things  then  satis- 
&ctory  to  the  English  trade  ?  He  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  contended  it  was  not,  and  that 
their  demand  for  reciprocity  was  simple 
justice.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  taunted  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  with  having 
misled  the  working  men  of  Coventry 
upon  his  own  intentions,  and  upon  the 
tacts  of  this  case,  but  he  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
charged  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  having  misled  the  countiy 
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with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Conaer- 
vative  por^  when  the  French  Treaty 
was  under  djBcuseion  in  the  House.  The 
FreBident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
he  Btaired  in  the  provincee,  and  exhi- 
bited himself  on  platforms,  was  accus- 
tomed to  say  that  the  Conservatives  had 
opposed  the  French  Treaty,  and  had  thus 
endeavoured  to  deprive  the  country  of 
an  immense  benefit.  He  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
desired  to  eay,  without  reserve,  that 
tlieee  statements  were  utterly  without 
foundation.  He  andhispoUtical&iends 
never  opposed  the  Treaty,  contrary,  as  it 
waB,  to  the  principles  of  Free  Trade.  As 
a  treaty  they  had  supported  it,  but  they 
beld  that  the  bargain  waa  one-sided,  and 
that  without  fair  reciprocity  it  was  too 
much  to  the  advantage  of  France.  Had 
not  eventaproved  that  this  view  was 
correct  ?  That  very  debate  was  an  ad- 
mission of  the  case,  for  every  Member 
on  the  Government  side  who  had  risen 
had  cried  "  more  reciprocity,"  and  vir- 
tually assented  to  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  was  glad 
to  have  had  the  opportunity  of  thus 
publicly  correcting  th  e  mi  srepr  eaentationa 
of  the  occupants  of  the  Treasuiy  Bench 
and  their  friends  so  systematically  made 
on  the  hustings  and  elsewhere,  relative 
to  the  point  to  which  he  bad  adverted. 
He  was  also  surprised  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  have  endea- 
voured to  throw  ridicule  upon  his  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  by  reading  a  letter. 
The  argument  be  deduced  was  tar  fetched 
indeed  ;  but  he  thought  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  a  right  to  treat  that 
letter  after  the  same  fashion  that  another 
letter  with  which  the  House  waa  familiar, 
and  which  had  been  the  subj'ect  of  dis- 
cussion last  evening  (Mr.  Bnght's  letter 
to  the  Birmingham  meeting),  bad  been 
treated  by  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  therefore  repudiate  it  alto- 
gether. The  arrangement  with  France 
was  no  Treaty  at  all,  but  a  mere  capitu- 
lation and  surrender  for  the  benent  of 
Manchester ;  and  as  Manchester  had  now 
discovered  that  all  was  not  gold  that 
glittered,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
agree  to  grant  the  Committee,  whose 
labours  could  do  no  harm  and  might 
effect  great  good  to  the  suffering  trade 
of  the  coumtiT. 

Mb.  miNTZ  said,   that  all  trades 
were  suffering— even  those  which  had 
BO  French  competition  to  complain 
The  high  rate  of  the  United  States  tariff 
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was  seriously  injuring  the  trade  of  that 
country ;  the  ship-buUding  trade  was,  in 
consequence,  going  to  New  Brunswick 
and  Nova  Scotia.  Having  lived  near 
Coventry  all  his  life,  he  could  state  that 
before  the  Treaty  the  aUk  trade  was 
always  in  a  state  of  alternate  distress 
and  prosperity.  Just  before  the  Treaty 
there  was  a  period  of  great  distress  aris- 
ing out  of  a  strike.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  war  in  America  and 
the  change  of  fashion  had  beenpro- 
ductive  of  the  present  distress.  There 
was  no  necessity  for  this  particular  in- 
quiry, but  there  was  for  general  inqimr, 
because  trade  generally  waa  bad.  He 
never  knew  trade  to  he  worse,  and  he 
regretted  to  say  he  saw  no  prospect  of 
improvement.  He  attributed  it  to  the 
frightful  swindle  of  limited  liability. 

Mb.  MUNDEIliA  said,  that  one 
branch  of  the  silk  trade  with  which  he 
was  connected,  although  it  had  ab- 
solutely no  competition,  was  nearly 
extinct  owing  to  the  change  of  fa- 
shion and  the  high  price  of  the  raw 
material.  Fine  cotton,  fine  wool,  and 
ixed  goods  had  taken  the  place  of  silk 
_xjd8.  The  trade  also  suffered  from 
the  American  tariff  having  been  raised 
against  us.  Coventry  had  suffered  from 
a  variety  of  causes,  from  protected 
industry,  from  Free  Trade,  alteration  of 
fasbiona,  and  other  matters.  And  Not- 
tingham had  suffered  in  the  same  way 
wi&  reference  to  silk  lace.  The  hats 
with  featliers  of  sea  birds  now  worn  by 
ladies  displaced  silk  bonnets  and  silk 
ribbons.  The  duty  on  Coventry  ribbons 
going  to  France  was  not  more  than 
3  per  cent.  He  could  not  see  what  the 
Committee  could  do  for  the  silk  trade 
which  could  not  be  better  done  by  tiie 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Foreign  Office. 
He  believed  that  by  adopting  improve- 
ments of  taste  and  manufacture,  and 
keeping  pace  with  other  countries,  tbe 
silk  interests  of  Coventiy,  Manchester, 
and  Macclesfield  would  regain  their  place 
in  the  industries  of  this  country.  So 
deficient  was  this  country  in  scientific 
knowledge  that  English  manufacturers 
sent  silk  in  large  quantities  to  France 
to  be  dyed.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to 
consider  that  every  article  imported  dis- 
placed British  manufactures  in  consump- 
tion, for  since  the  duties  had  been  taken 
off,  foreign  buyers  came  to  England  to 
purchase  French  and  German  goods. 

Mb.  philips  said,  he  agreed  with 
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the  three  months  had  been  £115,  or  a. 
rate  of  ^d.  in  the  pound  on  a.  rental  of 
£7,000. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

MTT.TTTA    FAT    BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Dodion,  Bill  to  defrar  the 
Charge  of  ths  Pij,  Clotbins,  and  oontjngent  uid 
other  Expcniea  of  the  Diiembodied  Militia  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  :  to  grant  AUowaooe* 
in  certain  cage*  to  Subaltern  Offlcera,  Adjutant!, 
FajmoaterB,  Q,uartermaatera,  Sargeoni,  AnilUot 
Snrgeoni,  and  Sargeona  Matea  of  the  Militia ; 
■nd  to  authorlie  the  employment  of  the  Non- 
oommiuioned  Offieen,  ordered  to  be  brougbt  in 
br  Mr.  DooaoN,  Mr.  Secretarf  CumirKLL,  and 
Captain  Vinur. 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Preeident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  attributiug  the 
depreesion  in  the  silk  trade  to  a  certain 
extent  to  the  high  price  of  the  raw  ma.- 
tetial. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ajea  155;  Noes 
101 :  Majority  54. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

PARLIAMENTAR7  DISQUALIFICATION. 
QUESTION. 

8m  LAWBENCE  PALK  said,  he 
iriBhed  to  call  the  attention  of  Mr. 
Attorney  General  to  the  following  Acta 
— 6th  of  Queen  Anne,  1  Geo.  I.,  stat. 
2,  cap.  56,  and  26  Vic,  cap.  26,  sec. 
1 1 ;  and  to  ask,  if,  having  due  regard 
to  these  statutes,  a  recipient  of  a  yearly 
allowance  from  the  Treasury,  in  conse- 
quence of  abolition  of  office,  but  under 
Uie  f^e  of  sixty,  and  liable  to  serve 
again,  is  disquaMed  from  sitting  and 
voting  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  1 

Thb  AITOENET  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  clearly  of  opinion  that  he  was  not 
disqualified.  If  mere  were  any  dis- 
qualification, it  would  be  removedby  the 
Bill  then  in  progress  through  Parlia- 
ment. 


Me.  POLLAED-UEQUHAET  said, 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the  injus- 
tice inflicted  on  the  ratepayers  of  the 
town  of  Mullingar  by  cnarging  them 
with  the  expense  of  the  extra  Police 
Force  stationed  in  that  town,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  murder  of  Mr.  Anketell. 

Ma.  CHICHE8TEE  F0ETE8CUE 
said,  that  Mr.  Anketell'a  murder  having 
been,  as  was  believed,  the  result  of  com- 
bination, an  extra  pohce  force  became 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  peace- 
able inhabitants,  and  the  Government 
had  only  done  its  duty  by  exercising  the 
powers  entrusted  to  it  in  such  cases  by 
the  Legislature.  The  inhabitants  in 
such  cases  were  liable  for  the  expense, 
but  of  course  no  imputation  was  meant 
to  be  cast  upon  them.  Tlie  magistrates 
of  the  district  had  unanimously  recom- 
mended that  an  extra  force  ^ould  be 
sent  down,  and  had  since  recommended 
its  continuance.  The  whole  expense  for 
Mr.  Philipt 
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Lord  Sawke,  after  ths  death  of  hi>  Brother. 

Pdblio  Bum  —  Committee  —  Report —  Drainaga 
and  ImproTsment  of  Landi  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental* (39). 

Third  Reading— 'Semtftyvn  Frinton  and  Read- 
ing Rooma*  (137);  (£2,300,000)  Eiehequer 
B«ids',  and  paieei. 

IRISH  CHURCH  BILL. 
NOTICE     OF     AMENDUENTS. 

F*wr.  OKET  gave  notice  that,  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  he  should  pro- 
pose to  negative  the  ordinary  Motion  for 
postponing  the  Preamble,  and  that,  if 
this  were  agreed  to,  he  should  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  in  lines  1 1  and 
15,  "but  not  for  the  maintenance  of 
any  Church,  or  clergy,  or  other  ministry, 
nor  for  the  teaching  of  religion."  He 
should  also  propose  the  omission  of  that 
part  of  the  Preamble  which  affirmed  the 
expediency  of  appropriating  the  property 
"mainly  to  the  relief  of  unavoidable 
calamity  and  suffering."  He  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  expressing  his  earnest 
hope  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  would  not  insist  on  the  ordinaty 
practice  of  adjourning  over  Wednesday. 
The  Committee  would  commence  to- 
morrow week,  and  it  was  possible  that 
if  the  whole  week  were  devoted  to  it  the 
Bill  would  be  got  through  within  the 
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weelc ;  but  condderable  time  would  un- 
doubtedly be  required,  as  the  subject 
required  the  most  mature  consideration. 
It  was  to  the  interest  both  of  the  House 
and  the  public  that  no  time  ehould  be 
unnecessarily  lost,  and  it  was  evident 
that  if  the  Bill  went  on  the  Session  could , 
not  be  brought  to  a  close  till  rery  late. 
It  would  probably  be  well  into  July 
before  the  Bill,  after  being:  amended, ' 
could  be  read  a  Uiird  time,  and  it  would 
then,  after  being  re-printed,  have  to  be 
considered  by  the  other  House  and  per- 
haps again  by  this  House.  It  would 
thus  be  very  late,  if  discussion  should 
arise  on  the  Amendments,  before  a  set- 
tlement could  be  hoped  for.  Now  the 
practice  of  invariably  adjourning  over 
Wednesdays  was  of  recent  date,  for  he 
remembered  the  time  when  the  House 
habltuallymet  on  Wednesday;  but  there 
grew  up  an  understanding  that  important 
business  should  not  be  taken  on  that 
day,  and  this  was  afterwards  extended 
to  an  adjournment  &om  Tuesday  to 
Thursday.  For  many  years,  however, 
it  was  never  the  custom  to  interrupt  im- 
portant business  for  the  convenience  of 
noble  Lords  having  engagements  on 
Wednesday ;  and  throughout  the  dis- 
cussions on  the  Catholic  EeHef  Bill  in 
1829,  and  the  Beform  Bill  in  1831, 
neither  adjourned  debates  nor  Com- 
mittees were  suspended  on  that  day. 
The  adjournment  was  for  the  general 
convenience,  when  there  was  no  pressing 
business,  and  four  sittings  a  week  were* 
ample  for  transacting  the  ordinary  busi- 
ness ;  but,  on  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance as  the  Irish  Church  Bill,  the 
mterruption  was  extremely  injurious, 
and  it  was  not  decorous  or  proper  that 
business  diould  be  delayed  tor  the  sake 
of  private  engagements.  He  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  (Jranville)  would 
accede  to  the  arrangement  he  had  sug- 
gested.   

Eabl  GRANVILLE,  in  the  first  place, 
had  to  thank  his  noble  Friend  for  having 
been  the  first  to  respond  to  the  appeal 
he  made  on  Friday — that,  for  the  eon- 
venipnce  both  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  House,  all  Amendmentswhich  it  was 
desired  to  propose  should  bo  placed  as 
early  as  possible  on  the  Paper.  With 
regard  to  Wednesday  he  wished  to  con- 
duct the  Bill  in  the  manner  most  agree- 
able to  their  Lordships.  He  had  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining ' 
their  wishes  on  this  point,  but  personally 

TOL.  CXCJVII.  [iHiaD  bzbibb.] 


he  was  inclined  to  favour  his  noble 
Friend's  suggestion.  Last  week,  indeed, 
he  himself  suggested  a  similar  course 
with  regard  to  the  debate  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns), 
who,  however,  did  not  think  it  desirable 
to  depart  from  the  usual  arrangement. 
It  was  worthy  of  consideration  whether, 
in  the  event  of  a  Wednesday  Sitting, 
the  House  should  not  meet  in  the  morn- 
ing, as  no  appeals  were  usually  heard  on 
that  day. 

LoED  CAIRNS  said,  that  nobody 
could  desire  more  than  himself  that 
there  should  he  no  loss  of  time  in  dis- 
cussing the  future  stages  of  the  Bill,  and 
when,  on  Friday,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  did  him  the  honour  of  con- 
sulting him  as  to  the  date  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  expressed  himself  willing  to 
concur  in  an  earlier  day  than  Tuesday 
week.  The  noble  Earl,  however,  found 
that  that  day  would  meet  the  general 
convenience  of  their  Lordships.  The 
proposal  to  sit  on  Wednesday  was  a  very 
novel  and  untisual  one ;  and,  tbougJh 
there  might  in  some  cases  be  good  rea- 
son for  departing  from  the  usual  custom, 
he  doubted  whether  any  sufficient  rea- 
son had  been  shown  for  doing  so  in  this 
case.  Many  Members  had  probably 
made  private  engagements,  which  it 
would  bo  inconvenient  to  alter,  and  a 
single  day  could  not  make  much  differ- 
ence in  expediting  the  matter,  while  a 
day's  interval  would  afford  an  opportu- 
nity of  review  and  consideration. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  that 
the  long- established  practice  of  not  sit- 
ting onAVednesday  had  led  persons  with 
numerous  demands  on  theirtimetomako 
engagements  for  that  day.  A  sudden 
change  would  eitherthrow  other  engage- 
ment into  confusion  or  would  necessi- 
tate absence  from  the  House;  and  he 
believed  that  instead  of  expedition  it 
would  rather  tend  to  delay,  since  a  day's 
interval  often  did  much  to  get  over  diffi- 
culties, and  thus,  in  the  end,  to  promote 
despatch. 

LordPORTMAN  said,  that  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
Bill  was  accustomed  to  meet  on  Wednes- 
days, it  being  the  only  day  when  noble 
and  learned  Lords  could  attend.  He 
thought  it  undesirable  therefore  to  de- 
part from  the  usual  practice. 
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REPORTS  OP  JUDGES  ON  ELECTION 

INQUIRIES. 
THB  QtTEBS'a  ANSWERS    TO    ASDBBaSES. 

Ths  lord  STEWAED  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  reported  the  Oueen's 
Answers  to  the  AddresseR  of  the  8th 
instant  relating  to  Sligo  Boron^  Elec- 
tion, Bridgwater  Election,  Norwich  Elec- 
tion, Beverley  Election,  and  Ca^el  Elec- 
tion. 

HoDis  uljoorned  athairput  Fits 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  fa>ir- 

past  TcD  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Mondatf,  21*i  Jum,   1869. 

MINUTES.]— FoBuo  Bnu— Smmit /lAufiH^— 
GoTimor  Gcnenil  of  IndU  *  [891 :  GoverDinent 
of  IniliaAct  Amendment*  [ISO]. 

C«jntm««— AiMUed  RulM  (r*-miniii.)  [1*91— 
m-r. ;  Und  T«  Com  minion  en"  Namet  [SI]— 
■.F. ;  Pa  A  Galo  Cbapel  Marrlagvi,  te. 
(«-w™m.)[in]-B.P. 

Cmunillec — Report  —  Jadicial  Statiatici  (Scot- 
land) *  [11!]:  Prisons  (Scotland)  AdmiDiitr^- 
tion  A«t  (1860)  Amendment*  [143]!  Poor 
Uw  Union  Loani  {re^omm.)  *  [167]. 

Tliird  Reading — Poor  Lav  Board  ProTiiional 
Ordcn  ConOrmatiDD*  [lOB],  \n6paited, 

Wiihdrami  —  Commoa   Lai 
[7*]. 


r  Court!  (Ireland)' 


SOUTH-EASTERN   RAILWAY. 
QUESTION, 

Captain  GE0SVEN0R8Md,hewished 
to  aak  the  Freeident  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  has  had  his  atten- 
tion called  to  the  fact  that  the  South 
Eastern  Railway  Company,  by  a  certain 
money  chai^  made  in  the  caee  of  Dr. 
Pearce  on  the  16th  of  April  1869,  vio- 
lated their  Bye-law  No.  1 ;  and  whether 
the  Bye-law9  of  a  Railway  Company,  as 
certified  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  are 
binding  upon  the  Company  aa  well  as 
upon  the  public ;  and,  if  no,  what  remedy 
is  open  to  the  public  as  against  the  Com* 
pany  in  the  case  of  a  Bye-law  bein^ 
violated  by  the  latter  ? 

Mk.  BRIGHT:  Sir,  the  bye-laws  of 
a  railway  company,  when  duly  certified, 
have  the  same  force  aa  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment.   In  the  case  referred  to  the  charge 


somewhat  different 
grounds  &om  the  one  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gtentleman;  but  whether  a  com- 
pany has  violated  its  bye-laws  or  not  in 
a  question  to  be  determined  by  the  ma- 
giatrato  or  court  before  which  it  a 
taken,  tati  not  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 


BETTEN'S  CHARITY.— ftUESTI OS. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  wished  to  aek  the 
Tice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the 
ftmds  from  Betten's  Charity,  at  present 
devoted  to  the  ud  of  1,200  schools,  will, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Eadowed 
Schools  Bill,  now  before  Parliament,  be 
diverted  to  other  uses  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Betten's  Charity  was  oertamJy  an 
educational  endowment,  and,  tlierefore, 
came  within  the  scope  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Bill,  which  had  just  passed 
througli  that  House.  The  impression 
that  prevailed  in  the  minda  of  some  in- 
terested in  the  Charity  was  entirely  un- 
founded. He  was  told  their  impression 
was  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  at 
once  appropriate  the  funds  of  the  Oharit; 
and  apply  them  to  some  other  educa- 
tional purpose.  The  real  fact  was,  that 
this  Charity  was  at  present  the  means  of 
assisting  a  lai^  number  of  National 
Schools  with  small  sums  not  less  than 
£5,  and  not  more  than  £20  per  annum. 
That  being  its  object,  there  was  no 
doubt  it  was  an  educational  eudow- 
ment ;  but  no  alteration  could  be  made 
in  it  without  the  ConmuesioQera  first 
giving  full  notice  to  the  Governors,  and 
receiving  from  them  any  representation 
which  they  might  think  fit  to  make,  and 
without  any  mteration  being  approved 
of  by  the  Qovemment  of  the  day,  and 
assented  to  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  consequently,  those  interested 
would  have  the  fiUleat  opportunity  of 
making  themselves  heard  oefore  any- 
thing could  be  done.  If  the  Commis- 
sioners thought  anything  ought  to  be 
done,  though  he  was  not  prepared  W 
say  they  would,  as  the  endowment  was 
more  than  £  1 ,000  per  annum,  six  months' 
notice  must  be  given  to  the  Ovvemorfl 
to  propose  their  own  alterations,  if  they 
thought  fit  to  do  BO,  before  the  Com* 
missioners  oould  have  anything  to  say 
to  it. 
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IHDIA— AUDITOR  GENERAL  OF 
ACCOUNTS.— QUESTION. 
Sm  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTE  said, 
ha  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  any  alteration 
has  been  made  in  the  position  of  the 
Auditor  General  of  Indian  AccountB  ? 

Me.  grant  duff  said,  in  reply, 
that  till  very  recently,  the  Auditor  of 
Indian  Accounts  held  two  appointments. 
One  he  held  under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  its  duties  were  to  audit  the  Home 
accounts  of  the  Government  of  India,  in 
other  words,  to  check  any  appropriation 
of  the  fimds  of  India  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council  to  non  Indian  purposes. 
The  other  he  held  at  the  will  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  and  its 
duties  were  to  examine  all  claims  pre- 
ferred by  Departments  of  the  Imperial 
Ooremment,  chiefly  the  War  Office  and 
the  Admiralty,  against  the  Indian  Go- 
Temment.  TTiw  position,  it  will  thus 
appear,  was  somewhat  anomalous,  one 
p^^y  independent,  and  partly  depen- 
dent. All  that,  however,  had  been 
changed;  and  the  business  which  had 
jbrmerly  been  transactod  by  the  Auditor 
under  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
had  been  transferred  to  the  head  of  the 
Financial  Department.  The  Auditor, 
therefore,  now  simply  examined  and 
checked  the  Home  accounts  of  the  Go- 
vemment  of  India  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament;  and  for  that  he  received 
the  full  salary  of  £1,000  a  year. 


INDIA— FISHERIES.— QUESTION. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  ol 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  taking  any  steps  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  Fisheries  in  those  rivers 
in  India  and  Burmah  where  irrigation 
works  have  been  constructed,  or  ar 
contemplation  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff,  in  reply,  f 
Dr.  Day,  the  author  of  the  "Fiahes  of 
Malabar,"  was  now  examining  the 
Indian  sea  and  river  fiiiheries  with 
special  reference  to  this  very  important 
subject,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  had  directed  the  Government  of 
India  to  give  every  encouragement 
officers  who,  Uke  tlie  acting  collector  of 
South  Canara,  took  an  inteUigent  interest 
in  OUT  fidieries. 


RTDE  PIER.— QUESTION. 

Sib  JAMES  ELPHINSTONE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  atete  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  to  reverse  the  decision  of 
their  predecessors,  and  permit  the  ex- 
tension of  Syde  Pier  to  the  westward ; 
and,  whether  the  proposed  extension  was 
not  the  subject  of  inquiry  by  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  and  refused  by 
them  on  the  ground  that  it  would  inter- 
fere with  the  navigation  of  that  part  of 
the  Solent  ? 

Me.  CHELDEES  :  Sir,  there  are  two 
piers  at  Ryde,  the  property  of  a  joint 
stock  company,  and  an  application  was 
made  to  the  late  Government  to  allow  a 
eonaiderable  extension  of  one  of  them 
to  the  west,  in  order  to  enable  a  ladies' 
bathing-place  to  be  erected.  This  was 
strongfy  supported  by  the  local  authori- 
ties of  Ryde,  hut  opposed  by  the  owners 
of  lighters  and  coasters,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  intorfere  with  their  access 
in  certain  winds  and  tides  to  a  small 
landing-place  between  the  two  piers 
where  coal  and  other  merchandize  are 
landed.  My  predecessor  refused  the  ap- 
plication. This  year  the  same  applica- 
tion was  made  to  the  present  Board,  and 
as  I  found  much  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  officers  I  consulted,  I 
took  advantage  of  a  recent  visit  to  the 
Solent  te  inspect  the  locality  with  Sir 
Sydney  Dacrea  and  Sir  Thomas  Symonda, 
and  I  decided  to  sanction  a  modified 
plan,  which,  in  their  opinion,  would  not 
interfere  with  the  navigation.  From  a 
naval  point  of  view  there  is  no  objection 
to  either  plan. 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask,  Whether  the  right 
hon.  GentJemaji  wiU  have  any  objection 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  Copies 
of  the  opinions  on  which  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  had  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  question,  especially  of  the  opinion 
of  the  Master  Superintendent  of  Ports- 
mouth DockyardT  and  bis  (Lord  H. 
Lennox's)  gaflant  Friend  the  Director  of 
Works  to  ^e  Admiralty,  both  of  whom 
had  made  a  personal  inspection  of  the 

Me.  CHJLDEBS  rephed  that  his 
noble  Friend  could,  if  he  wished,  have 
access  to  the  enormous  volume  of  Papers 
on  the  subject.  He  did  not,  however, 
think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  print 
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the  CorreBpondence  on  a  question  vhich 
had  been  so  fully  considered  by  the 
Admiralty. 

ARMY— ROTAL   nOBSE  ARTILLERT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WALSH  said,  he  would  beg^  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  Is  the  fact  that  certain  bat- 
teries of  the  C  Brigade,  Eoyal  Horse 
Artillery,  are  under  orders  for  Ireland 
out  of  their  turn  of  service,  preparatory 
to  the  Brigade  being  sent  to  India  in 
1871  ;  and,  if  that  is  the  case,  on  what 
principle  the  C  Brigade,  which  returned 
from  India  in  1865-6,  ia  selected  for 
foreign  service  in  preference  to  B  Bri- 
gade, which  returned  to  England  in 
1861?    - 

Ms.  CAEDWELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Question  of  the  hou.  Gentleman  cor- 
rectly stated  what  it  was  proposed  to  do 
in  reference  to  the  rehefs  to  which  it  re- 
lated. When  the  two  armies  were  amal- 
gamated it  was  foreseen  that  unless  some 
special  arrangement  were  made  with 
respect  to  the  rule  for  reliefs,  the  Boyal 
Horse  Artillery  and  the  whole  of  the 
Artillery  belonging  to  the  old  British 
establi^ment  would  be  in  India,  and  its 
place  supplied  by  Indian  Artillery.  The 
subject  was  considered  by  the  Indian 
Department  and  the  Horse  Chiards,  and 
the  arrangement  come  to  under  which 
jfvesent  reliefe  were  about  to  be  made. 
Those  reliefs  being  over,  the  ordinary 
arrangements  would  arise  and  reliefs  be 
carried  out  in  accordance  with  the  ordi- 
nary rules. 
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Me.  CHICHESTEE  F0ETE6CTTE : 
Sir,  I  beg,  in  answer  to  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, to  state  that  I  have  received 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfhet  (Mr, 
W.  Johnston)  a  letter  enclosing  a  copjr 
of  the  letter  to  which  the  Question  re- 
lates, and  informing  me,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  would  not  be  in  his  place 
in  the  House  for  some  days.  I  think  it 
but  fair  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
that  I  should  say  that,  in  this  letter, 
while  calling  on  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster 
to  turn  out  everywhere,  he  adds,  "but 
with  no  hostile  menace  towards  our 
Boman  Catholic  fellow  -  subjects,  and 
with  no  boastful  exultation  over  the  glo- 
rious  triumph  of  the  past."  I  must,  at 
the  same  time,  observe  that  such  quah- 
fying  words  are  of  very  little  avail ;  and 
I  must  express  my  regret  that  any  gen- 
tleman of  influence  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land should  use  that  influence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  celebrations  which 
in  times  past  have  led  to  civil  war,  and 
which  may  lead  to  something  like  civil 
war  at  the  present  day.  It  has  been 
always  the  duty — the  unhappy  duty — of 
the  Government  to  send  a  strong  force  of 
mihtaiy  and  constabulary  to  the  North 
of  Ireland  at  this  period,  and  I  amsony 
to  be  obliged  to  add  that  the  Government 
have  never  felt  it  to  be  more  incumbent 
on  them  to  do  so  than  this  year.  The 
duty  ia  one.  I  can  assure  ibe  House, 
which  the  Government  will  perform  to 
the  utmost. 

Sib  JOHN  GEAT  said,  ho  wished 
to  explain  that  before  he  had  placed  the 
Notice  of  his  Question  on  the  Paper,  he 
had  written  a  letter  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  to  inform  him  that  he  was 
about  to  do  so. 


ASSESSED    RATES   Irt-tomtnilUd)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Gotchtn,   Mr.  Brace,  Mr.  Bright.) 

[bill  149.]      COUVITTGE. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 


IRELAND— OR  ANGEISM.— QUESTION. 
8m  JOHN  GEAT  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
If  the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  a  Letter  which  has  been 
published  in  the  Irish  Conservative  Jour- 
nals, purporting  to  be  written  by  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House,  addressed  to 
"  Commelin  Iwin,  Esq.,  Hewgrove,  Lis- 

fauni,"  and  dated  "  House  of  Commons,  I  ,,    .i    rt        -^     \ 

June  14,  1869,"  calling  on  the  Orange-  ^^^  ^'^^  Committee.) 

men  of  Ireland  to  "turn  out  every- 1  Clause  1  (Occupiers  of  tenements  let 
where"  on  "the  coming  twelfth  oflfor  short  terms  may  deduct  the  poor 
July,"  "  to  assemble  in  their  tens  of  i^te  paid  by  them  from  their  rents). 
thousands,"  end  "emphatically"  "to  Me. TEENON  HAECOUET  said,  he 
commemorate  "  "  the  glorious  triumphs  rose  to  move  an  Amendment.  The  eub- 
of  the  past;"  and,  if  so,  whether  the  <  ject  seemed  dry  and  uninviting;  but  he 
Government  is  taking  or  will  take  efl'ec-  believed  that  it  would  be  now  tre^ed  in 
Mr.  Childeri  '  ,--  ■ 
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a  very  different  spirit  from  that  in  wliich 
it  was  discuaaed  by  the  last  Houae  of 
Commons.  It  was  the  fashion  last  year 
to  call  the  compound -householder  a  bore; 
but  he  Tentured  to  say  that  the  com- 
pound-householder would  not  be  so  de- 
signated in  a  Houae  of  Commons  elected 
by  household  suffrage.  In  "  another 
place"  a  noble  DiDce  (the  Duke  of 
Arej-ll)  had  described  the  late  House 
of  Commons,  after  the  death  of  Lord 
Fahnerstou,  as  "thoroughly  disorganized 
and  demoralized,  having  no  fUth  in  any 
principle,  no  enthusiasm  in  any  cause, 
and  no  fidelity  to  any  Leader."  If  that 
was — as  he  beheved  it  was  —  a  tole- 
rahly  just  description  of  the  late  Hoase 
of  Commons,  though  it  had  given  the 
country  the  Beform  Bill,  it  was  not 
surprising  that  the  question  relating  to 
the  compound -householder  was  treated 
with  levity  and  want  of  consideration 
by  that  Assembly.  The  present  Prime 
Miniater  pointed  out  over  and  over  again 
how  much  the  question  affected  the  poli- 
tical rights  and  social  comforts  of  the 
working-classes ;  and  at  the  last  election 
the  people  fully  recognized  the  part 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
played,  and  the  battle  which  he  had  un- 
successfully fought  on  their  behalf.  The 
old  rating  syatem  of  the  coimtry  placed 
it  was  true,  the  burden  of  the  rate  ex- 
clusively on  the  occupier,  for  the  simple 
reason  that,  according  to  the  then  habits 
of  the  country,  the  tenant  was  gene- 
rally a  permanent  occupier,  and  was  to 
be  found  in  the  eame  liouse  from  year 
to  year.  However,  by  the  end  of  the 
last  century  an  enormous  change  oc- 
curred in  the  social  condition  of  the 
working  classes  in  great  towns,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  discovery  of  the  steam 
engine,,  and  the  development  of  manu- 
facturiiig  industries ;  and  then  sprang 
into  existence  that  great  class  dependent 
on  veekly  wages  and  paying  for  theii- 
tenementa  a  weekly  rent,  who  now  con- 
stituted, perhaps,  the  majority  of  the 
borough  constituencies.  This  new  state 
of  things  was  dealt  with  in  many  towns 
by  local  Acts,  and,  in  1819,  the  first 
Small  Tenements  Act,  applicable  to 
tenements  not  exceeding  £20  and  not 
less  than  £6  rental,  was  passed.  The 
I'reamble  stated  that,  whereas,  in  many 
parishes,  and  more  especially  in  lai^e 
and  populous  towns,  the  payment  of 
poor  rates  was  greatly  affected  by  rea- 
son that  a  great  number  of  the  houses 


I  let  out  in  lodgings,  or  separate 
y  tenants  who  quitted 
their  residences,  or  became  insolvent 
before  the  rates  were  collected — and  it 
had  been  found  in  many  instances  that 
higher  rents  were  charged  in  the  shape 
of  rent  in  consequence — the  inhabitants 
in  veatry  might  order  the  owner,  instead 
of  the  occupier,  to  he  rated.  In  1850 
another  Small  Tenements  Act  was  passed, 
giving  to  parishes  the  option  of  rating 
the  owners  of  tenements  under  £6,  and 
providing,  as  was  important  in  reapect 
to  the  MimicipalCorporationa  Act,  though 
not  at  that  time  material  to  the  Far- 
liamentary  suffrage,  that  persona  who 
ceased  to  pay  rates  should  not  be  deprived 
of  their  franchise.  The  adoption  of  the 
Act  on  the  part  of  any  parish  beiug  vo- 
luntary, it  became  necesaary  to  offer  a 
large  bonus  to  aecure  its  acceptance,  and 
by  the  Act  of  1850  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  off  the  rental  in  asaeaaing  the  rate 
was  practically  given  to  the  owners  of 
the  tenements  as  a  hribo  for  its  adoption. 
A  proof  that  this  system  of  compound- 
ing was  deemed  beneficial,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  the  great  majority 
of  town  parishes  had  voluntarily  adopted 
the  Act  of  1850.  This  state  of  things 
existed  down  to  the  Beform  controversy 
of  the  year  1867.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newark  (Mr.  Hodgkinson)  had  given 
an  interesting  historical  sketch  of  the 
circumstances  of  its  abolition,  which, 
however,  to  some  hon.  Members,  might 
appear  to  be  somewhat  obscure.  The 
repeal  of  the  composition  aystem  was 
not  adopted  on  any  fiscal  or  economical 
ground.  The  Liberal  party  having  no 
other  choice,  amid  the  disorganization 
which  then  afflicted  our  political  sys- 
tem, accepted  household  suffi'age,  com- 
bined  wilJi  the  abolition  of  composition, 
and  thus  the  political  rights  of  the 
working  classes  were  gained  at  the  ex- 
pense of  their  social  comfort.  It  was 
only  when  political  parties  had  got  into 
an  inextricable  dead-lock  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newark  stepped  forward, 
and  his  suggestion  was  seized  on  by 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides,  as  drown- 
ing men  catch  at  a  straw.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire (Mr.  Disraeli)  said  in  Edin- 
burgh— "  Thank  God,  you  have  no  com- 
pounders in  Scotland ;  and  we  are  going 
to  do  away  with  them  in  England." 
This  showed  an  extraordinary  want  of 
ippreciatiou  of  the   difference   of  tba 
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circumstances  in  the  two  countries.  In 
Scotland  the  custom  was  yearly  tenancy, 
irhile  in  Slna^land  the  tenancies  were 
weekly.  Much,  too,  was  said  concerning 
the  "  personal  payment  of  rates."  But 
as  soon  as  the  last  Eeform  Act  was 
paseed,  the  personal  payment  of  rates — 
that  great  Conservative  palladium  — 
which  proved  convenient  as  a  means  of 
educating  a  party  into  the  acceptance  of 
houBehold  suJBrage,  was  discovered  to  be 
a  delusion ;  because,  accordins  to  the  law, 
the  payment  of  the  rates  by  uie  landlord 
was  held  to  be  equivalent  to  payment  by 
the  tenant.  What  was  the  consequence 
that  followed  on  the  legislation  of  1 867  ? 
Throughout  the  boroughs  of  England 
the  unwelcome  face  of  the  rate  collector, 
who,  under  the  Compounding  Act,  had 
been  banished  irom  the  houses  of  the 
working  dasses,  re-appeared.  Bents 
were  hardly  anywhere  reduced,  and 
three  and  six  months'  rates  were,  in 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  cases 
demanded,  which  working  men  were 
not  in  a  position  to  pay.  Distress  war- 
Tants  were  issued,  and  the  men  were 
made  parochial,  or,  more  correctly  speak- 
ing, political  bankrupts  by  the  operation 
of  the  Eoform  Act  of  1867.  A  man  re- 
ceiving weekly  wages  naturally  desired 
to  pay  rates  only  for  the  occupation  for 
which  he  paid  ma  rent.  He  had  an  in- 
telligent artizan  working  the  other  day 
at  bis  house,  who  told  him  he  earned 
23«.  a  week,  out  of  which  be  paid  9#.  a 
week  for  rent,  which  coTered  his  rates 
till  two  years  ago ;  but  since  that  time 
the  landlord  told  him  that  he — the  tenant 
— must  either  pay  the  rate  himself,  or  he 
would  be  charged  6rf.  a  week  extra.  The 
tenant  said  that,  practically,  he  had  no 
option ;  he  was  obliged  to  pay  the  6rf.  a 
week  extra — if  it  had  been  double  he 
would  have  paid  it — for  a  working  man 
must  make  all  his  payments  when  he 
received  hie  wages;  £l  6i.  per  annum 
was,  therefore,  the  measure  of  the  fine 
on  this  man  which  the  operation  of  the 
enfranchising  Act  of  1867  had  imposed. 
The  taxation  which  had  thus  been 
imposed  on  the  working  classes  was 
the  most  inconvenient,  irritating,  and 
odious  it  was  possible  to  conceive — 
and  all  this  under  the  name  of  politi- 
cal reform.  Not  only  was  such  a  sys- 
tem socially  inconvenient  and  ahen  to 
the  habits  of  working  men,  but  it  was 
financially  and  fiscally  entirely  unsound. 
In  all  other  cases  when  it  was  necessary 
to  raise  a  large  sum  upon  articles  of  con- 
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sumption,  they  taxed  the  producer,  and 
left  him  to  recover  the  tax  &om  the  con- 
sumer. The  owner  of  house  property  was 
in  this  case  the  producer,  the  occupier  the 
consumer.  Why  proceed  on  a  <ufEerent 
principle  in  local  taxation  from  that  they 
were  obliged  to  follow  in  regard  to  the 
Imperial  Eevenues  ?  No  douot  a  larger 
amount  of  rate  might  thus  he  collected, 
but  the  irritation  and  injury  inflicted 
could  not  be  compensated  by  the  larger 
sum  they  were  enabled  to  collect.  If 
they  could  get  the  owner  to  coUect  the 
rate,  that  would  be  a  most  beneficial 
form  of  levying  a  necessary  tax.  The 
old  Law  of  Settlement  bad  a  very  in- 
jurious effect  in  preventing  tie  dis- 
tribution of  labour,  because  it  did  not 
allow  a  man  to  carry  his  labour  to  the 
best  market.  This  was  equally  true  of 
the  present  system  of  collecting  these 
rates.  What  was  wanted  was  that  every 
man  should  take  his  labour  where  it  wa« 
most  wanted.  He  should  not  be  tied  by 
the  leg  in  consequence  of  a  payment  of 
three  or  six  months'  rates,  whica  he  had 
been  called  upon  to  make,  and  which  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  work  out.  Faying  his 
rate  wiUi  his  rent  on  Saturday  night,  he 
could  be  off  at  once  to  some  other  dis- 
trict where  his  labour  would  be  better 
remunerated.  He  believed  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  moat  respect- 
able of  the  working  clasa  in  a  borough 
were  the  most  stationary  population  in  it. 
In  the  Conmiittee  on  Begistration  which 
was  now  sitting,  Mr.  l^ainbert,  the  Poor 
Law  Inspector,  stated  that  the  most  re- 
spectable part  of  the  working  population 
constantly  changed  their  lodgings,  be- 
cause when  a  tenant  remained  long  in  the 
same  lodgings  he  could  not  get  the  land- 
lord to  make  any  repairs ;  it  was  only  by 
leaving  and  going  into  new  lodgings 
that  be  could  get  a  clean,  respectable 
house.  The  bon.  Member  for  Stoke- 
upon- Trent  (Mr.  Melly)  had  informed 
him,  that  in  Liverpool,  if  the  father  of  a 
respectable  family  found  that  a  disrepu- 
table establishment  had  been  set  up  near 
him,  he  would  give  his  month's  notioe 
and  remove  to  another  neighbourhood. 
He  was  assured  by  the  intelligent  rate 
collector  of  the  parish  in  wbiai  he  re- 
sided that  it  was  heart-rending  to  see 
the  collection  of  rates  by  distress  war- 
rants ;  and  he  declared  it  to  be  his  con- 
viction that  if  that  system  was  continued 
there  would  be  a  revolution  in  the  coun- 
try. The  principle  ought  to  be  that  in 
the  case  of  weekly  tenandea  the  nd^ 
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should  be  colleated  weekly;  but  it  was 
evidently  tmpoBsible  to  send  public  offi- 
was  every  week  to  the  house  of  each 
oooupier,  and  &  weekly  collection  could 
only  be  effected  throi^li  the  agency  of 
the  landlords.  It  was  admitted  that  in 
some  form  the  bnrden  of  the  rate  ought 
to  be  east  upon  the  owner,  and  that  he 
ahottld  recouphimself  in  the  rent  for  the 
zate;  and  there  were  several  ways  of 
acoompliehing  that.  The  plan  of  the  Bill 
amounted  ki  this,  that  the  owner  wae  to 
be  rated,  and  that  at  the  option  of  the 
oooupier,  because  the  tenant  was  to  be  at 
liberty  to  deduct  the  rate  from  his  rent. 
This  plan  did  not  meet  the  grievance  of 
the  occupier;  it  left  him  liable  in  the  first 
instanoe  for  the  whole  rate ;  so  that  the 
weekly  occupier  might  be  called  upon 
to  pay  three  months'  rate,  which  wae  tlie 
very  gnwaaoe  they  were  seeking  to  re- 
move. The  weekly  tenant  would  be  still 
left  to  put  hifi  hand  into  hia  pocket  for 
A  sum  which  he  did  not  possess.  It 
was  the  fault  of  the  plan  that  it  made 
the  poor  man  advance  the  rate  for  the 
rich  man ;  the  plan  adopted  ought  to  be 
the  opposite  of  that — tlie  rich  man  ought 
to  advanoe  the  lump  sum,  and  after- 
wards recover  it  little  by  little  from  the 
poor  man.  So  long  as  such  a  plan  was 
oontinued  we  shouid  not  get  nd  of  dis- 
Ixeee  warrants.  The  remedy  provided 
wae  to  allow  the  tenant  to  deduct  Ute 
rate  &>m  the  rent ;  but  that  immediately 
brought  him  into  a  controversy  with  the 
laud^rd,  who  might  say,  if  the  tenant 
proposed  to  deduct  the  rate  from  the 
rent — "Tou  can  leave  the  house  next 
Saturday."  Therefore,  the  remedy  pro- 
vided was  practically  an  illusory  one. 
The  parish  was  left  with  reference  to  its 
revenue  just  as  it  was  before.  The  plan 
cf  his  right  hon.  Friend,  while  it  acknow- 
ledged the  evil,  failed  to  provide  the 
remedy  required,  for  financially  it  left  a 
tax  upon  the  consumer  instead  of  the 
producer.  There  was  another  plan  which 
wae  embodied  in  the  Amendment  to  the 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  proposed  by  hie 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Holms).  His  hon.  Friend  accepted 
the  principle  that  the  owner  ought  to  be 
rated  instead  of  the  occupier,  but,  in- 
stead of  making  the  adoption  of  the 
prinoiple  oompulsory,  he  said  the  owner 
should  be  rated  instead  of  the  occupier, 
at  the  option  of  the  overseer.  He  (Mr. 
YOTOon  Haroourt)  much  preferred  that 
^aa  to  the  plan  of  the  IVeaident  of  the 
Poor  Iiaw  Board,  but  it  seemed  to  him 


defective  in  this  respect,  that  it  left  the 
fate  of  the  occupier  in  die  hands  of  the 
overseer.  Both  Amendmente  admitted 
that  the  owner  ought  to  be  ultimately 
rated  instead  of  the  occupier.  The  third 
plan,  that  involved  in  Ha  own  Amend- 
ment, adopted  that  principle,  and  endea- 
voured to  cariy  it  out  more  efficiently. 
He  proposed  to  declare  that,  wherever 
the  tenancy  was  for  a  shorter  period  than 
the  term  of  the  rate,  the  owner  should 
be  rated,  and  to  rate  him  accordingly. 
This  plan  would  have  many  conveni- 
ences. It  would  not  call  upon  the  tenant 
to  find  the  amount  of  the  rate  in  the 
first  instance,  and  it  would  save  him 
irom  an  unequal  controverfy  with  bis 
landlord,  while  the  parish  would  de- 
rive the  advantage  of  collecting  the  rate 
&om  a  few  persons  who  had  ninds,  in- 
stead of  from  many  who  were  without 
them.  It  was  said  that  a  large  allow- 
ance must  be  made  to  the  owners  if  this 
liability  were  put  upon  them;  but  to 
make  a  large  allowance  was  to  act  un- 
fairly towards  the  man  who  occupied  his 
own  house.  He  could  not  compound, 
but  must  pay  20s.  in  the  pound ;  and  if 
a  deduction  of  50  per  cent  were  made  to 
the  proprietor,  he  paid  only  IOj.  in  the 
pound,  which  was  extremely  unfair  as 
between  olase  and  class.  Of  course,  tlie 
owner  ought  to  have  a  fair  allowance  for 
the  risk  of  loss  which  he  incurred ;  and 
it  became  a  question  what  tliat  risk 
wae.  In  the  case  of  weekly  tenancies  it 
was  plain  the  owner  was  entitled  to 
an  allowance  for  the  time  a  house  was 
vacant.  Then  it  was  said  he  might 
have  defaulting  tenants  and  ought  to 
have  an  allowance  made  on  that  account. 
But  that  was  not  a  sound  principle; 
and,  indeed,  he  believed  that,  apart 
from  vacancies,  tlie  owner  of  weekly 
tenancies  lost  httle  or  nothing.  The 
rent  was  collected  every  Satiuday  or 
Monday,  and  if  the  tenant  did  not  pay 
he  had  to  leave  the  premises.  He  pro- 
posed to  confine  his  Amendment  to  the 
case  of  weekly  tenancies,  because  in 
houses  of  tenancy  for  longer  than  three 
months  there  was  a  good  reason  for 
giving  a  larger  allowance  in  the  way  of 
composition,  because  if  a  tenant  ran 
away  the  landlord  might  lose  a  whole 
year's  rent.  Against  the  scheme  which 
he  proposed,  however,  it  wae  urged 
that  the  rate  ought  properly  to  be  im- 
posed upon  the  occupier,  because  by 
adopting  any  other  plan  the  occupier  did 
not  feel  the  burden  of  the  rate ;  and  the 
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right  hoD.  GenUem&n  the  Member  for 
OxfordBhire  (Mr.  Henley)  had  spoken 
of  the  compounding  s7Bt«m  as  a  device 
of  Old  Nick  to  tax  lie  poor.  He  entirely 
differed  from  that  view.  Objection  might 
be  made  upon  the  eame  ground  to  all 
indirect  tasation  for  the  Imperial  re- 
venue. He  contended  that  it  was  de- 
fflrable,  especially  having  regard  to  the 
heavy  nature  of  our  local  tasation,  that 
the  rates  should  be  imposed  and  levied 
in  the  manner  which  would  entail  the 
least  burden  on  those  who  had  to  pay 
them.  Again,  it  was  ui^ed  that  the 
rate  might  be  lost,  because  the  a\ 
might  be  either  an  absentee  or  inacces- 
sible ;  but  he  believed  that  that  difficulty 
had  been  amply  provided  for  by  retain- 
ing the  liability  of  the  occupier  as  well 
as  the  owner ;  in  addition  to  which  he 
proposed  that  the  rent  should  be  made 
a  security  for  the  rate,  and  should  be 
liable  to  attachment  in  case  the  rate  was 
not  paid.  He  would  never  have  made 
this  proposal  unless  he  had  thought  c 
plete  provision  were  made  for  preserving 
the  franchise  to  those  who,  if  his  pro- 
posal were  adopted,  would  belong  to  the 
non-rate-paying  classes.  Personally,  he 
believed  that  by  far  the  wisest  and  by 
far  the  boldest  course  would  have  been 
to  have  taken  the  bull  by  the  horns  and 
have  repealed  the  rate-paying  clauses  of 
the  Eeform  Act  of  1867.  They  would 
in  that  case  have  done  directly  what 
they  now  meant  to  do,  and  what  they 
had  promised  their  constituents  they 
would  do.  He  for  one  regretted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  touched 
the  matter  with  a  somewhat  timid  hand. 
It  was  said  that  if  men  had  their  votes 
they  ought  to  pay  their  rates.  While 
fully  endorsing  that  principle,  he  con- 
tended that  there  would  be  no  class  in 
the  community  who  more  surely  paid 
their  rates  than  this  particular  class,  be- 
cause the  landlord  would  take  care  that 
the  rate  was  paid  in  the  rent.  He  main- 
tained, however,  that  they  never  could 
have  a  sound  basis  for  the  political  fran- 
chise until  they  entirely  separated  it 
frvm  the  embarrassments  which  were  in- 
separable from  its  connection  with  paro- 
chial revenue.  Fayment  of  rates  had 
only  been  the  screen  by  which  the  master 
architect  who  had  reared  the  structure  of 
household  sufirago  had  prevented  some 
of  the  masons  from  seeing  what  they 
were  doing )  but  now  that  the  building 
was  complete,  and  all  the  necessary  edu- 
cation finished,  he  could  not  understand 
Mr.  Vernon  Sareourt 


why  they  were  to  deform  that  noble 
edifice  by  the  scaffolding  which,  how- 
ever useful  in  its  erection,  could  now 
only  have  the  effect  of  concealing  its  out- 
lines. He  believed  that  even  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  see  it  removed.  The 
party  opposite  expected  when  they  went 
to  the  hustings  to  receive  the  gratitude 
□f  the  country  for  the  boon  of  household 
su&age;  but  in  this  they  were  dis- 
appointed, not  because  the  people  of 
this  country  were  wanting  in  gratitude, 
but  because  by  tying  up  with  it  this 
question  of  the  payment  of  rates  they 
had  poisoned  the  gift,  and  deprived  it  of 
all  grace  and  favour.  But  whatever 
might  be  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  on  the  matter,  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  there  waa 
but  one  opinion.  On  no  subject,  not 
even  on  that  of  the  Irish  Church,  were 
the  Liberal  party  more  deeply  pledged 
than  they  were  upon  that.  The  con- 
stituencies of  this  country  had  purged 
the  Liberal  party  of  those  who  had  acted 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  who 
by  their  infidelity  had  enabled  them  to 
defeat  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes.  The  Liberal  majority  at  pre- 
sent in  that  House  were  principally  the 
representatives  of  the  borough  consti- 
tuencies— of  the  people  interested  in  the 
settlement  of  this  question.  That  ma- 
jority had  power  to  settle  the  question, 
and  they  ought  to  settle  it.  They  had 
no  caves,  and  he  was  happy  to  say  that 
they  had  no  tea-room  meetings  either. 
He  was  quite  sure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
would  not  consider  that  he  proposed  his 
Amendment  in  hostility  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  believed  hie  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Goschen)  would  not  question 
the  propriety  of  adopting  the  principle 
of  the  habiJity  of  the  owner  instead  of 
the  occupier.  They  had  begun  this  Ses- 
sion well  by  doing  a  great  work  for  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  ;  let  them, 
before  it  was  concluded,  do  a  not  less 
great  work  for  the  majority  of  the  Eng- 
Esh  people.  He  had  always  deeply  re- 
gretted, and  he  re^tted  it  now,  that 
they  had  not  in  the  House  a  Member  of 
the  working  classes  to  represent  their 
interests  ;  but  let  them  act  for  them  as 
they  would  act  for  themselves,  and  thus 
convince  them  that  this  Parliament 
understood  their  vasts  and  sympathized 
with  their  distress.  He  hoped  this  first 
Parliament,  elected  under  tlie  aospioea 
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of  a.  household  suffi-age  franchiso,  would 
not  separate  for  the  Seeaion  without 
satisfying  the  people  on  this  matter,  for 
the  first  care  of  a  household  Euffi:age 
Farliament  ought  to  be  the  interest  of 
the  householders  of  England.  The  hon. 
andleamedMembercoDuludedbymoTiiig 
aa  an  Amendmeut  in  Clause  1,  line  9,  t 
leave  out  all  after  "  the,"  aud  insert— 

"  O'ner  of  everr  ralenbls  heredjtnrnent  which 
is  tel  far  n  lerm  of  leas  timn  Ihree  month 
be  asseiseJ  lo  Ihe  poor  rnle  in  place  of  thi 
pier  ;  Provided,  ncTertheleai,  That  the  o» 
■uch  hereililnmeat  abnll  bo  entitled  to  dedaotfrom 
the  rnto  due  in   respect    thereof  a  lum  proper- 
tiennto  to  the  time  during  which  such  horeditn- 
ment  may  have  been  Ticant  aiace  the  {UfmenC  of 
the  last  rate." 

The  chairman  said,  that  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  form  of  that  moved  bj  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  could  not  he 
put  &om  the  Chair.  The  question  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  wished  to 
raise  could  be  raised  by  moving  to  strike 
out  the  word  "occupier"  in  order  to 
substitute  for  it  the  word  "owner." 

Mr.  Verkon  Habcourt  having  moved 
an  Amendment  in  this  form — 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  had  already  expressed  his  objections 
to  Uie  Bill  at  such  length  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  go  into  ul  the  questions 
connected  with  the  principles  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  wished,  however,  to  express 
hia  eatiefaction  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  considered  the  subject  in 
a  different  light  Irom  that  in  which  it 
was  viewed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Vernon  Har- 
court).  They  had  recognized  that  there 
were  two  aspects  of  the  question — the 
pohtical  and  the  economical.  It  was 
quite  consistent  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed in  former  Sessions  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  present  Government  that 
tiiey  should  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remedy 
what  they  regarded  as  inequalities  on 
the  political  side  of  the  question ;  but 
he  was  glad  that  in  doing  so  they  had 
not  been  so  unmindful  of  the  economical 
side  of  the  question  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  appeared  to 
be.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  entirely  ignored  the  fact  that  this 
Bill,  which  was  one  to  remedy  a  grievance 
existing  only  in  particular  places,  had 
been  made  applicable  to  all  parts  of  the 
country.  He  was  not  going  to  deny  that 
in  some  boroughs  some  dissatisfaction 
aud  distress  existed ;  but  he  submitted 


to  pass  a  measure  which  would  remedy 
that  partial  evil  without  unduly  inter- 
fering with  arrangements  of  long  stand- 
ing which  had  proved  successful  in 
equally  important  places.  The  hon.  and 
teamed  Gentleman  had  admitted  that 
the  liability  of  the  occupier  to  the  pay- 
ment  of  poor  rates  was  one  of  the  oldest 
principles  of  the  Poor  Law.  He  had 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  the  poor  rate  ought 
to  be  levied  on  what  he  called  the  "  pro- 
ducer," as  distinguished  from  the  "con- 
sumer ;"  but  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween the  producer  who  let  a  house  for 
a  short  time,  or  below  a  certain  rental, 
and  the  producer  who  let  houses  on 
other  descriptions  of  occupancy.  If 
this  argument,  therefore,  was  good  in 
this  case,  it  was  good  for  all  finds  of 
property ;  but  he  differed  &om  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  prin- 
ciple itself ;  because  he  did  not  uiink 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  it  would  be  better 
to  levy  Uie  rate  from  the  owner  instead 
of  froiDQ  the  occupier.  He  believed  it 
to  be  a  matter  of  no  small  importance 
that  a  large  proportion  of  those  from 
whom  the  poor  rate  was  levied  should 
be  residing  in  the  place  in  which  the 
rates  paid  by  them  were  levied,  and 
conversant  with  the  class  for  whose  bene- 
fit the  rates  were  intended.  It  had  been 
found  that  small  occupiers,  when  ^ey 
paid  the  rates  themselves,  were  carefid 
seeing  that  those  who  should  pay  the 
rates  were  made  to  do  so,  aud  that  per- 
sons did  not  receive  rehef  who  were  not 
entitled  to  it.  The  same  supervision  in 
these  respects  could  not  be  exercised  by 
owners  at  a  distance  that  was  exercised 
by  occupiers.  Neither  did  he  think  that 
the  case  would  be  met  by  levying  the 
rate  on  resident  agents  instead  of  non- 
residentowners,  because,  as  a  rule,  agents 
would  not  be  pecuniarily  interested  in  the 
matter,  and  therefore  would  not  scrutinize 
collection  and  expenditure  as  closely  aa 
occupiers  did.  There  were  statistics  to 
show  that  in  certain  boroughs,  which  con- 
tained a  lat^  number  of  poor  occupiers, 
the  system  of  the  payment  of  rates  by 
such  occupiers  had  worked  most  success- 
fiUly.  There  were  the  cases  of  Stockport, 
Oldham,  and  Sheffield,  for  instance.  In 
none  of  those  boroughs  had  the  com- 
pounding system  ever  prevailed,  in  Old- 
ham and  Sheffield  the  landlord  not  even 
S lying  the  full  rates  for  the  tenant.  In 
Idbam,  out  of  17,600  occupiers,  the  ma- 
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durmg  the  cotton  famine  only  about 
£8,000  was  lost — ^much  lees  thaii  would 
have  boon  lost  if  the  Small  Tesements 
Act  had  been  in  operation.  In  Sheffield 
the  district  rate,  amounting  to  £54,000, 
was  compounded  for  by  an  allowance  of 
25  per  cent  on  houses  under  £7.  Of 
that  no  less  thaji  £5,800  wba  lost, 
irhereas,  on  the  poor  rate  of  £94,000, 
only  £947  was  lost  on  the  poorer  and 
emaUer  houses.  This  proved  that  there 
were  places  of  veiy  lai^e  extent  where 
the  system  of  payment  by  the  occupier 
had  been  thoroughly  sucoeasful.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  not  aher  that  system  throughout 
the  whole  country  for  the  soke  of  a 
few  places  where  it  had  not  yet  had 
time  to  be  fully  tried.  There  were  other 
reasons  why  payment  by  occupiers  was 
better  than  payment  by  owners.  Where 
the  owners  paid  the  rates,  depend  upon 
it  they  exacted  &om  the  occupiers  a 
lai^  sum  to  compensate  themsedves  for 
the  trouble  of  coUection ;  and  there- 
fore the  payment  of  the  rate  by  the 
owner  must  result  in  taxing  the  poor 
occupiers  by  a  system  which  was  nomi- 
nally introduced  for  their  relief.  Again, 
take  the  instance  of  the  poor  man  who, 
under  the  syBt«m  of  direct  payment, 
would  be  excused  by  the  parochial  au- 
thorities ;  he  would,  if  his  landlord  paid 
the  rates  for  him,  have  to  pay  the  rate 
directly  to  the  owner  in  his  rent.  The 
system  of  compulsoij  compositioa  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memoer  for  Oxford 
proposed  would  distress  the  poor  occu- 
piers far  worse  than  the  present  system 
did.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach) 
thoiight  that  no  eystem  of  deduction 
of  the  rate  paid  by  the  oocupier  from 
rent  due  to  the  owner  was  wanted,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  the  occupier  leav- 
ing before  the  term  expired  for  which 
the  rate  was  paid.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  question  resolved  itself 
int«  this — Why  were  they,  for  the  sake 
of  Birmingham  and  East  Loudon,  to  in- 
flict upon  Stockport,  Oldham,  Sheffield, 
and  other  parts  of  the  countiy  a  system 
of  rating  which  they  did  not  want,  and 
to  which  they  entertained  great  objec- 
tion ?  He  trusted  Uie  Government  and 
the  Committee  would  decline  to  assent 
to  the  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford. 

Mb.  C.  FOKSTER  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr. 
Vernon  Harcourt)  pressed  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division  he  should  g;ivo  it  Mb 
Sir  Miehad  Mdn-Bueh 


support.  He  agreed  with  all  thftt  had 
been  said  as  to  the  cruelty  and  injustioe 
which  the  aboUtiou  of  the  system  of  com- 
pounding bad  inflicted  on  large  masses 
of  the  people,  and  he  had  been  informed 
that  payment  by  the  oceupior  greatly  in- 
creased the  trouble  and  expense  of  col- 
lection. The  Government  sought  to  pro- 
vide a  remedy  in  a  Teiy  circuitous  man- 
ner, but  he  shouldprefor  the  old  system 
of  compounding.  The  assent  of  the  land- 
lords would  be  an  essential  element  to 
success  of  the  BJU,  and  he  beheved 
that  that  assentwould,  in  many  instances, 
be  withheld,  and  that  the  Act  would  be 
rendered  a  dead  letter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  had  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment,  giving  the  pa- 
rochial authorities  the  option  to  make 
compositioa  compulsory,  out  he  (Mr.  0. 
Forster)  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to 
do  so,  and  that  it  would  be  better  to 
fall  hack  on  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Tenements  Act,  and  give  the  vestriea 
power  compulsorily  to  rate  the  owners 
where  the  rental  was  under  £6.  No 
doubt  the  amended  Bill  was  ior  more 
acceptable  than  the  original  measure ; 
but  he  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  go  further,  and  would  not 
only  preserve  the  franehise  for  the  poorer 
occupiers,  but  would  take  care  that,  in 
a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  the^  ahould 
not  be  placed  in  a  worse  position  than 
they  occupied  before  tlie  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1867. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  sure  the 
Committee  would  see  the  necessity  of 
being  veiy  clear  upon  two  or  three  points 
with  respect  to  this  question,  and,  in  the 
first  place,  that  they  would  feel  the  im- 
portance of  not  being  guided  by  the  views 
of  any  particular  towns  or  alone,  of  the 
rating  authorities  alone,  of  the  owners 
alone,  or  of  the  occupiers  alone.  In  the 
many  communications  he  had  had  with 
hon.  Members  of  that  House,  and  with 
the  various  local  authorities  upon  this 
subject,  he  found  that  they  were  all  too 
much  disposed  to  take  a  one-sided  view  of 
the  question,  and  that,  therefore,  were  he 
to  adopt  the  suggestions  of  any  one  party 
he  should  be  acting  contrary  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  others.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment bad  endeavoured  to  be  guided 
by  general  principles;  to  guard  themselves 
against  being  influenced  by  any  parti- 
cular dietricts;  to  look  at  the  question 
from  a  large  and  broad  point  of  view ; 
and  to  device  a  measure  whioh  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  community  at  large. 
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As  i^arded  the  point  touched  upon  by 
the  hoB.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Temon  Haroourt)  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  WalaaU  (Mr.  C.  Foreter) 
with  reference  to  the  raie-pajiug  clauaee 
of  the  Iteform  Act,  Uie  Oovenmient  had 
in  one  respect  done  more  than  repe^ 
those  clauses,  because  they  said  that  not 
only  should  tlie  occupiers  not  have  to  pay 
the  rates  personally,  but  that  in  many 
cases  they  should  not  pay  at  all.  In  the 
case  of  the  weekly  tenants  the  Govern- 
ment had  shifted  the  rates  Siora.  the  oc- 
cupiers to  the  owners.  They  had  not 
been  trammelled  with  any  feeling  as  to 
the  expediency  of  retaining  the  principle 
of  personal  payment  of  rates,  for  prac- 
tically that  had  been  abandoned  before 
the  present  Government  acceded  to  Office. 
And  therefore  the  present  measure  had 
been  framed,  not  with  reference  to  the 
rate-paying  daiisee  of  theBeform  Act,  but 
upon  economical  and  financial  grounds 
tioas.  As  might  be  expected,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Yemon  Harcourt)  had  presented 
his  own  scheme  in  the  best  light ;  but  he 
had  not  been  quito  fair  to  the  sdieme  of 
the  Government,  for  he  dealt  only  with 
the  Ist  clause,  which  gave  occupiers 
power  to  deduct  the  rates  &om  the  rent, 
andhad  scarcelyalluded  to  the  3rd  clause, 
which  enabled  owners  to  compound  with 
the  overseers.  These  two  clauses  must 
be  read  together.  The  owner  was  of- 
fered the  option  of  either  paying  the 
rate  in  fiill  or  paying  75  per  cent  if  he 
chose  to  compound.  If  either  clause 
were  taken  separately  it  might  not  be  suc- 
cessful in  ita  operation,  and  he  candidly 
admitted  that  the  Government  would 
not  regard  the  Bill  as  succesaM  if  it 
were  not  productive  of  voluntary  ar- 
rangemente,  to  a  large  extent,  between 
owners  and  the  local  autliorities  for  the 
payment  of  rates  by  the  owners.  That 
was  the  intention  of  the  measure,  and  if 
it  could  be  shown  that  these  dauses  as 
they  stood  did  not  give  effect  to  that 
tention,  it  would  become  necessary  to 
consider  what  fuither  arrangements 
desirable  for  this  purpose.  The  ov 
of  cottage  property  verv  clearly  appre- 
ciated the  nature  of  the  Government  pro- 
posals, for  a  deputation  of  tbem  aad 
waited  upon  him  on  Friday  to  request 
that  Clause  1  might  be  omitted  from  the 
Bill,  tiie  very  clause  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  thought  would  not 
bo  effectual.  The  deputation  steted  that 
if  that  clause  remained  in  the  Bill  they 


would  be  compelled  to  componnd  witb 
the  collectors  and  overseers;  and  were 
informed  that  this  was  the  object  of  the 
BUI.  Clause  1,  in  fact,  was  the  screw 
which  was  to  be  put  upon  the  landlords, 
compelling  them  to  do  that  which  was, 
in  met,  done  in  a  great  many  cases  at 
present,  but  illegaUy,  unsatisfactorily, 
and  in  evasion  of  the  law.  It  was.  not 
true  to  assert  that  under  the  clause 
tonants  would  have  to  pay  a  lai^e  lump 
sum  out  of  their  weekly  earnings.  The 
rate  for  a  quarter  did  not  amount  on  the 
average  to  more'  than  one  week's  rent, 
and  sddom  exceeded  one  and  a-half.  Of 
course,  to  those  who  did  not  pay  their  rent 
at  all,  it  would  be  an  inconvenience  to  pay 
the  rate,  but  that  was  the  only  case  in 
which  permission  to  deduct  iiie  rates 
&om  the  rent  would  be  ineffectuaL  Un- 
doubtedly owners  had  great  power  ovot 
their  tenants,  and  had  been  able  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Reform  Act  te  raise 
their  rents ;  but,  to  assume,  on  that  ac- 
count, that  if  Ibe  law  throughout  the 
country  was  that  weekly  occupiers  might 
deduct  the  ratos  &om  their  rent,  it  would 
be  ineffectual,  went  beyond  the  bounds 
"probability.  The  hope  and  expecta- 
tion of  the  Government  was  that  the 
owner,  finding  himself  liable  to  have 
these  deductions  made  &om  his  rent  un- 
der Clause  1,  would  compound,  under 
Clause  3,  with  the  collectors.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  said  there  was  no 
difference  between  his  proposal  and  that 
of  the  Government  with  regard  te  the 
taxation  of  the  owner  instead  of  the  oc- 
cupier, but  the  difference  was  that,  while 
under  the  Government  scheme  the  deduc- 
tion would  be  made  &om  the  rent,  accord- 
ing to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
owner  would  have  to  pay  the  rates,  whe- 
ther he  received  any  rent  at  all  or  not. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  therefore, 
placed  upon  the  owner  the  burden  of  gua- 
ranteeing the  solvency  of  the  tenant  wi&- 
out  securing  to  him  any  corresponding  ad- 
vant^^,  a  princ^e  entirely  novel  in  our 
legislation.  Under  the  Small  Tenements 
Act  two  different  allowances  were  made 
to  the  owner,  25  per  cent  for  render- 
ing himself  liable,  and  25  per  cent  for 
empties.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  owners  having  powerto 
turn  the  tenants  out  at  a  wee£  s  notice 
could  protect  themselves,  but  that  was 
incompatible  with  tonants  of  the  eonaller 
class  being  in  anear  with  their  rent. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  recog- 
nized the  fact  that  when  a  burden  was 
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placed  oa  the  owners  some  allowance 
ought  to  bemade,  but  he  now  introduced 
a  new  principle,  and  that  was  that  the 
owner  was  to  be  liable  without  having  any 
allowance  at  all.  In  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  there  was 
an  important  defect  of  detail,  inasmuch 
as  it  contained  no  limitation  as  to  the 
value  of  the  property.  If  they  gave  an 
allowance  to  the  owner,  and  there  was 
no  limit  to  the  value,  the  owners  of 
good  property  would  shorten  the  tenan- 
cies in  order  to  secure  this  allowance. 
This  point  had  been  constantly  urged 
upon  the  Government.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  Amendment  would 
place  a  burden  on  the  owner  of  cottage 
property  which  had  never  been  placed 
by  the  Legislature  upon  any  description 
of  property.  If  they  rated  the  owner 
of  property  without  giving  him  an  al- 
lowance, they  would  either  frighten 
capital  out  of  the  building  trade  or 
compel  the  owner  to  ask  a  higher  rent. 
The  proposal  was  to  place  a  higher  tax 
upon  cottage  property  than  on  any  other 
description  of  property.  In  other  cases 
the  tenant  might  go  away,  and  leave 
his  rate  unpaid  and  the  pariah  autho- 
rities might  lose  it ;  but  in  the  case 
of  cottage  property  the  owners  would 
have  to  guarantee  the  rate  and  to  do  so 
^atuitously.  It  was  in  evidence  that, 
in  the  metropoha  the  rents  were  habitu- 
ally in  arrear,  and  the  risk  run  by  the 
owners  was  a  real  one.  It  was  impossi- 
ble, on  economical  grounds,  to  pass  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  The  owners  would  say  they 
wero  not  going  to  ex^se  themselves  to 
this  risk,  and  would  insist  upon  tenants 
taking  their  houses  for  four  or  six 
months,  instead  of  weekly.  They  would 
change  the  tenancies  in  order  to  escape 
the  burdens  put  upon  thom.  Therefore, 
they  must  make  an  allowance  if  the 
proposal  of  hie  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
were  agreed  to.  The  point  was  one 
which  ought  not  to  bo  settled  without 
great  consideration,  and  he  regretted 
that  an  Amendment  of  such  extreme 
importance  had  practically  only  been 
before  the  country  for  three  days.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Holms) 
proposed  that  the  overseers  should  rate 
the  owners  at  their  discretion.  This 
emanated  from  the  same  idea — namely, 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  compulsory 
power  in  the  Bill.  To  that  proposal  he 
lelt  the   same  objection.    It  was  not 
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right  to  rate  one  owner  in  a  parish 
without  rating  the  others,  or  that  the 
matter  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  overseers,  who  were  practically 
appointed  by  the  justices  of  the  peace, 
and  whose  views  might  vary  considerably 
in  different  districts.  Then  it  had  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  forWal- 
saU  (Mr.  C.  Forster),  that  the  principle 
of  the  Small  Tenements  Act  should  be 
again  adopted,  and  that  the  vestry 
should  have  the  power  of  deciding  by  a 
majority  whether  all  the  owners  through- 
out the  parish  should  be  rated  or  not. 
Now,  he  so  far  sympathized  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
that  he  beheved  it  would  be  better  to 
have  a  general  law,  and  thus  create  uni- 
formity, and  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
give  special  powers  to  vestries.  But  of 
all  the  suggestions  that  had  been  thrown 
out,  he  Referred  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walsall,  to  give  the  parish  the 
right  to  exercise  a  compulsory  power.  It 
would  be  necessary,  however,  to  hedge 
this  round  with  precautions.  The  hon, 
and  learned  Member  had  spoken  of  this 
Bill  as  affecting  a  permanent  and  abso- 
lute BOttlement  of  the  question.  He, 
however,  was  not  so  sanguine.  It  was 
impossible  to  settle  in  one  Bill  of  this 
kind  who  were  and  who  were  not  to  be 
rated.  He  did  not  mean  as  regarded  the 
franchise,  but  in  respect  to  the  great 
question  whether  the  owner  should  be 
further  rated  in  the  future  to  other  rates 
besides  the  poor  rates.  That  was  a 
question  which  could  not  be  settled  by 
one  clause  in  a  Bill,  because  it  affected  the 
whole  of  our  local  taxation.  He  would 
not  pledge  himself  against  the  principle 
of  the  direct  rating  of  the  owner,  far  from 
it,  but  if  they  (Slanged  the  whole  of 
their  burdens  and  placed  the  rates  direct 
upon  the  owner,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  re-consider  how  far  the  owner  was 
satisfactorily  represented.  For  the  rea- 
sons he  had  given,  it  was  impossible  to 
support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  The  Government  de- 
sired that  this  measure  should  pass  this 
Session  to  secure  a  practical  remedy  for  a 
grievance  which  they  acknowledged,  and 
uiey  asked  for  the  co-operation  of  the 
Committee  to  car^  out  that  intention. 

Sir  henry  HOAEE  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  able 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  which  had 
the  advantage  of  being  plain,  concise, 
and  intelligible.     He  allied  upon  the 
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OoTornment,  and  especially  upon  the  | 
Prime  Minister,  that  at  ttie  elections  I 
the  Liberal  Members  of  the  House  vere  j 
led  to  make  many  promises  to  their  I 
conetitueDts  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  I 
man's  name.  They  promised  to  obtain 
the  Ballot,  which  was  now  withheld  for 
this  year ;  they  promised  to  obtain  the 
abolition  of  the  representetion  of  mi- 
norities ;  they  promised  to  obtain  a  re- 
duction of  the  countf  su&age  to  a  level 
with  the  borough  franchise;  and  they 
promised,  above  all,  to  obtain  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  rate-paying  clauses  of  the  Re- 
form Act.  If  this  BiU  was  to  be  carried 
at  all,  it  should  be  carried  in  a  shape 
which  would  recommend  it  to  the  worlc- 
ing  classes,  and  enable  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  show  that  they  had  kept  their  pro- 
mise in  spirit  and  in  letter. 

Mb.  CAWLET  said,  that  as  the  re- 
presentative of  a  large  constituency  of 
working  men,' ho  would  suggest  that  the 
Bill  should  be  so  modified  as  to  protect 
the  occupier  with  regard  to  the  recovery 
of  rates  left  unpaid  by  his  predecessor. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt)  was 
more  technical  than  real.  The  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill  only  sought  to  make 
the  landlord  include  the  rate  in  his  rent, 
and  did  not  touch  the  question  of  com- 
position. 

Ms.  HOLMS  said,  he  had  found  that 
the  owners  of  the  better  class  of  poor 
property  were  practically  carrying  out 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  without  any 
screw  at  all ;  but  he  did  not  believe  the 
owners  of  the  poorest  property  would  be 
induced  by  any  optional  means  to  com- 
pound with  their  tenants  for  the  rates. 
The  owners  of  the  poorer  class  of  that 
property  did  not  and  would  not  pay  the 
rates  if  they  could  help  it ;  and  the  rea- 
son was  that  if  they  did  not  pay  them 
many  of  the  poorer  occupiers  got  excused 
from  their  rates,  and  the  owners  paid 
nothing  whatever.  Unless  power  was 
given  to  the  overseers  to  rate  the  owners 
of  poor  proper^,  they  would  escape  in 
future  as  they  did  at  present.  As  to  the 
Amendment  which  he  bad  placed  upon 
the  Paper,  he  would  not  have  given  no- 
tice of  it  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that 
in  the  Interpretation  Clause  of  the  Bill 
the  word  overseer  was  made  to  include 
every  authority  making  an  assessment 
for  ^e  poor  rate,  or  coUecting  it.  The 
objection  that  the  Amendment  would 


give  rise  to  favouritism  on  the  part  of 
the  overseers  must  be  dealt  with  practi- 
cally and  not  theoretically,  and  in  prac- 
tice that  objection  was  not  found  to 
operate.  The  Amendment  now  before 
the  House  had  this  disadvantage,  that 
instead  of  giving  people  what  they 
wanted,  in  many  places  it  would  give 
them  what  they  did  not  want. 

Mb.  0ANDLI8H  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  not 
seen  his  way  to  accept  the  present 
Amendment.  The  object  of  Clause  1, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
wae  to  precipitate  composition  under 
Clause  a  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
objection  to  the  Amendment  was  that  it 
was  hard  upon  the  owner.  But  the 
harder  the  screw  was  upon  the  owner 
the  more  likely  it  would  be  to  accom- 
plish its  effect.  The  more  onerous  the 
terms  under  Clause  1,  the  more  likely 
they  would  be  to  go  to  the  arrangement 
under  Clause  8.  He  admitted  that  the 
Amendment  as  proposed  did  not  exactly 
meet  the  necessity  of  the  position. 
There  should  be  a  limit  to  the  amount 
chargeable  on  the  owner,  but  it  would 
be  very  easy  to  alter  the  Amendment  so 
as  to  meet  that  point.  Probably  the 
right  limitation  would  be  the  limit  im- 
posed by  Clause  3.  He  also  admitted 
that  the  Amendment  made  no  adequate 
allowance  to  the  owner  beyond  the  al- 
lowance for  the  empties.  There  should 
be  some  compensating  allowance  for  the 
risk  and  trouble  he  would  incur.  He 
thought  it  probable  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  (Mr.  Temoa  Har- 
court) would  be  prepared  to  accept  such 
an  alteration  of  his  Amendment,  and 
then  the  proposal  might  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  that  before  stat- 
ing why  he  should  be  unable  to  support 
the  Amendment,  he  wished  to  explain 
that  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
rriend  (Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt)  did  not 
understajid  what  was  his  meaning  when 
he  said  that  "compounding  was  a  device 
of  Old  Nick  to  oppress  the  poor."  The 
poor  that  were  in  his  mind  were  those 
who  were  receiving  parish  relief,  the 
widow  and  the  destitute,  for  all  these 
were  made  to  pay.  He  wished  to  con- 
sider the  Amendment  in  three  lights — 
first,  as  regarded  securing  the  rate ; 
secondly,  as  insuring  that  the  name  of 
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the  occnpier  sliould  be  on  the  rate  book  ; 
and,  thirdly,  as  to  what  would  be  the 
least  inconvenience  to  the  rate-payer  in 
paying;  his  rates.  His  hou.  and  learned 
Friend  baaed  tlie  whole  of  hia  argument 
as  to  the  neeesaify  of  rating  the  landlord 
on  the  shifting  habits  of  the  present 
generation,  Bud  the  fact  that  the  occu- 
piers were  a  moving  class,  and  followed 
that  up  by  a  vei;  strong,  and  no  doubt 
in  many  cases  true,  description  of  the 
hardships  which  persons  had  to  suffer  in 
paying  their  rates.  Then  as  to  the 
remedy.  His  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
said — "Bate  the  landlords;"  but  then 
came  the  difficulty  which  stared  his  hou. 
and  learned  Friend  in  the  fiace — that  of 
securing  the  rates  to  the  parish,  His 
hou.  and  learned  Friend  proposed  in  the 
case  of  a  shifting,  moving  population, 
that  in  the  event  of  the  landlord  making 
default  of  payment,  not  of  one,  but  of 
two  rates— that  is,  as  the  rates  were  or- 
dinarily levied  every  three  months,  of 
BLx  months'  rates — the  parish  might 
come  upon  some  unfortunate  occupier 
who  might  not  have  been  a  week  in  the 
house,  and  call  upon  him  to  pay  the 
rates  for  the  six  months. 

Ma.  VERNON  HAECOUET  said, 
that  was  not  the  purport  of  his  Amend- 
ment. The  occupier  was  only  to  pay  to 
the  overseer  the  weekly  rent  that  was 
due,  instead  of  paying  it  into  the  hands 
of  the  landlord. 

Mk.  HENLKT  said,  that  even  in  that 
case  he  did  not  see  what  security  the 
parish  had  for  the  payment  of  the  rates, 
because  there  were  defaulting  landlords 
as  well  as  defaulting  tenants.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  pressure  on  the  tenant 
would  then  be  much  more  severe  than  it 
was  under  the  present  state  of  things, 
while  the  security  to  the  parish  would 
be  almost  completely  destroyed.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  in  a  very  diffieiut 
matter,  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
would  create  the  least  amount  of  incon- 
venience, and  would  beat  secure  that  the 
rate  book  should  be  the  guide,  and 
should  therefore  support  it  in  preferei 
to  the  Amendment  of  hie  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  He  believed  that  the 
offer  made  by  the  Government  to  the 
landlords  was  one  with  which  the  latter 
would  be  tempted  to  close,  and  if  that 
were  so,  very  little  practical  inconve- 
nience would  arise. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  answer  to 
the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
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ber  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Henry  Hoare),  as  to 
the  pledges  given  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion to  proceed  for  the  repeal  of  the 
rate-paying  clauses,  he  wished  to  observe 
that  it  was  a  pobtical  formula  which 
had  been  long  in  use,  and  which  had 
not  in  the  slightest  d^jee  grown  out  of 
the  Act  of  1867.  Ever  since  the  Heform 
Act  of  1632  it  had  been  incessantly  dis- 
cussed whether  there  shoiUd  or  should 
not  be  a  repeal  of  the  rate-paying  clauses, 
meaning  thereby  whether  the  rate-payer 
should  be  exempted  from  paying  his 
rate  at  a  particular  date  as  a  condition 
to  his  obtaining  the  franchise.  That 
was  a  totally  different  thinff  from  the 
grievance  complained  of  under  the  Act 
of  1867.  The  grievance  under  that  Act 
was  that  a  vast  number  of  persons  had 
been  compelled  to  pay  their  rates  who 
had  never  paid  rates  before,  and  that, 
from  the  position  of  relative  inferiority 
'n  which  the  occupiers  stood  with  re- 
ipect  to  the  owners,  the  change  that  had 
been  made  imposed  on  them  the  bur- 
''  of  paying  the  rate  without  any  di- 
minution in  tiieir  rent.  As  far  as  re- 
garded the  repeal  of  the  rate-paying 
clauses,  if  that  waa  the  promise  given  to 
theii-  constituente,  to  fulfil  that  pledge 
would  give  no  relief,  for  it  woula  leave 
them  liable  to  the  rate  in  cases  where 
they  were  not  liable  before.  Wbat  the 
Government  had  to  endeavour  to  do  was 
to  look  to  the  actual  pressing  grievance, 
and  to  apply  a  remedy  wbit^  should  be 
effectual  for  the  removal  of  the  evil ; 
but  they  had  not  attempted  to  introduce 
a  f^atem  which  should  be  universal, 
completo,  and  final.  And  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  any  attempt  to  intro- 
duce at  this  moment,  in  oonsequence  of 
an  Amendment  first  notified  l^iree  days 
ago,  a  system  which  should  be  univer- 
seJ,  complete,  and  final,  would  not  only 
fail  in  itself,  but  would  prevent  them 
probably  from  applying  a  remedy  to  the 
present  pressing  evil.  As  to  the  objec- 
tions to  Clause  1,  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Candliah)  was  that  it  was  simply  ma- 
chinery to  compel  the  owner  to  com- 
pound. That  was  a  secondary  object, 
the  primary  object  being  to  afford  a  re- 
medy for  the  grievance  of  the  occupier. 
The  only  grievance  to  the  occupier  now 
would  be  that  he  would  pay  his  rent 
to  the  collector  of  rates  instead  of  to  the 
collector  of  rente.  Under  the  3rd  clause 
the    owner  would  have   the   . 
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BBible  inducement  to  compoimd.    His 

n.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Vernon 

Harcourt)  said  the  clauee  did  not  go  far 


o^niere  to  compound.  That  had  been 
answered  b^  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland. K  the  Bill  were  too  weak  in 
that  reepeot  the  proper  remedy  waa  to 
strengthen  it  not  by  giving  arbitrary 
powers  to  the  parish  authoritiea  autho- 
rizing them  to  compel  certain  owners  to 
pay  and  to  racempt  others  from  the  obli- 
gation, but  by  giving  a  general  power 
to  the  parish  authorities  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  owners  should  or  ehoidd  not 
cany  into  eflFect  a  spstem  of  compound- 
ing. That  was  a  subject  which  tiie  Qo- 
yerment  left  perfectly  open  for  consider- 
atioa.  He  now  came  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  had  &ankly  ad- 
mitted that  they  could  not  insert  in  the 
Bill  the  Amendment  as  it  stood,  but  said 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  would  be  willing  to  change  it» 
form.  As  it  stood  the  Amendment  waa 
open  to  a  practical  objection  which  ap- 
peared to  be  conclueiTe.  It  proposed 
that  tiie  owner  should  be  rated  in  lieu 
of  the  occupier  in  case  the  rateable 
hereditament  was  let  for  a  term  of  lees 
than  three  months.  Those  words  seemed 
to  him  to  contain  an  insurmountable  ob- 
jection to  the  plan.  The  parish  authori- 
ties knew,  and  could  know,  nothing 
whatever  of  the  term  for  which  heredita- 
ments were  let ;  the  machinery  and  ope- 
ration of  rating  did  not  place  them  in 
contact  with  that  subject  st  all.  They 
must  have  a  new  and  strange  syatem  of 
inquisition  into  private  affairs  of  a  most 
laborious  and  costly  kind,  of  which  he 
was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  never  dreamt,  if  they  were  to  put 
the  parish  authorities  in  possession  of 
those  &ct8  ;  and  when  they  had  done 
that  it  would  be  found  that  the  result 
was  not  worth  the  labour,  even  if  it 
could  be  done,  which  it  could  not.  How- 
ever sound,  therefore,  might  be  the 
principle  of  rating  the  owner,  it  was 
placed  before  the  Committee  at  that 
moment  in  a  shape  in  which  they  could 
not  possibly  adopt  it ;  because  to  apply 
it  only  to  the  case  of  the  owners  of  here- 
ditaments that  were  let  for  a  less  period 
than  three  months  was  to  apply  it  to 
Bomething  which  no  parochifU  authori- 
tiea would  be  able  to  define,  and  oon- 


nuently  their  enactment  would  remain 
ead  letter  for  want  of  the  knowledge, 
or  means  of  knowledge,  necessary  to 

S've  it  effect.  He  need  not  refer  to  the 
tter  part  of  the  Amendment,  namely — 
that  the  owner  should  be  entitled  to  de- 
duct from  the  rate  a  sum  proportionate 
to  the  time  during  which  the  heredita- 
ment was  vacant,  because  the  ditBculty 
he  had  already  named  was  insuperable. 
Still  that  second  provision,  though  per- 
fectly just  in  itself,  would  introduce  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  complication  in 
the  working  of  the  plan.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  said  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  was  willing  that  the 
plan  should  be  re-modelled,  and  that 
the  criterion  should  be  placed  on  the 
value  instead  of  on  the  term  for  which 
the  hereditament  was  let.  No  doubt 
by  that  change  they  would  get  rid  of 
the  practical  ooj  ection  that  he  had  made  ; 
but  when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  adoption  of  an  alteration 
of  their  law  so  important  as  that,  uni- 
versally throughout  the  country  and 
compulsorily,  all  owners  should  be  rated 
in  respect  of  a  certain  class  of  heredita- 
ments, he  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  the  mere  mdng  of  the  criterion  of 
value  for  such  a  purpose  waa  a  matter 
that  would  require  some  time  and  con- 
sideration. But  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt)  to  this  point, 
that  if  they  were  about  to  adopt  an  en- 
actment compulsorily  imposing  on  the 
owners  of  hereditaments  below  a  certain 
value  the  obligation  to  be  rated  and  to 
bear  the  burden  of  a  rate,  they  must 
along  therewith  proceed  to  re-adjust 
their  law  with  respect  to  the  represents^ 
tion  of  owners  in  the  rating  body.  That, 
however,  waa  a  thing  which  could  not 
be  done  in  a  day ;  and  he  wished  them 
all  to  take  a  practical  view  of  that  mat- 
ter, and  to  recollect  that  this  was  not  a 
Bill  which,  in  order  to  make  it  more  per- 
fect, they  could  conveniently  postpone 
till  another  year.  Therefore,  without 
wishing  to  prejudice  the  substance  of 
the  questions  involved  in  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  proposition,  he  trusted 
that  he  would  be  content  with  having 
given  rise  to  a  useful  discussion  on  that 
dif&cultand  important  matter,  and  would 
not  prcHS  his  Amendment  to  a  division, 

Ms.  DAVISON  said,  he  had  promised 
hie  constitnents  to  do  his  best  to  obtain 
the  repeal  of  the  rate-paying  olauBes, 
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but  he  hoped  that  after  what  had  fallen 
from  tlie  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
the  hon.  andlearned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt)  would  not  preM 
hie  Amendment ;  especially  if,  in  adi£tion 
to  what  he  had  already  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  some  pro- 
mise that  that  measure  was  not  to  be 
considered  a  final  measure,  but  that  in  a 
future  Session,  and,  if  possible,  next 
Session,  further  steps  shoiud  be  taken  in 
the  direction  of  rehevi^  the  occupier 
from  the  very  great  difficulty  in  which 
he  was  placed  by  the  rate-paying  clauses 
of  the  Reform  Act  of  1867. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  objected  to 
the  Amendment  on  several  grounds — 
first,  in  consequence  of  the  way  in  which 
it  referred  to  hereditaments  and  tene- 
ments let  for  terms  of  less  than  three 
months,  as  it  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult for  the  overseers  to  ascertain  what 
tenements  were  let  for  such  short  periods ; 
next,  because  it  proceeded  to  rate  the 
owners  of  one  species  of  property,  whilst 
it  left  the  occupiers  of  every  other 
species  liable  to  be  rated ;  and,  lastly, 
because  he  feared  that  when  the  owner 
of  this  class  of  property  was  rateable 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  secur- 
ing the  insertion  of  the  names  of  the 
occupiers  in  the  rate  book.  In  the  town 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Oldham)  the  direct  system  of  rate-paying 
had  always  prevailed,  and  the  Bill  would, 
he  believed,  confer  no  advantages  on  hie 
constituents  or  meet  any  of  their  wants. 
He  should,  however,  support  the  Bill, 
because  it  might  meet  the  difficulties  of 
the  case  in  omer  boroughs. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr. 
Vernon  Harcourt)  would  withdraw  his 
Ameudment,  because  a  clause  which 
atoodon  thePaperinhisown  name  was, 
■  a  his  opinion,  a  far  prefi     " 


subject.  Every  Member  who  proposed 
to  improve  the  Bill  proposed  to  improve 
it  in  a  difi'erent  way.  His  objection  t^ 
his  hon.  Friend's  clause,  which  would  be 
a  very  effective  means  of  procuring  the 
money,  was  that  it  did  not  sufficiently 
remove  the  grievance  of  the  occupiers, 
who  would  still  remain  liable  to  rating 
and  be  subject  to  the  visits  of  the  tax- 
collector.  Now,  it  seemed  to  be  the 
feeling  of  the  House  that  the  Bill  erred 
in  this  respect — that  it  did  not  sufficiently 
relieve  the  occupiers ;  and  if  it  were  the 
sense  of  the  House  that  Clause  3  did  not 
give  t«  owners  sufBcieut  powers  and  in- 
ducements to  compound,  he  would  un- 
dertake to  bring  up  a  clause  on  the 
Report  enabling  vestries  to  rate  tho 
owners  compulsorily. 

Me.  VEENON  HARCOURT  said,  he 
thought  that  the  statement  just  made 
showed  that  the  Oovemment  were  dis- 
posed to  deal  as  completely  as  they  could 
with  this  subject ;  but  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  vestries  were  to  rate  tho 
owners  compulsorily  according  to  the 
limit  of  value — £20  in  the  metropolis, 
and  £10  elsewhere?  [Mr.  Gosches: 
Yes.]  Then  that  was  carrying  tho 
principle  of  compulsory  rating  in  the 
case  of  the  owner  rather  further  than  he 
had  proposed  to  cany  it,  and  he  should 
be  quite  satisfied  with  that  undertaking. 
His  argument  went  to  this  extent — that 
the  ownprs  instead  of  the  occupiers 
should  always  he  rated,  though  he  had 
confined  his  proposal  to  weekly  tenants, 
because  the  grievance  was  more  con- 
spicuous and  obvious  in  their  case  than 
in  any  other.  It  should  be  remembered, 
however,  that  the  vestries,  which  would 
be  intrusted  with  this  option,  were 
elected  under  a  system  of  plurality  of 
votes,  and  he  did  not  think  the  occupiers 
of  this  country  would  ever  submit  to 
have  their  pohtical  status  determined  by 


alt  events,  it  was  strictly  in  accordance  '■  a  vestry  in  which  the  owners  had  a 


with  the  views  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  by  the  Libera!  side  of  the 
House  in  1867.  It  provided  that  in  the 
case  of  rateable  hereditaments,   where 


majority  of  votes.  This  would  not  be  a 
satisfactory  and  final  settlement  of  the 
question ;  but  he  boheved  that,  as  for- 
merly in  the  cose  of  household  suffrage, 
thoy  would  bo  glad  to  accept  the  boon 


the  rent  was  payable  at  shorter  intervals    wliich  such  limitations  as  they  would  get 
than  quarterly,  the  owner  and  occupiei     ■■■"■'•■■ 


should  both  be  rated — a  system  which 
would,  in  his  opinion,  meet  most  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  case. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  clause  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend   (Mr.   Locke) 
showed  the  enormous  difficulties  of  the 
Mr.  DocMon 


rid  of  on  tho  first  possible  occasion, 
to  the  rate  collectors  not  knowing  tho 
nature  of  the  tenancy,  he  ventured  to 
say  there  was  not  a  rate  collector  in 
London  who  did  not  know  perfectly  well 
whether  any  particular  tenement  was 
rented  by  the  week,  or  the  month,  or  the 
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year.  Begarding,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  hiB  right  hou.  Friend,  the  present 
proposal  as  an  instalment,  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiiJidrawn. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICK8- BEACH 
moved,  in  line  9,  to  leave  ont  "  rateable 
hereditaments,"  and  insert  "dwelling- 
house  or  other  tenement." 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  the  in- 
sertion of  the  word  tenement  coupled 
with  dwelling-houBe  would  leave  the 
clause,  BO  far  as  its  operation  wae  con- 
cerned, in  the  same  position  as  before. 

Amendment  ntgaiivtd. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  rose  to  move 
in  line  10,  to  leave  out  "  less  than  "  and 
insert  "  not  exceeding,"  so  as  to  make 
the  clause  read  that  the  occupier  of  any 
rateable  hereditament  let  to  him  for  a 
term  not  exceeding  three  months  should 
be  entitled  to  demict  the  rate.  In  his 
constituency  (Kingston-on-Hull)  many ' 
thousand  working  men  took  their  houses 
for  three  months,  although  they  paid 
their  rent  weekly  or  fortnightly.  Iliere 
was  no  good  reaaon  for  discouraging  < 
these  three  months'  tenancieB,  and  the 
concession  he  asked  for  would  not  affect 
the  main  purpose  of  the  BiU. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  EATHBONE  moved,  to  insert 
after  "  hereditament,"  the  words  "  of  a 
rateable  value  not  exceeding  £20."  He 
said  that  in  Liverpool  there  were  ware- 
houses of  considerable  value  that  were 
let  for  ahorter  periods  than  three  months, 
and  be  did  not  see  why  existing  ar- 
rangements affecting  them  should  be 
upset  incidentally  in  this  way  when  the 
wnole  subject  was  to  be  dealt  with  next 

Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  principle 
seemed  to  be  quite  aa  true  in  ration  to 
houses  above  £20  as  it  was  in  relation 
to  those  below  £20.  He  had  no  very 
great  objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  proposed  to  amend  the  clause 
by  making   it  read  that  the  occupier 
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sible  for  a  tenant  to  pay  the  rate  for  the 
ensuing  three  months,  and  immediate^ 
afterwards  to  give  a  week  or  a  fort- 
night's notice  to  leave.  He  would  then 
be  entitled  to  deduct  the  three  months' 
prospective  rate  from  the  rent,  which 
would  be  a  great  hardship  upon  Uie 
landlord,  who  might  not  be  able  to  re-let, 
or  might  have  to  let  at  a  rent  which 
would  not  compensate  him  for  the  rate 
he  had  allowed.  The  propertv  owners 
of  Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Salford 
were  against  this  proposal  of  the  Bill, 
which  he  thought  would  put  an  unfair 
burden  on  them.  He  begged  to  move 
in  line  10,  after  "  eutit]^,"  to  insert 
' '  in  the  event  of  Ms  tenancy  being  de- 
termined by  any  act  of  the  owner." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet  really 
came  to  this — whether  the  Ist  clause 
should  be  retained  at  all.  To  limit  the 
clause  as  the  hon.  Baronet  proposed  waa 
to  make  it  altogether  nugatory. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Me.  LOCKE  moved,  in  line  11,  after 
"poor,"  to  leave  out  "rate,"  and  insert 
"  and  other  rates."  Under  the  existing 
law  the  various  rates  were  directed  to 
be  collected  with  the  poor  rate  by  the 
overseers,  and  unless  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  extended  to  the  case  of 
those  other  rates  as  well  as  the  poor  rate 
it  would  effect  very  little.  In  the  rating 
papers  the  various  rates  were  so  mixed 
together  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
separate  them. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  in  some  improvement  BiUs  for 
several  amaU  towns  throughout  the  coun- 
try the  occupiers  of  houses  were  entitled 
to  have  wat«r  and  gas  supplied  to  them 
at  a  certain  sura  per  head,  and  that  it 
would  be  very  hard  if  a  necessity  to 
their  occupation  were  charged  upon  them 
in  the  same  way  as  the  rate  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  If  the  Bill  were  to  he  car- 
ried, it  must,  he  thought,  be  limited  to 
the  objects  which  it  was  introduced  to 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  Eeform 
Act  touched  only  the  poor  rate,  and  that 
a  power  of  composition  still  existed  with 
regard  to  other  rates.  The  case  of  the 
metropolis  was,  however,  somewhat  dif- 


should  be  entitled  "  in  the  event  of  bis  i  ferent,  for  there  it  was  provided  that  the 
tenancy  being  determined  by  any  act  of 
the  owner,"    to   deduct   the  rate.     He 
said  as  the  clause  stood  it  would  be  pos- 
TOL.  GXCVn.    [thibq  bkbies.] 


should,  "in  levying  those  rates 
n  the  same  manner  as  in  levy- 
ing the  rate  for  the  relief  of  the  poor." 
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It  mig;ht,  therefore,  be  Decessary  to  refer 
tootherrates,  and  if  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  woiild  irithdraT  his  Amendment 
he  ihoold  take  care  that  words  should 
be  introduced  in  the  Interpretation  Clause 
to  meet  the  case  of  the  metropolis. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  wiOtdraum. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICK8  -  BEACH 
moved,  in  line  II,  after  the  insertion 
after  the  word  "  hereditement,"  to  in- 
sert "  for  a  period  beyond  ttie  term  of 
his  occupation."  This  would  confine 
the  operations  of  the  clause  to  the  only 
case  in  which  a  grievance  could  possibly 
arise.  There  could  be  no  reason  why  a 
tenant  for  three  months  should  not  be 
liable  to  pay  a  rate  made  for  that  term, 
any  more  than  why  a  yearly  tenant 
should  not  be  liable  to  a  prospective  rate 
for  B  year.  The  grievance  which  this 
Clause  was  intended  to  remedy  was 
where  a  tenant  was  turned  out  by  his 
landlord  after  having  paid  a  prospeetive 
rate  for  a  long  period,  during  a  great 
part  of  which  he  would  thus  not  be  the 
occupier  of  the  premises  rated.  His 
landlord  ought  then  to  recoup  him ;  but 
not  in  any  other  case. 

Ub.  GOSOHEN  Bud,  the  Amead- 
ment  would  only  make  matters  more 
complicated. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  su^ested  that  an 
allowance  should  be  made  to  owners 
who  had  paid  the  rate,  and  whose  tenants 
had  left  without  notice  and  without  pay- 
ing the  rent. 

Db.  BEEWER  said,  he  thought  that 
Parliament  ought  not  to  protect  land- 
lords against  bad  bargains. 

Ma.  CAKDLI8H  said,  he  hoped  that, 
for  the  sake  of  making  the  "screw" 
more  effective,  no  such  provision  would 
be  made^ 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  that  in  the 
borough  which  he  represented  (Oldham), 
they  aid  not  want  composition  at  all ; 
and  therefore,  he  thought,  it  would  be 
unjust  to  put  the  "  screw  "  on  in  their 
case.  

Colonel  BAETTELOT  desired  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  what  they  were 
doing  would  benefit  the  poor  people  at 
all.  By  placing  these  rates  upon  the 
owners  they  would  discourage  them  in 
building  that  particular  class  of  tene- 
ment ;  the  owner  would  prefer  to  use  his 
money  in  other  ways. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  the  griev- 
ance referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Jfr.  Owhtn 


Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbevt)  might 
occur  in  some  few  oases.  He  would  con- 
sider the  matter ;  but,  as  he  did  not 
think  that  landlords  were  likely  to  BufiGsT 
to  any  considerable  extent,  and  as  in- 
convenience would  result  from  adoptmg 
the  BuggestiDn,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
promise  that  he  would  adopt  it. 

OlauM,  as  amended,  agrttd  ie. 

Clause  2  (Amount  of  rate  payable  b^ 
occupier). 

Mr.  CAWIiET  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  16,  after  "than"  to  leave  out  to 
end  of  clause,  and  insert  "the  amount 
of  rent  then  due  from  him." 

Amendment  negatited. 

Clause  agrttd  to. 

Clause  3  (Owners  may  agree  to  pay 
the  rate  and  be  allowed  a  commission]. 

Mr.  8IM0ND8  mweS,  in  page  1, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  "rateable  valne," 
and  insert  "  gross  estimated  rental." 

Mr.  G08CHEN  said,  that  in  ths 
clause  as  it  stood  the  principle  of  deduc- 
tion recognized  in  the  Small  Tenements 
Act,  and  in  most  of  the  local  Acts,  vaa 
again  adopted.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  well  to  depart  ttma  that  prte- 

Amendmeut  negatived. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
moved,  in  line  IS,  to  leave  out  "herft- 
ditament"  and  insert  "dwelling-house." 

Mr.  008CHEN  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  use  of  the  words  proposed 
in  cases  of  compulsory  oomponnaing; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  re- 
tain the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  before 
bringing  up  the  Report  he  would  ooa- 
eider  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  B»* 
ronet. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  in  many  cases  an  abuse  had 
sprung  up  of  returning  houses  at  lower 
rents  than  were  paid,  so  as  to  bring 
them  within  the  bmits  of  compounding. 
Cases  had  been  discovered  at  Southamp- 
ton, in  which  the  rentals  actually  paid 
for  bouses  had  been  £15  ]2«.  a  year 
each,  while  they  were  returned  to  the 
overaeers  at  such  low  rents  tiiatthe  com- 
pound rateable  value  of  each  house 
eventually  became  only  £3.  As  a  means 
of  preventing  this,  he  proposed  to  fix  a 
limit  of  tenancy  as  wall  as  of  annual 
value.  Hemoved,  after  "hereditament," 
to  insert  "  let  to  an  occupier  for  a  tenn 
less  than  three  months." 
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Mb.  008CHEN  said,  there  were 
many  places  where  the  Small  Tene- 
ments Act  had  been  applied  to  tenancies 
of  six  months  or  a  rear,  and  it  would  be 
hard  to  exclude  them.  A  further  ob- 
jection would  be  that  the  landlords 
would  be  tempted  to  shorten  their  agree- 
menta  with  the  tenants ;  and  generEiliy 
it  would  interfere  with  the  other  arrange- 
ments. He  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  press  tiie  Amendment. 

CoLoiTEL  EDWAEDES  said,  he  was 
glad  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  refused  to  accept  that  Amend- 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tvithdrawn. 

Mb.  COEEANCE  moveS,  in  line  21, 
after  "the"  to  leave  out  "overseers," 
and  insert  "  vestir  of  any  parish." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  it 
might  be  advisable  to  insert  words  re- 
quiring the  consent  of  the  vestry,  while 
retaining  the  word  "overseers."  He 
would  consider  the  matter  before  the 
Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  proposed  that  the  agreements  be- 
tween Uie  overseers  and  owners  should 
be  for  one  year,  instead  of  not  less 
than  one  year,  as  provided  by  the  clause. 
The  reason  for  the  Amendment  was  that 
the  parochial  authorities  changed  every 
year.  He  moved,  in  lino  22,  to  leave 
out  "  any  term  not  being  less  than,"  and 
insert  "  the  t«rm  of." 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
moved  to  leave  out  &om  "  and  ' 
"  not,"  in  line  24,  inclusive.  He  wished 
to  raise  the  question  whether  composi' 
tioa  was  a  good  thing  or  not,  and  whe- 
ther the  owner  should  pay  the  rates  on 
empty  houses.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
owners  of  empty  cottages  should  be  sub- 
jected to  a  chaise  from  which  the  ownen 
of  empty  houses  of  a  better  description 
were  relieved.  If  trade  were  prosper- 
ous, and  if  a  man's  houses  were  all  let, 
he  would  put  the  25  per  cent  in  his 
pocket,  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  almost 
all  his  houses  were  empty,  then  to  mate 
him  pay  for  them  was  to  encourage  him 
to  screw  as  much  as  he  could  out  of  those 
that  were  left,  and  the  result  would  be 
to  drive  the  other  occupiers  upon  the 
poor  rate.  If  the  houses  were  empty 
there  could  be  no  beneficial  occupation. 
The  other  day  the  House  decidea  to  ex- 
empt Sunday  Schools  from  the  rates  be- 
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cause  there  was  no  beneficial  occupation. 
"Why,  then,  should  they  rate  houses  of 
small  value  that  returned  no  profit  to  the 
owner?  No  doubt  in  times  of  distress 
the  parish  would  get  more  if  the  owner 
paid  the  rates  for  empty  houses,  but  on 
the  average  of  years  the  contrary  prac- 
tice would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  parish, 
as  in  prosperous  years  the  allowance  of 
25  per  cent  would  be  a  simple  loss  which 
need  not  be  incurred. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  hon,  Baronet  would  not  ask  the 
Committee  to  join  in  a  general  discus- 
sion upon  the  point  which  he  had  raised 
in  his  Amendment.  No  doubt  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  importance,  but  it  had 
already  been  settled,  and  ought  not  to 
be  renewed.  Owners  who  laid  out  money 

houses  of  the  kind  referred  to  of  course 
reckoned  that  a  certain  number  of  them 
would  be  empty,  and  had  no  difficulty  in 
calculating  the  amount  of  rate  which  they 
would  have  to  pay  on  empty  houses.  This 
plan  was  perfectly  simple.  But  if  the 
owner  was  to  be  compelled  to  find  out  how 
many  of  these  houses  were  occupied  at  a 
certain  time,  and  on  what  particular  day 
a  tenant  left  or  came  in,  he' would  lose  a 
great  deal  of  valuable  time,  which  repre- 
sented money.  The  overseers,  more- 
over, would  be  uncertain  what  would  be 
the  yield  of  a  given  rate,  when  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  calculate  its  amount  exacuy. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Mb.  white  moved,  in  line  24,  to 
leave  out  "may"  before  "agree,"  and 
insert  "  shall  and  are  hereby  required  on 
the  application  of  the  owner  to — ." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  this  was  a  pro- 
posal that  the  owners  should  compel  the 
overseers  to  agree  with  them.  As  the 
Committee  objected  to  giving  the  over- 
seers a  simUar  power  of  dealing  with  the 
owners,  they  should  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. The  overseers,  he  thought,  would 
hardly  be  satisfied  at  a  discretionary 
power  being  given  to  the  owners  of  aU 
the  best  property  to  compound  and  get 
25  per  cent  off. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  said,  he  proposed 
to  substitute  a  commission  of  33|  per 
cent  for  that  of  25  per  cent  named  in 
the  clause.  CircumBlances  varied  in 
different  towns,  and  the  limit  ho  pro- 
posed was  purely  permissive.  The  town 
represented  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oldham  {Mr.  Hibbert)  prg- 
0  2 
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1>BblT  did  not  require  such  a  higli  rate ; 
hut  in  Liverpool,  with  a  large  popula- 
tion of  a  migratory  character,  the  vestry 
were  of  opinion  that  a  rate  of  25  per 
cent  would  not  induce  the  owners  to 
compound. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  the  words  "twenty-five," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "thirty-three 
and  a-third." — {Mr.  Rathlone.) 

Mb.  COEEAKCE  said,  he  preferred 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  himself 
given  notice ;  but  he  was  willing  to  sup- 

fort  that  now  proposed ;  and,  although 
ut  a  partial  recognition  of  the  house- 
holders' rights,  and  of  the  hardships  in- 
flicted upon  the  poorer  class,  he  was  ^lad 
that  it  was  not  aJtogether  in  a  spirit  of 
barren  penitence  that  the  question  was 
treated  oy  the  opposite  Bench.  The 
Amendment  had,  in  his  opinion,  the  de- 
merit of  imposing  a  limit  upon  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  local  authorities.  His 
Amendment  proposed  that  the  composi- 
tion should  not  be  less  than  20  per  cent, 
or  more  than  40.  Eeferring  to  remarkB 
which  had  fallen  from  various  speakers, 
the  boD.  Member  went  on  to  express  his 
gratification  at  the  admission  that  a  com- 

Slete  and  comprehensive  measure  was 
ue  from  the  Liberal  party  to  restore 
the  rights  of  which  the  poorer  classes 
had  been  delved. 

The  CEAIEMAN,  interrupting  the 
hon.  Member,  said,  that  his  remarks 
seemed  rather  directed  to  the  clause  as  a 
whole  than  to  the  Amendment,  which 
related  to  the  amount  of  the  commission 
to  be  allowed. 

Mk.  COEBANCE  said,  his  contention 
was  that  the  commission,  although  a 
toUtivm  to  those  affected  by  the  former 
Act,  could  not  be  regarded  in  the  light 
of  a  final  and  comprehensive  measure, 
more  especially  as  the  provisions  of  the 

E resent  Bill  extended  to  other  towns 
itherto  unafOicted  with  political  rights. 
Persons  acquainted  with  local  circum- 
stances and  with  the  local  value  of  pro- 
perty were,  he  contended,  the  best  and 
only  proper  judges  in  cases  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  MELLx  corroborated  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Eathbone)  as  to  the  expediency  of 
increasing  the  limiting  vtdne.  Not 
merely  in  different  towns,  but  in  differ- 
ent pariebes  of  the  same  town,  circum- 
stances varied  so  widely  as  to  require  in 
some  eases  a  commission  of  30  or  33  per 
cent,  while  in  other  cases  a  commisBios 
Mr.  Jialhltin* 


of  IS  per  cent  was  found  to  be  suffi- 
cient. 

Me.  DIXON  said,  he  had  given  notice 
of  aa  Amendment  raising  the  maximum 
allowance  to  50  per  cent  where  the  rate- 
able value  did  not  exceed  £5  a  year,  and 
to  33J  per  cent  where  it  was  above  £5  and 
did  not  exceed  £10.  If  the  power  were 
not  given  to  make  the  allowance  in  some 
cases  as  large  as  this,  the  landlords 
would  not  have  sufficient  inducement  to 
compound.  He  knew  that  this  was  the 
opinion  of  the  overseers  both  in  Man- 
chester and  Birmingham.  If  landlords 
were  forced  to  compoond  at  a  disad- 
vantage to  themselves,  they  would,  of 
course,  add  something  to  the  rent  in 
order  to  compensate  uiemselves.  Sup- 
posing that  his  proposal  was  even  too 
fovourable  to  the  landlord,  the  poor 
would  in  the  end  reap  the  benefit,  as  it 
would  stimulate  the  ouilding  of  small 


Mr.  VEENON  HAECOTJET  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  con- 
sent to  any  proposal  for  increasing  the 
amount  of  discount.  Experience  had 
shown  that  25  per  cent  was  quite  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  risk  of  coUection,  and 
anything  beyond  that  would  be  a  bribe 
to  the  owner.  If  either  of  the  proposals 
before  the  Committee  were  adopted  the 
colour  of  the  Bill  would  be  changed,  and 
it  would  become  a  Bill  in  the  interests 
of  the  owners,  not  of  the  occupiers  of 

firoperty.  It  would  operate  most  un- 
airly  on  those  who  occupied  their  own 
cottages — precisely  the  class  who  were 
most  deserving  of  encoiir^ement. 

Mit.  OOSCHEN  said,  that  if  hla 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Vernon 
Harcourt)  remembered  what  bad  passed 
that  evening  he  would  call  to  mind  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  and  others  had 
protested  against  the  injustice  done  to 
owners  of  property  by  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  evidently 
thought  that  the  chief  thing  which  the 
Government  ought  to  do  was  to  repeal 
the  rate-paying  clauses  of  the  Eetorm 
Act ;  but  to  do  so  would  be  to  bring  back 
the  8maU  Tenements  Act,  with  its  allow- 
ances of  50  per  cent,  and  the  local  al- 
lowances, amounting  sometimes  to  66 
per  cent.  The  25  per  cent  which  he  him- 
self proposed  ought  not  to  be  regarded 
as  a  bribe,  but  as  a  legitimate  allowance 
for  a  not  inconsiderable  risk.  The  al- 
lowance proposed  by  the  Bill  was  the 
lowest  ever  introdui»d  into  any  local  or 
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public  Act,  and  if  any  change  in  it  were 
made,  it  ought  to  be  rather  in  an  upward 
than  a  downward  directiou.  At  the 
same  time  he  thought  25  per  cent  wae 

enough,  and  if  any  increase  at  all  took 
place,  it  should  be  made  when  the  own- 
ers were  rated  not  under  an  agreement, 
but  under  compulsory  powers  given  to 
local  authorities.  He  objected  to  giving 
options  to  vestries  whether  this  or  tliat 
ulowance  should  be  granted ;  all  mai^ios 
were  mote  or  less  occasions  for  jobbery. 
Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  thought  25 
per  cent  a  fair  allowance.  He  belioTod 
an  increase  of  the  percentage  would  go 
exclusively  into  the  pockets  ofthe  owners. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  be  firm 
in  resisting  any  increase  of  Uie  maxi- 

Mr.  COEBANCE  said,  he  was  disap- 

g minted  at  hearing  the  hon.  Member  tor 
Idham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  say  that  25  per 
cent  was  enough.  They  were,  whilst 
restoring  to  one  class  rights  abrogated 
by  the  passing  of  the  Beform  Act,  pro- 
posing by  that  measure  to  take  away 
rights  belonging  to  another  class.  They' 
were  much  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  (the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board)  for  exposing  the  fallacies  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt).  It  was  evident 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  simple  as 
was  the  matter,  had  &iled  to  compre- 
hend it.  The  25  per  cent  was  given  to 
owners  in  case  they  were  unfortunate 
enough  to  have  their  houses  unlet  at 
times;  and  be  could  not  see  that  50  per 
cent  would  be  too  much,  as  the  vestries 
gave  that  of  their  own  accord,  and  surely 
they  knew  what  the  risk  was  worth,  and 
would  give  as  little  as  possible?  It  had 
been  confessed  that  l^e  Liberal  party 
owed  something  to  the  poorer  classes  of 
householders,  which  they  gave  them. 
Let  fiill  restitution  of  parochial  rights 
follow  tbe  gift. 

LoBD  HENLEY  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  hon-  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Dixon)  would  press  bia  Amendment, 
as  upon  the  success  of  that  Amend- 
ment he  (Lord  Henley)  believed  de- 
emded  the  satisfactory  working  of  the 
ill.  Unless  they  made  a  very  consi- 
derable reduction  there  would  be  no  in- 
ducement to  owners  of  low-rented  pro- 
perty to  undertake  payment.  He  wished 
as  much  as  possible  to  place  those  per- 
sons who  lived  in  small  tenements  in  as 
g>od  a  position  as  they  were  before  tbe 
Seform  Act  was  passed. 


Me.  CAAVLEY  said,  it  was  a  faUacy 
to  suppose  that  increasing  the  amount 
of  the  deductions  to  the  landlord  would 
act  injuriously  on  the  occupier.  Eent 
was  really  regulated  by  supply  and  de- 
mand, and  the  owners  of  cottages  would 
always  get  as  much  as  they  could  &om 
the  tenant  in  the  shape  of  rent.  It  was 
not  the  occupier  who  would  get  the  be- 
nefit of  the  deduction,  but  the  owaer, 
and  it  was  not  right  to  encourage  too 
large  deductions.  He  thought  25  per 
cent  quite  sufficient. 

Mr.  HATHBONE  said,  he  could  not 
withdraw  his  Amendment.  '  He  was 
convinced  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Dixon)  was  quite  right 
when  he  said  that  a  large  part  of  these 
rat«8  fell  upon  the  occupiers.  When 
they  were  about  to  remove  these  burdens 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  poor  occupiers, 
they  should  do  the  thing  handsomely. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  in  his  opinion 

at  an  allowance  of  25  per  cent  was 
quite  sufficient. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  be  guided  entirely  by 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  in  this 
matter.  Still,  he  should  endeavour  to 
persuade  the  Committee  to  resist  any- 
thing like  an  immoderate  reduction  from 
the  rates  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlords. 
He  might,  however,  observe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  had  intimated  his 
willingness  to  introduce  a  clause  giving 
the  parish  authorities  power  to  enforce 
composition  upon  the  owners  of  small 
tenements,  and  in  that  case  it  was  but 
reasonable  that  a  lai«e  percentage 
should  be  allowed  the  landlord.  The 
imittee  was  now  dealing  with  volun- 
tary composition.  In  the  event  of  the 
deductions  being  found  too  small  after  a 
trial,  it  would  be  easy  to  ask  the  House 

increase  them,  whereas  if  they  were 

w  made  too  large  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  reduce  %em  on  a  subsequent 
occasion.  It  was,  therefore,  upon  sound 
principles  of  political  economy  that  he 
asked  the  Committee  to  support  the 
clause  as  it  stood. 

Ma.  MUNTZ  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Eathbone)  would  divide  the  Committee, 
because  he  could  not  at  all  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  ttie  Treasury.     The 

Srineiple  had  been  recognized  that  some 
eductions  should  be  allowed,  and  ho 
had  been  assured  by  competent  authori- 
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ties  that  nothing  less  than  33|  per  cent 
would  induce  the  landlords  to  compound. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  &om  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Vernon 
Harcourt)  a  condemnation  of  the  system 
of  composition.  Since,  however,  the 
House  had  adopted  that  systeni  he 
was  glad  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTem- 
meiit  were  going  to  stand  finn  at  the  25 
per  cent  deduction.  That  would  not  be 
the  only  allowance  that  the  owners  of 
this  class  of  property  would  obtain,  be- 
cause, under  the  Yaluation  of  Property 
Bill  about  to  be  considered,  they  would 
get  about  as  much  again.  It  was  not 
surprising  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone)  and  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Dixon)  should  support  Amend- 
ments like  that  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, because  nothing  could  be  more 
profligate  than  the  eompoimding  system 
adopted  in  those  boroughs  before  the 
Belonn  Act.  Actually,  in  a  rate  of  2«. 
in  the  pound  at  Birmingham  the  owners 
of  compounding  property  were  allowed 
the  sum  of  £12,700. 

Ma.  EYLANDS  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  ought  to  be  considered 
in  relation  to  its  exact  terms,  and  not  in 
relation  to  the  suggestion  of  the  ton. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Dison). 
They  should  offer  to  the  owners  of  cot- 
tage property  such  a  fair  allowance  as 
would  induce  them  voluntarily  to  accept 
the  arrangement  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
without  the  necessity  of  being  brought 
under  the  action  of  a  compulsory  clause. 
He  could  say  from  practical  experience, 
in  the  borough  he  represented  (War- 
rington), that  the  33}  per  cent  proposed 
would  only  be  a  sufficient  allowance,  and 
that  less  would  not  be  considered  fair  by 
owners  in  that  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  M'AETHUR  said,  he  could  not 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  but  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool.  He  represented 
a  borough  which  was  much  affected  by 
this  question.  He  believed  that  25  per 
cent  would  not  be  sufficient  in  the 
borough  of  Lambeth,  where  a  large 
number  of  houses  were  empty,  and  where 
many  owners  were  paying  the  rates  for 
houses  for  which  they  could  not  obtain 
the  rents. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words 
'  twenty-five '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  dicidtd: — Ayes    213; 
Noes  26  :  Majority  187. 
Mr.  Munti 


SiH  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  rose  io  move  that  £12  be  substituted 
for  £20,  the  sum  named  in  the  clause. 
Few  Members  of  the  House,  he  appre- 
hended, would  wish  to  extend  tbe  opera- 
tion of  this  clause  beyond  what  was 
actually  necessary,  and  he  thought  he 
could  show  that  the  limit  of  £20  was 
higher  than  was  needed  in  the  metro- 
pouB ;  for  the  Committee  must  remem- 
ber that  that  sum  referred  to  rateable 
value.  Under  the  Valuation  of  Pro- 
perty Bill  deductions  might  be  allowed 
in  the  case  of  a  house  of  £50  rental  of 
20  per  cent  for  repairs  and  insurance,  of 
20  per  cent  because  the  owner  paid  the 
rates  and  taxes  instead  of  the  occupier, 
and  of  20  per  cent  because  the  house  waa 
let  to  weekly  tenants,  or  to  tenanta 
hiring  for  periods  less  than  three  months. 
Thus  there  woidd  be  a  deduction  of  no 
less  than  60  per  cent  from  the  gross  esti- 
mated rental,  so  that  a  house  let  at  £50 
a  year  would  be  reduced  to  a  rateable 
value  of  £20,  and  come  under  the  ope- 
ration of  this  clause.  Now,  the  occupiers 
of  houses  of  £50  per  annum  were  not  the 
class  of  persons  who  ought  to  be  relieved 
by  this  Bill.  Many  of  the  local  Acta  of 
the  metropolis  fixed  the  limit  of  com- 
position at  &om  £  1 4  to  £20  annual  value, 
and  the  consequence  waa  that  a  great 
deal  of  property  had  been  unfairly  re- 
lieved imder  those  Acts.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  the  least  need  for  the  proposed 
high  limit  as  far  as  the  metropUs  was 
concerned ;  but  if  there  were,  surely 
large  provincial  towns,  such  as  liver- 

f)ol,  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  other 
arhamentary  boroughs,  having  a  popu- 
lation of  over  200,000  inhabitants,  ought 
to  enjoy  the  same  advantages.  Hobeheved 
that  the  limit  fixed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  too  high,  andif  £12,  as 
proposed  by  him,  was  considered  too  low, 
some  figure  between  the  two  might  ad- 
vantageously be  adopted.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet concluded  by  moving  in  line  10  to 
leave  out  "twenty"  and  insert  "twelve." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  was,  he 
believed,  almost  a  unanimous  opinion  in 
the  metropolis  in  favour  of  a  £20  limit. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  rents,  especiaUy 
of  the  dwellings  of  the  working  classes 
in  London,  were  much  higher  man  they 
were  in  other  parts  of  the  country,  the 
rents  even  of  Liverpool  bearing  no  com- 
parison in  this  respect.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  sanc- 
tion the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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6in  MIGHAfL  HIGKB-BEACH  oud, 
he  rose  to  more  in  line  1 1  to  leavo  out 
"ten"  and  insert  "  sis."  The  faot  was 
that,  Qving  to  deduMionB  of  IS  per  cent 
£»  repairs,  20  per  cent  on  acooimt  of  the 
home  being  let  to  ireeklr  tenantB,  and 
30  per  oent  for  the  ratee  being;  paid  by 
the  landlord  instead  of  the  occupier,  a 
hooN  of  £6  rateable  valoe  would  in 
reality  bo  a  house  of  £13  rental.  Not 
only,  therefore,  was  that  limit  suffloienQy 
high,  but  he  believed  it  was  all  that  waa 
needed  by  the  conutry.  He  trusted 
that  the  Conunitt«e  woiud  assent  to  the 
Amendment. 

Ms.  BATHSOKE  said,  the  effect  of 
the  bon.  Baronet's  (Sir  Michael  Hicke- 
Beach's)  Amendment  would  be  to  except 
the  town  which  he  repreeented  £rom  the 
benefit  of  the  Act.  He  would  suggest 
that  diere  shmld  be  three  limits— £20 
for  London,  £13  for  towns  with  more 
than  200,000  inhabitants,  and  in  other 
towns  £10. 

Ma.  HIBBERT  said,  he  thouffbt  there 
diould  be  a  higher  limit  than  &at  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet  in  the  case 
of  towns  with  a  larger  population  than 
300,000. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  that  this  was  a 
matter  upon  which  the  GaTomment  were 
perfectly  prepared  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  Committee,  who,  he  believed,  were 
rath^  in  favour  of  reducing  the  limit 
fixed  by  the  clause.  London  and  liver- 
pool  were  exceptional  cases.  He  was 
lufcwiaed  that  in  the  case  of  Uaiichester 
aad  Birmingham  the  figure  S  would  be 
renrded  aa  eatie&ctonr. 

Mb.  DIXON  said,  the  limit  ought  not 
te  be  fixed  at  less  than  £8  for  Bir- 
mingham, but  he  thought  £10  a  better 
figure. 

Mb.  CA10>LISH  suggested  that  the 
amount  should  be  £16  in  London  and 
SA  in  the  country. 

Ms.  COLLINS  said,  he  believed  that 
that  limit  would  eive  general  satisfao* ' 
tion.  He  beheved  the  House  had  got  < 
into  difficulty  by  fixing  the  amount  lor  i 
tike  metropoha  too  high. 

Ma.  GHADWICK  said,  he  hoped  ^e 
dause  would  be  allowed  to  stand  aa  it 
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Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BIIACH 
withdrew  his  Amendment  of  £6,  and 
moved  instead  to  insert  £8. 

Mn.  SATHBON£  gave  notice  that  on 
the  Beport  he  should  move  to  escffpt 
Liverpool  &om  tiie  £8  limit,  and  to  fix 
the  amount  at  £19  in  that  case. 

Mr.  OOBCKEN  said,  he  thought  it 
was  impossible  to  legislate  for  every 
particular  place  ;  bnt  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  place  Liverpool  in  the  same 
position  as  the  metrqpohs. 

Clause  3,  as  amended,  agraed  to. 

House  retumtd. 

Committee  report  ProgresB;  to  sit 
again  upon  TItartday. 

ABYSSINIAN   WAE. 
KOUINATIOtI  OF  SELEOT  OOMIOTTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Abyssinian  War  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members." — (2fr.  Candliah.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawion.) 

Motios,  by  leave,  mthdr*Kn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Mr.  Baxter  nominated  one  of  tiie 
Members  of  the  said  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, ' '  That 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee." 

The  House  divided .- — Ayes  26 ;  Noes 
5:  Majority  21. 

And  Forty  Members  not  being  pre- 
sent— 


Mb.  p.  W.  MABTIN  said,  he  thought 
£8  would giveperfect  satisfaction. 

Ma.  GOSCflEN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  retain  the  £10  limit 

fcr  a>.»™>ttj.  u  ptao..  ,i„ii  ™  I  cn,;isj.;:r;z'.';s, 

too  high  the  overseers  would  aot  put  up  |  ntrd  AwtKnj— Dminsga  and  impi 
■      "'"  I      Un<li<IrelDndJSi 
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the  composition  to  £10. 
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POOR  IN  ENGLAND  AND  WALES. 

ADOBEaa  FOE  A  COHUtBBION. 

The  MAsauBBg  of  TOWNSHEND 
TOBe  to  move  an  AddresB  to  Her  Majesty 
for  iho  issue  of  a  Boyal  Commiesion  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  LawB  for  the  Relief 
the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales.  ] 
thought  the  necessity  for  some  alteration 
in  the  present  law  was  too  manifest  to 
require  much  argument.  Much  had 
nndoubtedly  been  done  by  the  Poor 
Law  Act  of  1834,  but  a  great  deal  still 
remained  to  be  done.  Instances  of  mal- 
administration were  daily  brought  under 
public  notice  and  Social  Science  Con- 
CTeaseshad  discussed  the  subject,  declar- 
ing that  reform  was  very  ui^ently 
needed  ;  that  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
satiafiictory  than  the  present  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law ;  that  vast  Bums 
were  spent  in  the  relief  of  undeserving 
persons,  while  much  real  distress  was 
unrelieved.  The  law  professed  to  secure 
food,  clothing,  and  shelter  to  all  ' 
tresa;  yet  the  streets  were  infested  by 
beggars,  and  the  feelings  of  the  public 
were  frequently  harrowed  by  tales  which 
wore  often  too  true,  of  deaths  from  cold 
and  starvation.  A  foreigner  bearing 
these  things  must  be  astonished  to  find 
what  a  mass  of  misery  and  want  was 
unattended  to  in  a  country  which  boasted 
of  its  high  civilization.  He  understood 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
opposed  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission, and  he  regretted  that  they  had 
come  to  such  a  decision.  His  opi- 
nion was  that  no  Bill  that  could  be  intro- 
duced on  the  subject  would  prove  ade- 
quate to  remedy  the  evils  complained  of, 
nnlesa  it  was  precoeded  by  a  full  and 
ample  investigation  by  a  Royal  Com- 
miasion.  Taking  into  account  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  distreas  which  prevails  I  late  been  graduaJly  increasing.  Now, 
and  the  number  of  years  during  which   I  do  not  consider  that  a  very  grave  of- 


late  years  on  the  subject  of  paaperism 
and  the  action  of  the  Poor  Laws.  Com- 
mittees sat  upon  the  queetioa  in  the 
years  18G1  and  1665;  the  facta  of  the 
case  had  been  exhausted.  The  facts 
that  these  inquiries  had  elicited  were 
before  the  public,  and  the  very  anxiety 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  there  should 
be  prompt  action  on  the  subject  was  ono 
of  the  strongest  arguments  uiat  could  be 
adduced  against  going  over  the  whole 
investigation  again,  aa  would  be  tha 
case  were  the  Commission  appointed. 
It  was  really  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, assisted  by  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, to  deal  with  the  question,  in- 
stead of  referring  it  to  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, which  would  merely  accumu- 
late facts  already  well  known. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  v>itk- 
drawn. 

FAKLIAMENT-ORDBR  IN  THE  nODSE. 

OBBEBVATIOMS. 

LoKD  ROMILLY :  I  venture  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  a  circum> 
stance  which  must  already  have  pre- 
sented itself  to  your  notice — namely,  the 
applause  which  during  a  recent  debat« 
proceeded  fr^m  the  Strangers'  Gallery. 
lOur  Lordships  are  aware  that  there  is  a 
Gallery  allotted  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
Press,  and  another  at  5ie  back  of  it  ap- 
propriated to  strangers ;  and  it  is  to  the 
latter  I  am  referring.  Now,  if  the  ex- 
pression of  approbation  which  occurred 
last  week  had  been  a  casual  and  solitary 
case  I  should  have  taken  no  notice  of  it ; 
but  those  of  your  Lordships  who  have 
paid  attention  to  the  subject  cannot  fail 
to  have  remarked  that  tiie  practice  of 
applauding  speeches  in  which  a  particu- 
lar interest  is  taken  has  been  exliibited 
during  the  entire  Session,   and  has  of 


things  had  been   : 


condition,  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  take  upon  themselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  some  action  similar  to 
what  he  had  suggested. 

Movtd.  Tbnt  an  humbls  Addregi  ba  presented 
to  Her  Mnje»Ij,  prnjinj  Ihal  Her  Mnjeilj  will 
be  gn-icloutlj  pleased  lo  itauo  n  Royil  Commioion 
to  Inquirs  into  Ih«  opsmlion  and  adminialmlion 
of  the  I.n»9  <br  llie  lUJief  of  tha  Poor  in  EnsUnd 
snd  Walci.— (7Ai  Maripxttt  Tovmthtnd.) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  begged  to  re- 
mind the  noble  Marquees  that  full  and 
frequent  inquiries  had  taken  place  of 


satisfactory  |  fence — far  from  it.     I  should  be  the  last 


to  visit  with  severe  reprehension  those 
who  applauded  the  touching  peroration 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  by  stamping  with  the  feet,  or  , 
those  who  clapped  their  bands  at  the 
somewhat  more  elaborate  and  laboured 
peroration  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns) ;  bnt  what  I  wish 
to  do  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  consequences  which  must  flow 
from  such  maidfestations  unless  they  are 
checked — and  they  cannot  be  checked 
at  all  uideas  in  their  infancy.    I  may  re- 
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mind  yo)iT  Lordships  of  a  very  hackneyed 
piece  of  history — an  incident  of  the  first 
French  Eevolution,  Tour  Lordships 
■will  remher  that  the  persons  present  in 
the  GaUeries  during  tne  sittings  of  the 
National  Assembly  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  diecussions,  and  there  gradually 
grew  up  a  sympathy  between  the  oc- 
oupants  of  the  Galleries  and  some  of  the 
orators,  which  eventually  came  to  over- 
awe the  Assembly.  Sometimes  the  senti- 
ments and  sympathies  of  the  Assembly 
were  not  in  accordance  with  those  of  the 
Gallery  —  on  one  occasion  indeed,  a 
speaker  remarked  that  though  the  As- 
sembly did  not  sympathize  with  him, 
the  public  did  —  and  the  Gallery,  in 
point  of  fact,  was  used  for  the  purpose 
ofoverawing  the  Assembly.  Now,  unless 
this  practice  ie  stopped  in  the  outset  it 
will  acquire  such  a  head,  that  your 
Lordships  will  in  the  end  be  unable  to 
check  it.  This  becomes  the  more  neces' 
sary,  since  it  has  been  stated  to  be  very 
desirable  to  bring  your  Lordships'  House 
more  into  accordance  with  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  public,  and  to  make 
it  an  Assembly  in  which  the  public  will 
take  greater  interest  than  they  have 
hitherto  done.  It  is  therefore  of  th« 
utmost  importance  that  your  Lordship;, 
should  not  allow  any  interference  on  the 
part  of  strangers  in  the  direction  of  over- 
awing or  in  any  way  affecting  the  ex- 
pression of  opinion  of  your  Lordships.  1 
need  not  point  out,  too,  how  inconsistent 
such  practices  are  with  the  dignity  of 

SuT  Lordships'  House.  When  I  was  a 
ember  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
rule,  1  believe,  was  that  if  the  person 
making  a  demonstration  could  be  dis- 
tinguished he  was  removed  &om  the 
O^ery,  and  that  if  ho  could  not  be 
distinguished  the  Gallery  was  cleared. 
That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  only  course 
which  can  be  pursued.  I  think  that  if 
a  notice  stating  the  rule  of  the  House, 
and  that  it  wiB  be  rigidly  enforced,  were 
put  up  at  the  entrance  to  the  Gallery, 
it  would  probably  prevent  any  further 
trouble.  I  owe  some  apology  for  having 
brought  the  subject  before  your  Lord- 
ahips,  but  it  is  one  on  which  I  feel  veiy 
strongly. 

KvHL  GBANVILLE  :  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
for  having  brought  forward  this  subject, 
which  is  one  certainly  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  I  was  not  aware, 
until  my  noble  Friend  mentioned  it,  that 


n  tha  Route. 


occurrence ;  I  am  aware,  of  course,  that, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  they  had  pre- 
vailed during  the  course  of  me  delmtea 
of  last  week — and,  perhaps,  I  am  myself 
culpable  in  not  having  taken  more  notice 
of  it.  Lideed,  on  rising  after  the  able 
speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Cairns),  I  was  asked  to  move  that 
the  Gallery  be  cleared,  in  consequence 
of  the  cheers  which  followed  the  nobis 
and  learned  Lord's  peroration.  I  hesi- 
tated, however,  to  take  that  course,  for 
I  felt  that  probably  the  great  majority 
of  the  persons  in  the  OaUery  on  that 
particular  occasion  were  from  a  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  where  the  people 
are  supposed  to  be  peculiarly  impulsive ; 
doubtless,  also,  many  of  the  old  consti- 
tuents of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
there,  and  having  hesjd  their  own 
thoughts  better  expressed  by  one  of  their 
own  countrymen  than  they  had  ever 
been  able  to  express  them  themselves, 
the  temptation  to  cheer  was  irresistible. 
I  thougnt  it  better,  therefore,  to  make 
no  remark,  though  the  cheers  somewhat 
interrupted  the  observations  which  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  make.  Before  sitting  down 
I  may  also  add  that  I  was  asked  to  call 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  a  very  dis- 
tinguished and  eminent  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  standing  on  the 
steps  of  the  Throne,  who  was  alternately 
cheering  and  groaning  at  passages  <»f 
speeches  to  which  he  assented  or  dis- 
sented. I  re&ained  in  that  case  also 
from  taking  uiy  public  step ;  but  I  sent 
a  private  message  to  him  tbat  die  ob- 
servation  had  been  made,  and,  as  it  is 
an  ill  wind  which  blows  nobody  good,  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  I  received  a 
charming  letter,  together  with  the  pre- 
sent of  a  book  which  animadverted  on 
the  speeches  delivered  on  the  great  de- 
bate of  last  year,  and  which  I  always 
retain  as  a  memorial  of  these  debates. 
I  quite  agree  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  these  demonstrations  in  the 
Strangers*  Gallery  ought  to  be  put  a  stop 
to.  Tlie  plan  he  has  suggested  seems 
to  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  adopted.  I  think 
also  that  the  officers  who  are  chained 
with  the  preservation  of  order  in  the 
House  should  receive  strict  iujunctionB 
to  see  that  no  infringement  of  the  rules 
of  the  House  is  allowed. 

Loan  CAIENS  said,  he  quite  agreed 

that  the  practice  referred  to  was  a  very 

irregidar  one,  and  ought  not  to  be  con- 

thesemanifeatationehadbeenoffrequentj  tinned.    He  could  not,  however,  agree 
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with  the  Doble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
EomiUy)  that  there  was  any  intentiofl 
of  orerawin^  their  Lordahipa  on  the  part 
of  the  strangers  in  the  OaUery  who  had 
applauded  a  particular  speech.  [Lord 
EoMiLLY  said  he  had  not  said  ao-T  He 
understood  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
to  aay,  that  if  the  custom  were  not  put 
down  at  the  tommencement  it  might  in 
time  assume  dimensionB  which  might 
lead  to  their  Lordshipe  being  oTerawed. 
He  (Lord  Cairns)  did  not  think  there 
had  been  any  intention  on  the  part  of 
tiie  strangers,  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion, to  overawe  their  Lordships.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  pointed 
out  how,  in  one  memorable  instance, 
the  custom  had  assisted  very  materially 
in  bringing  about  a  revolution.  That 
was  certainly  a  precedent  of  very  evil 
onen,  when  many  people  thought  that 
the  course  they  were  taking  in  regard 
to  the  Irish  Church  amounted  to  a  re- 
volution. The  noble  Earl  seemed  to 
have  ascertained  the  nationality  of  those 
from  whom  the  manifestations  proceeded : 
but  he  (Lord  Cairns)  was  ratier  dis- 
posed to  regard  them  as  an  example  o1 
that  quality  which  had  been  so  recently 
commended  in  that  House — nam8ly,that 
feeling  of  John  BulHsm  which  was  al- 
ways sure  to  make  its  innate  ideas  and 
convictions  known,  without  reference  to 
the  suitability  of  the  place  or  time,  or 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  ex- 


The  Eaul  of  LONGFORD  said, 
there  were  some  points  connected  with 
the  regulations  for  the  admission  of 
strangers  and  their  location  here  which, 
as  well  as  their  conduct,  it  might  be 
desirable  to  refer  to  a  Committee.  But 
while  they  were  discussing  the  question 
how  stxanKers  were  to  be  made  more 
tumformable  to  rul«  noble  Lords  them- 
eelves  should  be  careful  to  inform  th«n- 
ealves  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  and 
conform  to  them  in  all  cases.  He  noticed 
a  right  rev.  Prelate  last  week  who  in- 
vited  three  strangers  to  take  their  place 
on  the  steps  of  the  Throne. 

The  Eabl  of  OAENABVON  said, 
their  Lordships  were  much  indebted 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
luomilly)  for  having  called  attention  to 
this  matter.  He  could  hOrdly  suppose 
that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  revolu- 
tion, or  that  such  catastrophes  as  those 
which  occurred  in  France  were  impend- 
ing ;  but  there  was  no  doubt  that  much 
mischief  might  arise  &om  allowing  this 
Lord  Cairtu 


practice  to  continue,  and  that  steps 
ought  to  be  taken  to  stop  it.  AUow- 
BJice  should,  no  doubt,  nowever,  be 
made  for  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  occasion ;  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  from  his  cognizance  of  legal  pro- 
ceedings, must  be  aware  that  there  were 
occasions  when  the  rule  of  silence  which 
was  so  etringently  laid  down  in  the 
courts  of  law  and  justice  could  not  b« 
altogether  enforced  even  by  the  most 
resolute  Judge.  There  was  another  in- 
convenience from  which  their  Lordships 
frequently  suffered — the  hum  of  conver- 
sation wMeh  was  constantly  kept  up  be- 
low the  Bar.  The  noble  Earl  who  usually 
spoke  from  the  cross-Benches  (Eail  Grey) 
was  on  one  occasion,  indeed,  so  lDt«r- 
rupted  that  he  was  obliged  to  break  off 
and  remonstrate ;  and  in  the  Committae 
which  sat  last  year  to  consider  the 
arrangements  of  the  House,  of  which 
he  (the  Ewl  of  Carnarvon)  was  Chair- 
man, he  drew  special  attention  to  the 
fact  that  their  discoBsume  were  con- 
stantly interrupted,  though  unconsciouely 
and  unintentionally,  by  the  hum  of  con- 
versation below  tiis  Bax.  That  arose 
from  the  lai^  space  so  set  apurt,  and 
partly  from  the  practice  of  Peers,  Mem- 
Ders  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
sfrangers  collecting  there  and  discussing 
public  matters.  The  suggestion  of  the 
Select  Committee  wae  &at  the  ofi&cera 
of  the  House  should  have  orders  to  en- 
force dience,  and  this  should  be  done 
both  in  the  Qallery  and  below  the  Bar. 
In  fact  it  was  their  duty  to  do  so.  The 
space  below  the  Bar  was  a  serious  evil ; 
and  he  should  aak  permission  later  in  the 
Session  to  call  attention  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  iterations,  which, 
though  slight,  would,  he  thought,  be  of 
great  advantage. 

The  Mamttess  of  SALISBDBT  said, 
he  desired  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of 
the  persons  below  the  Bar.  He  did  not 
think  they  were  the  greatest  interrup- 
tion in  their  debates.  It  speared  to 
him  that  the  hum  of  conversation  (A 
which  they  complained  proceeded  quite 
as  frequentiy  from  those  within  the 
House  as  from  those  without.  He  re- 
membered, indeed,  that  when  he  was 
comparatively  new  to  the  House,  he  waa 
astonished  to  find  that,  while  one  Cabi- 
net Minister  was  making  a  speech,  two 
other  Cabinet  Ministers  were  talking  in 
no  loud  a  tone  that  be  could  not  hear 
him,    though  sitting  opposite  to  him. 
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The  practical  suggestion  he  would  ven- 
ture to  make  was  that  their  Lordships 
should  abate  sometluDg  of  that  jealousy 
which  they  had  always  mauifeBted  wilji 
regard  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack,  and  should  place  in 
his  hands  the  power  of  keeping  order, 
not  only  in  the  Gallery  and  bdow  the 
Bar,  but  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House.  They  need  not  fear,  he  be- 
lieved, that  such  a  measure  would  lead 
to  any  real  curtailment  of  their  privi- 
leges, for  they  would  always  be  able 
to  prevent  a  tyrannical  Lord  Chancellor 
from  abusing  his  powers. 

The  Earl  of  CaRNAEVON  eaid,  he 
would  remind  his  noble  Friend  that  he 
(the  Marquess  of  SaHsbury)  had  him- 
self moved  a  Eesolutiou  in  the  Select 
Committee  with  reference  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack ;  but 
the  feeling  was  that  any  such  authority 
should  not  be  exercised  by  a  Member  of 
the  House  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  by  an  officer  appointed  by  the 
House,  irrespectire  of  political  consi- 
derations. 

The  Eakl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
the  noble  Marquess  had  hit  the  right 
nail  on  the  head  when  he  said  that  the 
noise  by  which  their  debates  were  some- 
times interrupted  proceeded  much  more 
&equentiy  irom  the  interior  of  the  House 
than  &om  the  external  portion  of  it.  The 
fact  was,  that  whenever  a  speech  was 
worth  hearing  there  was  always  a  dead 
silence  in  the  House  —  and  tnere  could 
be  no  better  proof  of  that  than  the  way 
in  which  the  important  debate  of  last 
week  was  conducted,  for  every  speaker 
was  listened  to  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible attention.  It  was  only  when  the 
orators  were  themselves  not  very  audible, 
or  when  the  subject  was  not  very  in- 
teresting, that  private  conversation  went 
on.  The  noble  Marquess  bad  suggested 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  should  be  the  eu»to*  of  our 
manners  and  proceedings.  No  one,  I 
think,  could  be  more  fitted  to  the  task 
than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
at  present  occupied  the  Woolsack ;  but 
he  (the  Earl  of  Mslmesbury)  hoped  that 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  go  fiir- 
ther  and  require  -that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor should  be  invested  with  more  than 
the  usual  formal  powers — that  he  would 
not,  for  instance,  furnish  him  with  a 
bell,  to  ring  whenever  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships were  out  of  order. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  he 
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thought  the  House  was  generally  speak- 
ing, exceedingly  attentive,  and  tnere  was 
not  much  conversation,  when  the  subject 
under  discussion  was  one  of  interest. 
He  feared,  however,  that  the  noble  and 
leamedLord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  would 
find  it  extremely  difficult,  as  was  tiie  case 
with  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  preserve  order  in  cases  where 
the  subject  was  one  about  which  half 


(Lord  Eonully)  that  what  occurred  the 
other  night  was  an  abuse ;  and  he  was 
told  that  it  bad  happened  on  three  <a 
four  occasions.  It  was  therefore  tame 
that  they  should  act  on  the  principle  of 
ohita  prmeipiis,  and  should  take  some 
such  measure  as  that  suggested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  It  was  true 
that  in  courts  of  law  the  silence  which 
ought  to  be  preserved  was  sometime 
transgressed ;  but  this  always  met  with 
censure  from  the  Judge ;  and  so  in  their 
Lordships'  House  notice  ought  to  be  im- 
mediatdy  taken  of  any  interruption. 
The  officers  of  the  House  should  be  di- 
rected to  take  notice  of  any  person  who 
oommitted  a  breach  of  order ;  and,  in  ex- 
treme cases,  they  might  resort  to  the 
clearing  of  the  Gallery — though  that  had 
very  scddom  been  done  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  should  not  be  lightiy 
resorted  to. 

Easl  STANHOPE  said,  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Eomilly),  or  the  Government, 
would  follow  up  this  conversation  by 
proposing  a  Standing  Order  for  intrust- 
mg  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
'^tolsBck  with  the  dutv  of  maintaining 
order  in  the  House.  It  was  obvious, 
however,  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  could  not  properly  discharge  some 
of  the  functions  of  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  could  not,  for 
example,  decide  what  particular  Peer 
should  address  their  Lordships,  for  he 
himself  took  part  in  the  debates ;  whereas 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  excluded  from  so  doing.  He  might, 
however,  very  properly  Sscharge  the 
Amotion  of  seeing  that  order  was  pre- 
served, and  no  one  could  doubt  that  it 
would  be  most  satisfactorily  discharged 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  pre- 
sent occupying  the  Woolsack. 

Lord  TAIINTON  said,  their  Lord- 
ships should  bear  in  mind  that  the  situ- 
ation of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  was  very  different  from 
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that  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Cknnmons.  The  latter  was  chosen  by 
the  House  itself,  took  no  part  in  the  de- 
bates or  in  party  politics,  and  was,  there- 
fore, always  an  unsuspected  authority, 
who  could  regulate  Uie  proceedings  of 
the  House  with  the  strictest  impartiality. 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  appointed  by  and  was  a  Member  of 
the  Govemment  of  the  day,  and  was  not 
removed  beyond  the  sphere  of  party 
politics,  and  if  he  were  required  to  regu- 
late the  order  of  their  debates,  he  would 
often  be  placed  in  a  very  inTidious  posi- 
tion. No  doubt  all  their  Lordships 
would  hare  the  fullest  confidence  in  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  at  present 
filled  that  position,  but  it  was  necessary 
that  the  question  should  be  considered  in 
a  much  more  general  manner.  License 
might  be  taken  by  speakers  as  well  as 
by  nearers ;  and  when  a  Member  who 
did  not  address  the  House  with  any  great 
acceptance  was  not  very  interestmg,  or 
spoke  at  greater  length  than  was  neces- 
sary, a  discipline  was  necessarily  exer- 
cised. Lideed,  the  sittings  of  a  public 
body  would  be  intolerable  if  there  were 
not  means  of  showing  a  speaker — though 
it  might  be  in  a  rather  unpleasant  man- 
ner— that  it  was  not  inclined  to  listen  fo 
him  ;  and  if  the  slightest  whisper  or 
conversation  was  repressed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  with 
judicial  authority,  it  would  not  be  for 
the  convenience  or  advantage  of  the 
House.  Unless  the  evil  was  much 
greater  than  he  believed  it  to  be,  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  see  the  duty  of 
keeping  order  intrusted  td  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  With 
regard  to  the  Gallery,  it  was  quite  right 
that  decorum  should  be  maintained,  and 
that  such  displays  of  feeling  as  they  had 
witnessed  last  week  should  be  at  once 
suppressed.  At  the  same  time  he  did 
not  think  they  were  very  terrible,  or  that 
they  were  likely  to  lead  to  an  invasion 
of  the  House  by  fishwomen  and  others 
like  those  who  overawed  the  Assembly 
of  revolutionary  France. 

Lord  EEDESDALE  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who  last 
spoke  (Lord  Taunton)  as  to  the  unde- 
sirability  of  giving  any  such  authority 
over  their  debates  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  Their 
Lordships  must  remember  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  frequently  the  junior 
Member  of  the  House,  and  it  would  con- 
sequently be  most  painful  for  him  to 
iMtd  TauHtoH 


begin  his  duties  by  having  to  caU  other 
Peers  to  order.  Moreover,  he  was  al- 
ways connected  with  the  Government  of 
the  day — frequently  a  prominent  Mem- 
ber of  the  Aiuninistration — and  his  first 
appearance  on  the  Woolsack  was  neces- 
sanly  in  connection  with  a  change  of 
Govemment.  These  considerations  were 
sufficient  to  diow  how  difBoult  it  would 
be  for  him  to  keep  order  in  times  of 

Solitical  excitement.  Much,  too,  would 
epend  on  individual  character.  All 
must  admit  the  courtesy  and  discretion 
of  the  present  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  he 
had  known  Lord  Chancellors  whose 
exercise  of  authority  would  have  been 
resented  in  the  strongest  possible  man- 
ner ;  and  he  feared  that  might  at  some 
time  occur  which  would  lead  to  most 
unpleasant  circumstances  if  their  Lord- 
ships were  in  any  way  to  alter  the  custom 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  the  main- 
tenance of  order.  He  remembered  a 
time  when  certain  noble  Lords  paid 
special  attention  to  the  order  of  tueir 
proceedings,  and  were  always  ready  to 
interpose  their  cry  of  "  Order  "  when- 
ever they  observed  any  infraction  of 
their  rules.  This  interference  proved 
very  effectual  in  enforcing  regularity. 
There  did  not,  unfortunately,  seem  to  be 
any  Peers  at  the  present  moment  who 
cared  to  undertake  that  duty. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  all  their 
Lordships  had  the  power  of  enforcing 
order,  and  all  ought  to  contribute  indi- 
vidually to  the  maintenance  of  order 
during  their  debates ;  but  there  was  an- 
other Member  besides  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor who  had  not  yet  been  named,  and 
who  might  in  a  peculiar  maimer  be 
entrusted  with  that  duty,  and  that  waa 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
their  Lordships  would  allow  hJTn  to  say 
that  he  agreed  so  entirely  with  eveiy 
observation  that  had  fallen  fr«m  th« 
Chairman  of  their  Lordships'  Commit- 
tees that  it  was  scarcely  necessary  for 
him  to  add  anything  to  what  had  been 
said ;  but  in  three  sentences  he  would 
state  why  it  was  their  Lordships  ought 
not  to  introduce  any  such  change  as  bad 
been  s^geated  with '  reference  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  There  were  three 
remarkable  distinctions  between  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  Peer  who  occupied  the  Woolsack, 
which  distinctions  bad  a  bearing  on  the 
cheerful  obedience  which    wa«  paid  to 
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the  Speaker  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
feeling  which  was  entertained  with  re- 
spect to  the  authority  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor on  the  other.  First,  the  Speaker 
wae  chosen  by  those  who  wished  to  select 
him  for  the  ofiBce;  secondly,  he  was 
chosen  from  among  Members  distin- 
guished by  their  long  acquaintance  with 
UQ  business  of  the  House,  and  to  whose 
decisionB  on  points  of  Order  or  calls  to 
Order  implicit  deference  was  therefore 
paid;  and,  thirdly,  he  could  not  be  a 
partizan,  had  no  opportunity  of  speaking 
except  in  Committee,  and  was  generally 
supposed  to  be  a  person  free  &om  the 
tnunmels  of  party.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
was  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  these 
particulars,  and  it  therefore  seemed  to 
him  that  great  inconvenience  might  be 
expected  to  arise  from  placing  hiii 
the  invidious  position  of  regulato 
their  Lardshipr  deliberations. 

Eari:  BEAtrCHAMP  pointed  out  that 
the  conversation  had  dnited  away  from 
the  original  subject-^that  of  the  conduct 
of  strangers  in  the  Oalleiy.  He  would 
not  take  up  theb  Lordships'  time  by 
going  into  the  graver  question  of  main- 
taining order  among  themselves  —  but 
they  ought  not  to  loose  sight  of  the  veiy 
grave  question  which  wasm.volved  in  the 
conduct  of  strangers  in  the  Gallery.  He 
rose  to  confirm  what  had  been  said  with 
regard  to  the  great  irregularity  commit- 
ted in  admitting  strangers  to  the  steps 
of  the  Throne  during  the  debates  of  last 
week.  The  steps  of  the  Throne  were 
reserved  for  sons  of  Peers,  Privy  Coun- 
cillors, and  foreign  Ambassadors;  but 
last  week  the  stepe  of  the  Throne  and 
the  passages  of  the  House  were  thronged 
by  persons  who  had  no  claim  whatever 
to  any  of  these  (Qualifications.  Many 
of  them  indulged  in  loud  conversation 
during  the  debates.  Something  bad 
been  said  about  preserving  order  through 
the  medium  of  the  officers  of  this  House. 
Last  week  He  was  himself  annoyed  by 
three  persons  talking  loudly ;  he  called 
them  to  order,  ontf  found  that  they 
were  three  of  the  messengers  of  this 
House.  Therefore  they  must  not  be  too 
sanguine  with  regard  to  enforcing  rules 
through  the  medium  of  their  officers,  un- 
less some  of  their  Lordships  would 
themselves  enforce  the  rules  of  the 
House,  and  insist  on  maintaining  that 
demeanour  on  the  part  of  strangers 
which  no  doubt  ought  to  be  preserved. 
At  the  same  time  he  hoped  measures 
would  be  taken  to  have  the  steps  of  the 
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Throne  reserved  for  those  who  had  a 
right  to  be  there,  and  who  were  natu- 
rally annoyed  at  finding  themselves 
jostled  and  hustled  by  those  who  had  no 
claim  to  the  privilege.  The  place  for 
strangers  was  in  the  Gallery  and  at  the 
Bar ;  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  future, 
if  the  debates  should  be  as  attractive  as 
they  were  last  week,  the  steps  of  the 
Throne  would  be  reserved  for  the  distin- 
guished personages  for  whom  they  were 
intended.  Last  week  their  Lordships' 
House  had  been  graced  by  a  large  attend- 
ance of  Peeresses,  and  he  regretted  to  say 
that,  in  addition  to  Peeresses  and  the  un- 
married daughters  of  Peers,  there  was  a 
considerable  attendance  of  the  married 
daughters  of  Peers,  who  had  no  right  to 
a  place  in  the  Gallery,  and  who  occupied 
the  places  which  otherwise  would  have 
been  occupied  by  Peeresses  who  were 
anxious  to  be  present.  He  trusted  that 
in  the  future  the  rules  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  in  this  respect  would  be 
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MINUTES.]  —  Ski,ici  Cohhittii  — New  Uw 

Court!,  appoinUd. 

PoBLTO  BiLU  —  Ordered — Firtt  lUadiiiff — Sub- 
urban Commona*  [174];  Criminal  LunMioi* 
[IT2];  Poor  Law  {Inland}  Amendment 
{No.3)«tlT3]. 

Setond  Rtadiag  —  '9liiBtiaK»  (Houae  of  Com- 
mom)*  [129]  :  Counlj  Court*  (Admiralty 
JDriidiotion)  Act  (ISeS)  Amendment* [121]; 
Debta  of  Deceaied  Persona*  [105]:  Joint 
Stoek  Companiea  Arranfsment*  [HO]. 

Committee — Iinpriaonment    for   Debt  {tt'Comm.) 

EB3}— H.F. ;  Marriage  wUb  a  Deceaaed  Wife'* 
liner  [33],  debate  adjouTtud, 
Committee — fteport  —  IBnnkriiptcy  (re-eomm.') 
[07-166];  Sunday  and  Ragged  Sehoola  [67* 
170] ;  Compnniei  Clautea  Act  (1803)  Amend- 
ment* [139];  FiD»  and  Feea  ColUctioa* 
[189-171]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
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THE  ARREST  OF  MURPBT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GHEENE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  true,  Murphy, 
the  Protestant  lecturer,  was  taken  into 
custody  on  Monday  the  14th,  previous 
to  the  meeting  at  Birmingham  on  the 
Irish  ChuTch  Question  ;  if  so,  will  he  ob- 
ject to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the 
infoFmation  on  which  he  was  arreated 
showina;  the  chai^  preferred  against 
him;  whether  ai^ investigation  has  taken 
place ;  and,  under  what  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment he  was  arrested? 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
had  recently  received  a  letter  from  the 
Mayor  of  Birmingham  stating  that  large 
placards  were  posted  about  tlie  town  in- 
forming the  people  that  Mr.  Murphy 
would  attend  the  meetdng  on  the  Irish 
Church  Question.  Considering  this  an- 
nouncement respecting  a  man  who  had 
created  so  much  tumult  in  Birmingham 
and  other  towns  might  lead  to  fresh  dis- 
turbances in  B  meeting  called  to  ooDsider 
60  interesting  a  subject  as  the  Irish 
Church  Bill,  he  (the  Mayor)  was  im- 
|)TeBsed  with  the  conviction  that  in  the 
mterest  of  peace  and  order  he  should 
prevent  Murphy  entering  the  Town 
Hall,  and  therefore  ordered  his  arrest. 
Murphy  was  accordingly  arrested,  bail 
wae  taken  for  him,  and  he  appeared 
before  the  magistrates,  who  dismissed 
the  case.  No  mfonnation  was  laid,  and 
consequently  none  could  be  produced. 
He  (Mr.  Brace)  had  been  unable  to  dis- 
cover that  the  Mayor  of  Birmingham 
acted  under  any  Act  of  Parliament  or 
had  legal  sanction  for  what  he  did;  ho 
appeared  to  have  acted  on  the  basis  of 
talui  populi  luprema  Ux,  and  to  have 
undergone  some  considerable  personal 
hazard  for  the  purpose  of  averting  a 
popular  danger. 

Mb.  NEWT)EGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  know  when  the  Betums  in  answer  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  will  be  made 
with  reference  to  the  precedent  of  Law 
under  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  aeted  in  a  previous  ease  with  re- 
spect to  this  person  and  others  who  con- 
templated holding  a  meeting  ? 

Me.  BRUCE  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
to  say  he  was  unable  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mk.  GREENE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask.  Whether  any  man  was  answerable 
for  the  consequences,  if  ho  happened 
to  cause  a  disturbance  by  his  speech ; 


whether,  in  fact,  he  was  liable  to  be  ar- 
rested P 

Me.  BRUCE  said,  he  had  given  the 
Mayor  of  Birmingham's  own  statement  of 
his  reasons  for  acting  as  he  had  done ;  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  whether  he  acted 
in  strict  accordsBce  with  1^^  principles. 

NAVY— ADMIRALTY  CLERKS. 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  ha 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  the  re-organization 
of  the  Secretary's  Office  and  other  De- 
partments of  the  Admiralty  have  been 
completed ;  if  so,  what  is  the  result  of 
such  changes;  whether  the  reductions 
have  been  effected  by  the  voluntary  re- 
tirement of  Clerfesi  and,  whether  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  and  the  Cor- 
respondence relating  to  these  reductions 
will  be  produced  ? 

Me.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  the  re-organi- 
zation of  the  departments  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  London  is  not  completed.  It 
is  proceeding  steadily,  but  not  with  undue 
haste,  in  order  that  it  may  be  as  com- 
plete as  possible,  and  that  personal  in- 
terests may  be  fully  considered.  The 
department  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy,  the  Store  Branch,  the  Contract 
Branch,  the  MedicalOffice,  andtheCoast- 
guard  Office  may  be  considered  as  finally 
dealt  with.  The  new  arrangements  of 
the  Accountant  General's  Office  are  un- 
der consideration  of  the  Treasury.  Those 
of  the  former  establishment  of  the  Se- 
cretary are  nearly  complete,  but  will  not 
be  finally  settled  imtil  the  new  permanent 
Secretai^f  has  had  time  to  consider  them. 
The  establishment  of  the  Tictudling 
Office  is  now  being  re-arranged.  That 
of  the  Transport  Office  has  not  yet  been 
taken  in  hand.  Up  to  the  present  time 
fifty-two  clerks  in  these  offices  have  been 
discharged,  or  decided  to  be  dischai^ed, 
whose  salaries  were  £20,250,  Of  these, 
forty  have  actually  left.  This  reduc- 
tion has  been  effected  with  the  help  of 
the  Committee,  of  which  the  Earl  of 
Camperdown  is  Chairman,  who  first  con- 
sulted the  heads  of  departments  as  to  the 
abilities  of  their  officers — both  those  who 
applied  to  retire  and  those  who  did  not 
— and  then  personally  saw  those  whom 
it  was  desirable  to  pension  off.  The 
Committee  heard  and  considered  every 
representation  made  by  these  gentlemen, 
and  the  public  owe  much  to  their  con- 
siderate and  carel\il  action.  The  result 
so  &r  is  that  whereas  the  salaries  of  the 
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establielunents  in  last  jeKr'e  Estimates 
were  at  the  rate  of  £148,823  a  year,  and 
in  this  year's  Estimates  at  £135,368,  -wo 
have  already  reduced  them  to  £125,644, 
OP  by  £23,000.  But  when  the  other  es- 
tablishments are  revised  still  greater  re- 
diictions  will  be  made,  because  writers 
will  be  Bubstituted  for  a  considerable 
number  of  clerks  as  vacancies  occur; 
and,  besides,  other  clerks  than  those 
already  retired  are  expected  to  apply  tat 
retirement  shortly.  No  clarkabave  been 
dischai^ed  against  their  will.  In  several 
cases  there  was  hesitation,  and  some  cor- 
respondence, but  nltimateb^  I  believe 
that  in  every  case  the  retirement  was 
voluntary  under  the  terms  approved  by 
the  Treasury.  I  cannot  give  the  exact 
finannJAl  effect  yet;  the  pensions  not 
being  all  settled^  and  tlie  reductions  not 
completed.  On  the  whole  Vote  I  do  not 
think  that  the  redaction  will  be  less  than 
£25,000  a  year.  Against  this  there  will 
be  the  increase  of  superaonuations  to  the 
extent  of  £15,000,  but  these  of  course 
will  fall  off  every  year.  I  propose  to  lay 
on  the  table,  when  the  operation  is  com- 
plete, the  Eoport  of  the  Ommittee  and 
all  the  correspondence  between  the  de- 
partments of  me  Admiralty  and  with  the 
Treasury  as  to  this  and  as  to  other  re- 
ductions, and  I  hope  before  the  end  of 
the  Session  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
giving  the  result  of  other  eoonomioal  ar- 
rangementa  as  to  contracts  and  stores. 
I  may  add  that  we  have  commenced  fur- 
ther reductions  in  the  eatabliahnients  of 
derka  and  civil  <^cers  at  the  dockyards. 
Twelve  have  been  already  reduced,  all 
at  their  own  request,  but  ^e  inquiry  as 
to  the  &ture  strength  cannot  be  fully 
made  until  the  autumn. 

Loeh  henry  LENNOX  said,  he 
woiddbegto  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  his  answer ;  and  to  ask  whether 
he  will  engage  that  the  case  of  those 
gentlemen  whose  interests  have  suffered 
and  are  suffering  from  the  delay  which 
has  occurred  in  the  organization  of  the 
office  will  be  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  the 
organitation  has  been  completed  ? 

Mk.  CHILDEE8 :  I  am  not  aware 
that  anyone's  interest  has  suffered  from 
delay ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  I  have  al- 
ways been  apprehensive  that  some  might 
rotter  from  naste.  However,  I  will  un- 
dertake to  say  that  any  case  where  per- 
sonal interests  have  sidered  shall  have 
my  best  attention  on  its  being  brought 
to  my  knowledge. 


BANKRUPTCY  (rt-amtmOud)  BILL. 
(Jlfr.  Atlomey  Qeneral,  Mr.  Selieitor   Otiurat.) 
[stLh  97.]    coiaaiTEB. 
[JVo^M*.     1  B(A  Junt.'] 
Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Omunittee.) 
Postponed  Clause  130  (Compensadon 
to  holders  of  abolished  offices).    Amend- 
ment proposed,  in  page  46,  line  1,  to 
leave  out  the  word  "Where:" — {Mr. 
Ayrton:)  —  Question  proposed,    '"Biat 
the  word  '  Where '  stand  part  of  thJa 
Clause." 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  said, 
he  would  state,  in  a  few  words,  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken  by  Her 
Majesty  B  Government.  He  understood 
that  a  very  strong  opinion  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  many  of  his  hon.  Friends 
that  it  would  be  somewhat  invidions  to 
place  the  Commissioaers  in  a  different 
oat^ory  from  that  of  the  Registrars. 
He  would  accordingly  propoee  to  strike 
out  Clause  130,  and  to  deal  with  aU  en- 
titled to  compensation  in  Clause  191.  In 
that  way  the  Commissioners,  the  re^a- 
trars,  and  all  who  held  office  durmg 
good  behaviour,  would  be  dealt  wi£ 
alike.  A  wish  was  also  expressed  by 
several  hon.  Members  that  there  ebonld 
be  a  power  given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
— and  he  was  sure  that  the  Committee 
would  feel  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
might  be  safely  trusted — in  certain  spe- 
cial cases  to  award  to  the  Commissioners 
or  regisfrara  the  full  amount  of  their 
salaries  where  he  might  think  that  jus- 
tice required  it.  A  provision  had,  there- 
fore been  introduced  to  that  effect. 
Where  any  claims  to  compensation  be- 
yond the  ordinary  amount  of  two-thirda 
arose  those  claims  would  come  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Treasury,  would  be  empowered  to 
deal  with  them,  and  award  the  compen- 
sation which  he  mia^t  think  just.  He 
begged  to  move  that  Clause  130  be 
struck  out. 

Clause  ttrwik  out. 

Clause  131  (Compensation  to  clerks). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  moved 
in  line  12,  after  "  office,"  to  insert  "  or 
emplo3'ment,"  which  he  bdieved  would 
meet  the  views  of  the  Committee. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Mb.  Sebjeakt  SIMON  proposed  after 
the  word  "abolished"  to  insert  "or 
discontinued,"  with  the  view  of  compen- 
sating short-hand  writers  who  had  ^ven 
their  whole  time  to  taking  notes  of  the 
evidence. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  word  "employment"  which 
had  been  introduced  in  the  clause  would 
embrace  all  who  had  any  title  to 
pensation.  He  must  therefore  oppose 
die  Amendment. 

Mr.  G.  GREGORY  said,  he  thought 
the  Goyemment  had  gone  q^uite  far 
raough. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MORLEY  asked  what  security 
they  had  in  the  case  of  future  employ- 
ments against  this  claim  of  freehold  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  matter  would  require 
lenslation,  and  he  had  it  in  hand. 

Me.  MOELEY  eoid,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  it.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved 
in  line  18,  after  "  service,"  to  insert — 

"  ProTlded,  That  wben  0117  mob  perMn  be 
hla  offloe  during  good  behaiiour,  or  duriog  food 
bcbariour  (ubjeot  oolr  to  removal  b7  the  L«rd 
Cbanoellor  b;  order,  for  ■oma  suffloUnt  reuon  to 
bs  atited  in  luch  order,  tbe  Lord  ChnniiellDr  ma;, 
with  Iho  approval  of  tbe  Commitiionen  of  lbs 
Treuurj,  Kward  undsr  apeojnl  circmnitanate  k 
■mount  equal  to  the  ulxrj  of  any  auob  pertoo  . 
and  in  ever;  other  cue  the  sum  awarded  ihnll 
not  be  leM  Iban  two-third*  of  tbe  atitxj  of  euob 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  BiU. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  moved 
a  new  clause,  embodying  the  regulations 
under  which  the  creditors  of  a  debtor 
unable  to  pay  hia  debts  may,  without 
any  proceedings  in  bankruptcy,  by 
extraordinary  resolution,  resolve  that  a 
composition  wall  be  accepted  in  satisfac- 
tion of  the  debts  due  to  them  &om  the 
debtor. 

Clause  ordered  to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  G.  GREOOEY  proposed  a 
clause  providing  that  every  solicitor  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  shall  be,  and 
may  practise  as  a  solicitor  of,  and  in  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and  in  matters 
before  the  Judges,  Commiseioners,  or 
Registrars,  in  Court  or  in  Chambers, 
may  appear  and  be  heard  without  being 
required  to  employ  coimsel.  His  object 
was  to  put  the  solicitors  in  the  London 
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district  on  the  same  footing  as  solicitors 
in  the  country  in  the  respect  of  bank- 
ruptcy practice.  He  submitted  this  pro- 
posal with  no  wish  to  make  any  invi- 
dious reference  to  the  other  branch  of 
the  profession;  but  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  rough-and-ready  practice  in 
bankruptcy,  and  ho  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  that  the  business  devolving  on 
solicitors  there  had  hitherto  been  satis- 
.  &ctorily  dischai^d  by  them. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that  barristerB 
should  not  have  priority  of  audience  in 
bankruptcy. 

Me.  HINDE  palmer  thought  that 
solicitors  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
to  practice  as  they  had  hitherto  done  in 
the  Court  of  Bankruptoy,  though  he 
thought  that  the  clause  was  hanSy  ne- 
cessary for  that  purpose. 

Mk.  west  thought  that  the  phraao 
in  the  clause  should  be  "solicitors  and 
attorneys." 

Mb.  JESSEL  said,  that  so  long  as  we 
had  a  separate  set  of  practitioners  for 
advocates  the  privileges  of  these  advo- 
cates should  be  maintained ;  but,  as  the 
other  branch  of  the  profession  had  for 
many  years  had  the  privilege  of  practis- 
ing in  bankruptcy,  he  would  ask  the 
Attorney  General  to  agree  to  the  clause, 
especially  as  it  would  tend  to  save  ex- 
pense. The  clause,  however,  would 
want  some  amendment,  for  otherwise  it 
would  give  solicitors  the  right  of  appear- 
ing in  the  Court  of  AppeaL 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  doubted  whether  the  clause  was  ne- 
cessary ;  but,  aa  it  might  be,  perhaps,  a 
matter  of  some  doubt,  it  was  desirable 
that  the  law  should  be  clear.  He  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  for  the  public  benefit 
that  soUcitoTs  should  practice  in  the 
Court  of  Bankruptoy.  He  would  there- 
fore accept  tbe  clause,  but  proposed  to 
make  a  slight  alteration,  and  that  it 
should  run — "  Every  attorney  and  soli- 
citor of  the  Superior  Courts." 

Clause,  as  emended,  ordered  to  be  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  G.  GREGORY  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  a  new  clause  (Fees  and  expenses 
of  sheriff)— 

"  Where  the  trader  ii  adjudged  abanhrnpt  after 
hii  gnaia  have  been  (alien  in  eiecnlion  b}  Iho 


iberiff,  but  before  Iho  (.ile  Ihcreor,  Ihe  {e 
eipeniei  of  tho  Bheriff  coniequfnt  on  euch 
leiiure,  inilDJing  therein  milenge,  lev j  f«,  nnd 
poaaeaiioD  mone;,  ihnll  bo  p.-iid  bf  the  Iruatee  out 
of  the  propfrt/  taken  in  eiecution,  or  the  pro- 
oeedi  thereof." 
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^  such  coses  at  preaent  the  sheriEF  vaa 
compelled  to  make  a  return  of  tttdla  bona, 
and  is  cooBequence  lost  his  costs. 

Clause  (Fees  and  expenses  of  sheriff, 
— (ifr.  Oeorge  Gregory^ — brought  up,  an( 
lead  the  first  time. 

Mb.  JESSEL  opposed  the  clause  oi 
the  ground  that  it  dealt  witb  too  large 
a  question — the  reform  of  the  lair  of 
Bheriff.  The  person  to  pay  the  sheriff 
iras  the  execution  creditor,  because  he 
Bet  him  in  motion,  and  he  paid  nothing 
if  the  sheriff  got  nothing  from  the 
debtor.  He  could  understand  a  propo- 
sition to  make  the  execution  creditor  pay 
in  such  a  case  as  the  hon.  Member  con- 
templated, but  the  hon.  Member  wanted 
to  make  another  peraon  pay.  If  the  law 
of  the  sheriff's  officer  was  altered,  he 
would  recommend  that  he  be  made  an 
officer  of  the  court  and  paid  a  salary ; 
but  he  deprecated  any  Amendment  of 
that  law  in  a  Bankruptcy  Bill. 

Ma.  M.  CHAMBERS  observed  that 
the  sheriff  was  bound  to  act  by  order 
of  the  Court,  to  take  possession  of  the 
^oods,  and  to  advertise  their  sale ;  and 
it  would  be  unfair  that  he  should  be 
put  to  that  expense  without  being  re- 
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)0uped. 
Mb.  a 


Mb.  G.  GKEGWET  said,  that  it 
really  only  carrying  out  a  principle  of 
tlie  general  law  that  a  sheriff  should  be 
paid  his  expenses. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  did  not  see  sufficient  reason  for  the 
proposed  chsnee  in  the  law.  The  effect 
of  it  would  be  that  the  sheriff,  of 
rather  the  under  sheriff,  would  receive 
certain  fees  out  of  the  bankrupt's  estate 
which  he  did  not  receive  now.  That 
would  be  a  premium  to  execution  credi- 
tors to  issue  executions  when  thev  ought 
not.  He  was  not  prepared  to  alter  the 
law  in  the  direction  of  paying  sheriff's 
fees  out  of  the  bankrupt's  estate. 

Mb.  barrow  supported  the  clause. 
The  sheriff  was  actmg  in  obedience 
to  an  order  &om  a  Superior  Couri:.  and  it 
was  only  rieht  that  he  should  be  indem- 
nified for  the  expenses  incurred  in  the 
execution  of  that  order. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  0Buse  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  60  ; 
Noes  HI :  Majority  81. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  mooed,  after  Clause 
125,   to  insert   the  following  clause: — 

TOL.  CEXCfVII.  [TmBB  bkbieb.] 


(Office  of  jnrtiee  of  the  p«WB  or  town  connoll- 
lor  Ttcsted  bj  bonkniptoj.) 

"  A117  pertan  who,  being  a  justice  of  the  peace 
or  town  council  I  or  ii  sdjudged  banki-upt,  or  haa 
hii  nffaln  liquidated  bj  nrmngenient,  or  com- 
poundi  with  hi)  crcditom,  or  makiM  in  naiignmaDt 
to  traitMi  for  his  creditors,  sh&ll,  from  the  dots 
of  the  order  DfiuljudiGatioii,  or  of  the  commenM- 
ment  of  the  liqnldstiou,  or  of  the  deed  of  com- 
position, Im  and  renmin  incap.ible  of  ncling  ns  > 
justice  or  town  councillor  until  he  bus  been  re- 
appoiDted  or  re-elected,  oi  Ihe  cnse  moj  be  ;  nni 
if  he  so  acts  before  such  re-appointment  or  re- 
eleotion,  ihall,  for  avtry  oeension  on  wliieh  ha  so 
acts,  incur  a  pocaltj  not  eiceedinx  one  hundred 

Mb.  HTNDE  palmer  objected  to 
the  clause  as  not  possible  to  be  adopted 
in  its  present  shape. 

The  ATTOEPmr  GENERAL  said, 
that  under  all  circumstances,  he  could  not 
accept  the  clause. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  proposed  a  new  clause 
to  provide  that  County  Court  Judges 
should  receive  an  increased  salary  in  case 
they  had  conferred  upon  them  jurisdic- 
tion in  Admirally  or  Bankruptcy  under 
"  the  County  Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion Act,  1868." 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  by  no  means  sure  that  this  Bill 
would  throw  extra  work  upon  those 
Judges.  The  question  ought  to  be  left 
until  it  were  seen  whether  they  had  to 
perform  extra  duties  or  not. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  contended  that  the 
duties  of  the  Judges  would  be  increased 
by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 

Mb  MOELEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  consent  to  the 
clause.  It  would  be  time  enough  to  in- 
croase  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the 
County  Courts  when  they  ascertained 
that  this  Bill  would  increase  their  duties. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  proposed  a  new  clause 
to  regulate  the  retiring  penmons  of 
Judges  of  County  Courts. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  then  moved  a  clause 
to  repeal  the  11th,  ISth,  and  13th  sec* 
tions  of  29  &  30  Viet.  c.  14.  Those 
clauses  enacted  that  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  occurring  in  the  office  of  high 
bailiff  in  any  County  Court,  if  the  re- 
gistrar of  such  Court  were  willing  to 
perform  the  duties  of  that  office,  no  suc- 
cessor to  such  high  bailiff  should  be  ap- 
pointed unless  the  LordChancellorBhoiud 
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otlierwige  determine.  Mostof  tlieCotmty 
Court  Judges  had  remarked  that  this 
change,  which  ■wa»  hastily  made,  iras  by 
no  meani  a  denrable  one ;  and  the  result 
of  it  had  been  that  in  moay  lai^e  towns 
the  regietrare  had  undertaken  me  duties 


of  high  bailiff,  whfreaA  in  small  p^ces 
the  two  offices  bad  been  ^nemlly 
tained,  because  the  office  of  bailiff  was 


'  not  Bufflciently  remuneratiye  to  induce 
ike  registrar  to  accept  it. 

TnE  ATTOKNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  his  bon.  Friend's  proposition  was 
irrelerant  to  the  present  Bill,  and,  be- 
sides it  would  be  Teiy  imprudent  to  re- 
suscitate those  officiids  who  had  been 
got  rid  of  with  so  much  trouble.  The 
^ansea  referred  to  in  the  Amendment 
had  been  enacted  after  tJhe  fUUest  con- 
mderation. 

Clause  negativti. 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  (in  the  absence  of 
the  ban.  Gentleman  Mr.  Whitwell}  pro- 
poaed  the  insertion  in  the  first  Sche- 
dule, line  6,  after  "  dyers,"  of  the  word 
"farmers"  contending  that  there  was 
no  good  reason  why  farmers  and  crazjers 
should  not  coma  under  the  head  of 
traders. 

Schedule  I. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  47, 
line  6,  after  the  wwd  "  dyers,  to  insert 
the  w<»d  "  farmers."— (J&.  WTutweil.) 

Mb.  M'MAHON  contended  that  farm- 
ers and  graziers  were  not  traders,  but 
producers — they  never  had  been  treated 
in  any  other  capacity,  and  he  hoped  the 
Attorney  General  would  not  consent  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MOELEY  said,  the  object  of  tlie 
exemption  was  to  exempt  non-tradera 
&om  the  penal  oonsequenoea  of  the  law, 
and  be  saw  no  reason  why  the  formers 
should  be  exempted.  ^^ 

The  ATTORNET  GENERAL  said, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  in  one 
sense  farmers  were  traders ;  but  they 
bad  never  been  treated  as  such,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  to  alter  the  old  and 
settled  principles  of  law.  There  was  tbe 
less  reason  for  this,  as  everybodv  conld 
now  be  made  a  bankrupt  whether  he 
was  trader  or  non-trader. 

M».  ANDERSON  said,  notwithstand- 
ing the  ai^uments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  be  must  urge  his  bon.  Friend 
to  persevere  with  his  Amendment.  Farm- 
Jfr.  ffihbtrt 


ere  were  traders  in  every  sense  of  the 
word — they  ti'aded  in  manures  and  emds, 
and  produced  a  marketable  article.  H» 
hopM  his  hon.  Friend  would  perB6v«ro 
with  his  Amendment. 

Question  put,  "  That  Uie  word  '  ^m- 


-Af«e  58; 


The  Oommittee  diviMi- 

Noes  U2  :  Majority  94. 

Sobedulee  and  Preamble  agrted  U. 
On  Queetioa,  That  the  BUI  be  repoitod, 

Mb.  NORWOOD  suggested  that,  m 
the  Bill  had  undergone  so  much  amend- 
ment, it  shoinld  be  re-printed,  and  that 
the  Report  should  not  be  brought  irp 
for  a  week. 

Mr.  G.  B.  GREGORY  ooncnnwd  in 


Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  he  had 
intended  to  bring  the  cue  of  the  Com- 
missioners  and  uegistrsrs  befmv  t^ 
Committee  ;  but  when  he  rose  for  Uiat 
purpose  he  was  told  by  the  Attonwy 
General  that  that  was  not  the  oocaaioo. 
He  afterwards  found  that  that  was  ihB 
oocasion,  and  that  he  had  loot  hia  op- 
portunity. These  gentlemen  had  bam 
appointed  under  an  Act  of  Parliamdnt, 
under  wbicb  they  bad  a  freshtdd  olKce 
for  life. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  the  bon.  Gentleman  would 
find  that  be  was  right  in  stating  that 
the  matter  in  question  did  not  rise  <Ht 
the  clause  which  they  were  Hiammfiiig 
when  the  bon.  Member  rose,  but  on 
Clause  ISl  and  the  two  following  clauaaa. 
He  thought  that  the  CommiasionerB  and 
r^^rare  had  had  ample  oompensatioa 
awarded  them.  With  regard  to  the  nig- 
gestion  made  by  the  bon.  Gentlanan 
behind  him  (Mr.  Norwood),  be  had  to 
acknowledge  bis  servioes  and  oo-opera- 
tion  in  paaaing  the  Bill,  and  bad  no 
doubt  he  waa  sincere  in  bis  desire  Uiat 
the  Bill  should  become  law  this  Session ; 
but  hia  desire  to  postpone  tbe  Bill  for  a 
week  was  hardly  consislent  with  that 
desire.  They  were  now  anived  at  the 
end  of  June,  and  there  were  many  other 
measures  of  great  importance  before  the 
other  House.  Then,  though  tbOTO  had 
been  a  great  many  Amendments  made 
in  the  Bill,  the  substantive  principle  of 
the  Bill  had  not  been  altered.  The  Bill 
would  be  printed  to-morrow,  and  he 
trastad  Uiat  Uie  House  would  not  think 
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it  unreasonable  if  he  proposed  that  the 
Beport  be  broogbt  np  on  Friday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  retumtd. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  IHday,  at  Tiro  of  the 
dock,  and  to  h&printed.     [Bill  169.] 
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IMPRISONMENT  FOR  DEBT  {rt-eimmitUd} 

BILI^[BiLi.98.] 

(Ifr.  Attorney  Gtneral,   Mr.  Salidl^r  Otntral, 

Mr.  CKanetUor  of  the  EKChtquer.) 

GoianTTEE.     \_Progret»  \&th  June.^ 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt,  irith  exceptions). 

Questioti  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  default  in  payment  of  Bume  in  respect 
of  the  payment  of  which  orders  are  in 
this  Act  authorized  to  be  made,'  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
it  would  be  convenient  that  he  should 
now  state  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced >iiTn  to  make  a  change  of  some 
importance  in  the  Bill.  The  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  the  abolition  of  impri- 
sonment for  debt.  By  imprisonment  for 
debt  he  meant  the  power  which  a  cre- 
ditor had  to  imprison  a  debtor  for  an 
unlimited  time  untO  the  debt  was  paid, 
without  reference  to  the  question  whe- 
ther the  debt  was  contracted  by  fraud, 
whether  the  debtor  was  or  was  not  able 
to  pay,  or  whether  non-payment  arose 
from  misconduct  or  unavoidable  circum- 
stances. That  power  of  imprisonment 
fbr  debt  he  proposed  to  aboUeh ;  but,  if 
so,  it  was  only  fair  to  give  the  creditor 
every  reasonable  facility  for  obtaining 
the  property  of  his  debtor,  and  for  that 
purpose  the  Government  believed  they 
had  made  the  Bankruptcy  Law  simpler, 
cheaper,  and  more  stringent.  But  that 
law  applied  only  to  debtors  of  a  certain 
amount.  It  would  be  obviously  absurd  to 
make  a  day-labourer  a  bajikrupt ;  there 
must  be  some  limit,  and  the  limit  which 
the  House  had  adopted  was  that  of  £50 ; 
BO  that,  where  a  man  owed  above  £60, 
the  Bankruptcy  Law  could  be  enforced 
against  him,  and  he  could  be  examined, 
under  some  circumstances,  arrested,  and 
his  property  taken  from  him  and  divided 
amongst  his  creditors.  But  then  came  the 


auestion,  what  were  they  to  do  with  the 
ebtors  below  £50,  and  who  were  not 
subject  to  the  Bankruptcy  Law  ?  Were 
they  to  be  allowed  to  escape  from  the 
payment  of  their  debts  altogether  ?  This 
raised  the  very  di£Bcult  question  of  the 
County  Court  jurisdiction.  The  County 
Courts  had  not  the  power  of  imprison- 
infl*  a  debtor  merely  for  non-payment  of 
debt,  but  they  could  commit  a  debtor  to 
prison,  under  two  sets  of  circumstances 
which  it  was  desirable  to  keep  distinct. 
The  first  was  where  the  debt  was  ori- 
ginally contracted  by  fraud,  or  incurred 
by  the  debtor  knowing  that  he  had  not 
the  means  of  payment ;  and,  secondly, 
where  the  debtor  could  pay  the  debt, 
but  wilfully  refused  to  do  so.  The  de- 
sirabihty  of  abohshing  the  power  of  im- 
prisonment in  County  Courts  had  been 
pressed  upon  him  in  many  quarters  ;  but 
he  did  not  feel  himself  justified  in  ac- 
ceding to  the  request,  although  he  had 
acceded  to  it  so  far  as  imprisonment 
under  one  set  of  provisions  was  con- 
cerned ;  and  he  did  propose  to  abolish 
Uie  County  Court  power  where  the  debt 
had  been  originally  contracted  by  fr^ud, 
believing  that  the  sets  of  such  debtors 
would  be  better  dealt  with  by  the  gene- 
ral criminal  law.  Therefore,  instead  of 
leaving  a  fraudulent  debtor  subject  to 
the  County  Court  jurisdiction,  he  pro- 
posed to  transfer  him  to  the  Criminal 
Courts,  where  the  rich  and  poor  woidd 
be  dealt  with  on  the  same  footing,  and 
punished  accordingly.  But  then  came 
the  other  question  of  County  Court  im- 
prisonment, where  a  man  was  able  to 
nhis  debt,  but  would  not  do  so.  He 
not  regard  that  imprisonment  as  a 
mere  punishment  for  a  past  offence  ; 
but  it  was  a  process  of  imprisoimient 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  pay- 
ment of  a  debt,  and  it  was  a  process 
very  analogous  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law.  He  had  had  con- 
ferences on  the  point  with  the  County 
Court  Judges,  and  he  found  that  they 
were  almost  unanimous  in  favour  of 
maintaining  the  power  of  imprisonment 
in  the  latter  case,  as  they  thought  that 
the  Courts  could  not  be  worked  without 
it.  The  power,  however,  was  exercised 
in  comparatiTely  few  cases.  He  found, 
by  a  Eetum  showing  the  proportion  of 
debtors  imprisoned  to  the  number  of 
plaints  issued  in  the  years  1864,  1865, 
1866,  and  1867  in  all  the  County  Courts 
of  England,  that  the  average  for  the 
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our  years  was  834,088  plaints  entered, 
93,383  judgment  Bmnmonees,  26,833 
warrants  issued,  and  7,202  debtors  im- 
prisoned, or  one  imprisonment  to  104 
plaints  entered.  Many  men  would  not 
pay  their  debts  until  tie  order  of  com- 
mittal was  made  out;  and  he  had  re- 
ceived representatlona  not  only  from 
County  Court  Judges  and  the  trading 
classes,  setting  forth  that  these  debte 
would  not  be  paid  if  this  power  were 
not  continued,  but  also  on  behalf  of  the 
working  claEees  themselves,  stating  that 
if  it  were  abolished  their  credit  would  be 
gone,  and  credit  to  a  poor  man,  let  it  be 
remembered,  was  almost  a  necessity  of 
Ms  existence.  For  these  reasons  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  power 
of  imprisonment  in  the  one  case  he  had 
mentioned  must  be  maintained.  Then 
came  the  question,  if  maintained  in  the 
County  Courts,  why  should  not  the  same 
power  be  extended  to  the  Superior  Courts 
in  cases  where  the  debt  exceeded  £50  ? 
And  as  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
appeared  to  be  in  fevour  of  such  exten- 
sion, he  was  readv  to  amend  the  Bill  in 
that  sense.  He  therefore  proposed  that 
the  Superior  Judges  should  have  the 
same  power  of  committal  as  the  County 
Court  Judges  —  namely,  for  eij 
He  trusted  that  this  proposition  woidd 
meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  now  moved  to  omit  at 
the  end  of  Clause  4  the  words  "in  the 
Counly  Courts  and  other  inferior  Courts." 
The  CHAIRMAN  intimated  that  a 
previous  Amendment  had  been  given  no- 
tice of  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson). 

Mr.  ANDKRSOK  said,  he  had  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  to  leave  out 
paragraph  6 — 

"  Dcrnalt  In  pajment  of  lumi,  in  rcipeot  of 
the  |inymcDt  of  which  order*  an  in  Ihii  Aot  nn- 
thoriietj  tobomndaiothaCoiinir  Court*  and  other 
Inferior  Courts." 

Having  alluded  to  the  expense  incurred 
by  the  country  in  consequence  of  the 
present  system  of  imprisonment  for  small 
sums  ordered  to  be  paid  by  the  County 
Court,  he  remarked  that  the  fear  the 
workiiig  classes  would  be  unable  to  get 
credit  if  the  power  of  imprisonment  were 
abolished- was  groundless,  because  they 
would  continue  to  get  credit  on  the  only 
proper  basis — that  of  good  character; 
and  the  abolition  would  have  the  good 
effect  of  putting  a  stop  to  the  tally  sys- 
tem. But  as  the  Attorney  General  had 
Tkt  Attomty  General  i 


consented  to  adopt  the  moposal  of  &e 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood), 
be  would  not  move  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  BRODKICK  said,  his  experience 
had  shown  him  that  a  very  strong  objec- 
tion existed  among  the  working  classes 
against  the  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt,  because  the  present  state  of  the 
law  was  the  only  security  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  communi^  was  able  to 
offer  for  credit.  The  position  of  the 
large  and  the  small  debtor  was  eseen- 
tiaUy  different.  The  man  who  owed  a 
large  sum  was  almost  always  able  to 
give  security.  The  man  who  owed  a 
small  sum  had  uothingbut  his  person  to 
pledge.  By  taking  away  the  power  of 
imprisonment  for  debt  a  large  portion 
of  the  conununity  would  be  prevented 
from  obtaining  any  advances  at  all.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  pause  be- 
fore taking  a  step  which,  in  the  supposed 
interests  of  the  working  men,  would  in- 
flict a  considerable  evil  on  that  large 
class  of  the  community. 

Mr.  west  stated  that  his  position  in 
Manchester  obliged  him  to  deal  very 
largely  with  small-debt  summonses,  and 
hie  experience  had  led  him  to  conclude 
that  the  sooner  they  were  put  an  end  to 
the  better.  In  the  first  place,  the  cost 
to  the  public  of  maintaining  prisoners 
and  their  families  was  very  consider- 
able ;  but  besides  that,  the  sacrifices 
which  the  law  forced  the  working  classes 
to  make,  in  order  to  avoid  committal, 
amounted  to  a  very  serious  burden.  It 
had  been  often  stated  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  were  opposed  to  abohtion 
of  imprisonment  for  small  debts,  but  the 
weight  to  be  given  to  their  objection  was 
diminished  by  the  consideration  that  they 
seemed  to  think  that  society  only  existed 
in  order  to  maintain  some  work  for  them 
to  do.  Now,  if  the  small-debt  summon- 
ses were  abolished  there  would  be  hu^y 
any  work  for  the  County  Court  Judges, 
because  as  it  was  now  mey  only  sat  on 
an  average  two  days  and  a  fraction  of  a 
day  a  week.  He  thought  the  ai^pument 
with  respect  to  credit  had  been  put 
rather  too  strongly.  It  was  said  tnat 
these  small  debts  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  debts  of  honour.     He  believed  that 

be  the  right  view,  and  was  fortified 
in  that  view  by  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Abinger,  who  said  a  man  of  good  cha- 
racter could  always  get  credit ;  if  his 
character  was  bad  he  did  not  deserve 
to  have  any,  and  it  was  better  he  should 
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not  be  trusted  at  all.     He  had  great  t  this  penalty  were  taken  away.    Ajid  so 


experience  is  these  matters,  and  he  could 
Gay  that  there  was  no  part  of  tihe  du^  of 
the  Judge  in  the  Small  Debts  Court  eo 
painful  or  unsatisfiactory  as  the  decisions 
which  he  had  to  give  in  these  caaes. 
How  could  a  County  Court  Judge  give  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  a  working  man 
wouldbeabletopayornot?  Headmitted 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  through- 
out the  country  on  ^e  question,  and 
that  probably  the  country  was  not  ripe 
for  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for 
debt  altogether.  He  was  glad  that  the 
Attorney  General  proposed  to  apply  the 
same  law  to  the  rich  and  to  the  poor. 
The  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was,  perhaps,  the  most  satis- 
factory that  could  be  made  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  public  opinion,  and  under 
the  circumstances  he  should  give  it  his 
support,  reserving  to  himself,  on  a  future 
occasion,  to  move  the  total  abolition  of 
impriaonment  for  debt,  when  he  should 
find  the  countij  in  favour  of  it. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
think  that  the  Government  were  taking 
in  this  matter  a  decidedly  retrograde 
step.  In  what  was  entitled  a  Bill  for 
the  Total  Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for 
Debt  they  were  giving  to  the  Judge  an 
arbitrary  power  of  imprisonment  if  he 
thought  the  debtors  were  able  to  pay. 
It  was  rather  a  fine  distinction  far  the 
Attorney  General  to  say  that  this  was 
not  imprisonment  for  debt.  The  injus- 
tice wMch  had  been  going  on  for  some 
years  was  never  made  more  clear  than 
by  what  was  now  attempted  to  be  done, 
^ey  could  not  justify  a  state  of  things 
by  which  a  man  who  owed  a  debt  below 
£50  was  liable  to  imprisonment,  while 
one  who  owed  a  large  sum  went  free, 
and  therefore  it  was  now  proposed  to 
extend  penal  imprisonment— for  penal 
imprisonment  it  was  —  to  all  persons. 
The  Attorney  General  did  not  state  in 
what  condition  in  the  prisons  the  new 
class  of  prisoners  would  be — whether 
they  were  to  come  into  the  same  cate- 
gory as  those  whom  the  County  Court 
Judges  made  prisoners.  The  Attorney 
General  hadjustified  his  proposal  by  the 
opinions  of  the  County  Court  Judges ; 
but  those  who  had  lived  some  time  in 
the  world  must  remember  when  a  man 
might  be  hanged  for  stealing  a  shilling's 
worth,  and  plenty  of  learned  Judges 
gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  it  would  be 
mipossible  to  say  what  might  happen  if 


also,  when  imprisonment  on  mesne  pro- 
cess was  taken  away  an  injustice  was 
got  rid  of,  but  now  they  were  taking  a 
backward  step.  It  appeared  from  the 
last  Betum  of  judicial  statistics  that 
there  were  more  Uian  8,000  coses  of  im- 
prisonment under  the  County  Court 
Acts,  and  he  should  like  to  ask  how 
many  there  would  be  under  the  proposed 
new  process.  He  had  hoped  that  when 
they  spoke  of  a  Bill  for  the  Abohtion  of 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  that  it  would 
have  been  fairly  carried  out,  and  that 
the  humble  would  have  been  exempted 
as  well  as  the  great ;  but,  as  he  nad 
said,  they  were  retrograding — giving  to 
the  higher  a  power  of  appeal  which  was 
not  secured  to  the  humbler  debtor.  As 
stopping  credit,  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  would 
have  any  such  effect. 
Mk.  D.  DALEYMPLE  said,  that  if 

iprisonment  for  small  debts  were  abo- 

hstied  they  would  inevitably  do  away 
with  the  system  of  credit,  witiiout  which 
the  poor  man  in  periods  of  scarcity  and 
distress  would  not  be  able  to  get  on. 
He  had  experience  of  a  working  popula- 
tion which  earned  large  wages  for  nine 
ten  months  of  the  year,  and  were  out 
work  for  two  or  three ;  and  were  it 
not  for  the  credit  given  to  these  poor 
iple  when  ont  of  employment  their 
nes  would  inevitably  be  broken  up 
and  they  would  have  to  go  to  the  work- 
house. Instead,  therefore,  of  having  to 
maintain  a  certain  number  of  debtors 
who  would  not  pay,  the  countiw  would 
be  saddled  with  the  expense  of  keeping 
a  great  number  of  people  in  the  work- 
houses. On  behalf  of  a  considerable 
number  of  small  shopkeepers  in  the  city 
which  he  represented  (Bath),  he  could 
state  that  they  were  adverse  to  the  abo- 
lition of  imprisonment  for  debt. 

Me.  G.  GEEGOHY  said,  he  thought 
that  grave  consequences  had  followed 
from  the  extent  to  which  we  had  already 
^ne  in  the  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt.  That  could  not  be  altered,  but 
still  graver  consequences  might  follow  if 
we  were  to  go  further  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. He  would  therefore  support  the 
proposal  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mb.  JAMES  said,  if  he  understood 
the  proposition  of  the  Attorney  General, 
it  was  iiiis — to  confine  imprisonment  for 
debt  to  the  case  of  debtors  who,  having 
means  to  pay,  refused  to  do  so.    Of  lata 
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yean  fhe  current  of  ouf  legislation  had 
taken  one  direction — that  of  gradually 
depriving  the  boneet  creditor  of  his 
right  and  remedy.  He  had  placed  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  by  which  he 
propospd  that  a  man  incurring  a  debt 
with  the  knowledge  that  he  would  be 
unablo  to  meet  it  should  be  liable  to  im- 
prisonment, and  in  support  of  this  prin- 
ciple he  could  refer  to  the  Bill  now 
under  discussion,  because  one  of  its 
olauses  made  this  a  criminal  offence, 
with  imprisonment  for  a  term  not  ex- 
ceeding one  year.  By  adopting  this 
course,  however,  you  would  take  away 
from  the  creditor  every  opportunity  of 
recovering  his  money,  because  he  would 
have  to  incur  all  the  expense  of  a  crimi- 
nal prosecution,  and,  if  he  abstaiood 
from  going  on  with  it  in  consideration  of 
the  payment  of  his  debt,  would  lay  him- 
self open  to  a  prosecution  for  compound- 
ing a  cdsdemeanour ;  while  if  he  failed 
in  substantiating  the  charge,  as  he  pro- 
bably would,  because  the  knowledge  of 
a  man's  financial  position  could  not  well 
be  obtained  &om  anyone  but  the  man 
himself,  he  would  expose  himself  to  an 
action  for  malicious  prosecution. 

Mk.  peek  said,  that  a  good  deal 
had  been  said  as  to  the  poor  man  in 
reference  to  the  question  before  them. 
He  beheved  there  was  no  real  hardship 
in  tho  law  as  it  at  present  existed,  and 
in  support  of  this  view  referred  to  a 
Petition  which  he  presented  to  the  House 
some  three  weeks  ago,  in  which  107 
clerks,  artizans,  and  others  living  at 
Peigate  and  in  the  neighbourhood  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  the 
Sowers  intrusted  to  the  County  Court 
udges  were  not  harsh  towttrds  the 
working  claases,  while  their  removal 
would  prevent  the  working  classes  from 
obtaining  credit  when  out  of  employ- 
ment. He  had  ascertained  that  at 
Beigate,  during  three  years,  there  had 
been  only  nine  persons  imprisoned  by 
committal  from  the  County  Court ;  while 
at  Dorking,  from  January,  1866,  to  De- 
cember, 1868,  out  of  690  plaints  there 
had  been  only  twenty-three  committals, 
and  of  these  only  six  were  actually  im- 
prisoned. He  was  glad  that  the  At- 
torney General  proposed  to  keep  tho  law 
in  its  present  state. 

Ur.  JESSEL  said,  that  though  he 

should  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the 

hon.  and  learned  Qonueman,  yet  he  oon- 

feseed  that  for  a  long;  time  his  own  opi- 
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nion  had  been  in  favour  of  abolishing 
imprisonment  for  debt;  and,  as  a  question 
of  general  policy,  he  believed  uiat  the 
majority  of  the  people  were  prepared  to 
support  total  abolition.  He  oelieved 
it  was  a  mistake  for  people  to  imagine 
that  with  the  removal  of  the  power  of 
commitment  for  debt  the  practice  of  giv- 
ing credit  would  also  cease.  The  sams 
thing  was  said  when  imprisonment  for 
mesne  process  was  abolished,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  objection  now  uj^ed  to  be  aa 
much  without  foundation  as  it  was  then. 
As  the  Government,  however,  were  very 
much  better  able  to  judge  of  the  opinion 
of  the  country  than  he  was,  and  as  they 
did  not  feel  themselves  justified  in  en- 
tirely abolishing  imprisonment  for  debt, 
he  did  not  feel  warranted  in  dividing  the 
House  on  this  point.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  punish  a  man  because  hie  fnenda 
could  not,  or  would  not,  pay  his  debts, 
and  to  imprison  him  for  an  indefinite 
time.  Perhaps,  until  it  waa  possible  to 
get  the  public  mind  to  advance  as  far  aa 
to  say  that  in  no  case  should  a  man  suf- 
fer penal  imprisonment  because  he  failed 
to  pay  a  certain  sum  of  money  under  a 
private  contract  with  which  ttie  public 
had  nothing  to  do,  the  proposition  of  the 
Attorney  General  was  the  best  that  could 
be  adopted,  and  therefore  he  should  not 
divide  against  it.  He  trusted,  hoirever, 
that  at  some  not  long  distant  period 
pubUc  opinion  would  be  in  fevonr  of  the 
abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt  alto- 
gether. 

Ma.  GBEENE  said,  that  every  one 
would  be  glad  to  see  imprisonment  for 
debt  put  an  end  to ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  Attorney  Gteneral's  Amendment  waa 
a  proper  one  under  the  circomstancee. 

Amendment  agrtei  to. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  moved, 
at  the  end  of  clause  to  add — 

"  Providtd,  That  do  peraon  atuU  be  impr[ioDad 
ia  inj  cue  eioepCed  from  tbe  opcratian  Df  this 
Hctlao  for  a  bager  period  than  odd  jeu." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  JAMES  moved,  in  page  2,  after 
Clause  4,  insert  (Actions  fbr  debts  of 
£50  in  Superior  Courts) — 

"  Provided.  That  in  any  iDtion  bronght  In  utj 
of  tbe  Superior  Cotirti  at  Weiiminiter,  where  tha 

ipect  of  mj  dsbt  or  liabililj  ineurred  for  or  on 
account  rtf  unj'  loan  or  adTunce  of  moocT,  or  for 
Ihe  price  of  good*  Mid  and  deliTered,  it  ibali  b« 
lawful  for  the  plaintiff  ioiDoh  aotlon  te  obtain  an4 
from  the  Court  iaiAkh  the  nid 
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aation  ihall  btbmght.Mlling  upon  thodafendant 
to  kppMr  Wora  >  Judga  of  the  aud  Suparior 
Court,  >nd  to  ■bon  CBUU  whj  a  writ  of  oftpi&i  ad 
MtUfocisnduin  ahould  not  issuo  ngainit  him  ;  and 
If  on  ths  hparing  of  lucb  Bummont  iC  thill  appear 
to  MCh  Judge,  bj  eiaminaliM  on  oath  of  tha  d»- 
fcndanC  or  ocfatr  <ira[  or  diKDmaDtar}  •Tidonoa, 
tbaC  the  dafeodant  bM  tbe  maana  of  duobarging 
that  laid  debc  or  liabllitT.  and  neglects  so  to  do.  or 
that  the  defendant  hai  wilFull;  contracted  the  aaid 
dcM  or  Uabilitj  itithoat  having  had  at  the  time  of 
K  oontraoting  It  a  rwuoDableexpeetatlon  of  being 
able  lo  diuharge  the  ums,  or  that  the  dtfendant 
i*  wilfullj  aiading  tervlce  of  tha  aaid  auKuneoi,  it 
iltal)  be  lawful  for  the  aaid  Judge  to  direct  a  writ 
or  writ!  of  csplaa  ad  aatliraciendum  to  iaiue 
•gainat  the  said  defendant;  Proiided  atmjs, 
That  if  tba  laid  dalendaiit  be  disaBtiiaad  with  tba 
daciaion  of  the  said  Judge,  be  ma;  appeal  apin«t 
lb*  Mme  to  tha  Court  in  whieb  tba  laid  aetiou 
was  brought." 

He  merely  submitted  the  clause  to  the 
Committee  to  be  dealt  iriib  as  they 
■hould  thint-  fit. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  proposed  clause  would  eive  a 
penal  juriadiction  to  the  Superior  G)urtB, 
and  irould  be  renTinz  in  an  important 
doKToe  the  principle  of  imprisonment  for 
debt.  Under  these  cdimmutanoes  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Uem- 
ber  for  Taunton  would  not  press  his 


Mb.  NOHWOOD,  though  he  agreed 
with  the  principle  of  the  Amendment, 
hoped  that,  as  the  Attorney  General  had 
yi^ed  several  important  points  duriiif 
the  progress  of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  an< 
learned  Uember  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  EDSSEUi  GURNET  said,  that 
ia  the  face  of  the  concession  that  had 
been  already  made,  it  would  be  scarcely 
right  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion,  though,  for  his  own  part,  he  much 
t^mpathized  with  the  view  embodied 
in  it. 

Mb.  JAMEB  said,  he  would  withdraw 
Ilia  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraicn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 


The  attorney  GENERAL  mov»d, 
in  line  12,  to  leave  out  from  "men- 
tioned" to  "provided,"  in  line  25,  and 

insert — 

"  Anj  Court  maj  oommit  to  priion  for  »  te 
not  exceeding  alx  weeka  anj  peraon  who  mal 
defiiult  in  parmant  of  anj  >um  due  from  bim 
pnrmanoe  of  sdj  order  or  jndgmeot  of  tb«t 
urDtbarOMtpatnit  Oonrt." 


Mh.  HENLEY,  as  a  visiting  justice, 
hoped  that,  at  a  future  etage,  the  Attor- 
ney General  would  make  it  dear  upon 
what  conditions  the  persons  to  be  com- 
mitted under  that  new  power  would  be 
in  their  prisons.  The  County,  Court 
debtors,  when  in  prison,  were  placed 
under  very  stringent  regulations,  &amed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  pro- 
mised that  the  matter  should  be  oon- 
sidered. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Gause,  as 
amended,  standpart  of  theSill," 

Mb.  M'MAHON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment by  which  a  Judge  of  a  County 
Court  was  prohibited  from  sending  any 
debtor  to  prison  in  respect  of  any  sum 
not  exceeding  20«.  exclusive  of  costs. 

But  it  being  now  Seven  of  the  dock — 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

POOR.  LAW.— RESOLtTION. 

Us..  EATHBONE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Resolution : — 

"  That,  in  tbo  opinion  of  this  House,  a  cloaer 
and  more  harmoiiioua  corrcapondeaca  between  Che 
Central  and  Local  Poor  Law  auChoi'itiea,  anil,  in 
oonaeqaanoe,  a  more  vnifbrm  and  effloient  s;rstcni 
of  parochial  administratlDn  would  be  aatabliibed, 
and  the  incidence  of  Local  i'aiation  would  b« 
aafelf  reotifled  if.  aa  in  the  caae  oF  Education, 
grants,  conditional  on  efflciencj,  were  mnde  from 
National  aourosa,  throDgb  the  medium  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board." 

said,  that  the  subjects  of  local  taxation 
and  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
had  been  brought  before  the  House  on 
different  occasions  by  county  Members. 
These  subjects  had  been  treated  mainly 
as  if  they  affected  ^ricultural  interests 
only ;  but  he  maintained  that  the  rural 
districts  and  the  large  towns  had  a  com- 
mon interest  in  both  matters.  The  evils 
arising  In  the  large  towns  from  the 
present  system  of  local  taxation  were  so 
strikiog  that  he  could  not  rest  satisfied 
without  bringing  them  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.     He  was  aware  that  the 

froposal  embodied  in  his  Resolution  had 
een  considered  in  some  quartets  to  be 
an  attempt  on  behalf  of  the  rate-payers 
of  large  towns  to  escape  from  the  bur- 
dens which  fairly  belonged  to  them. 
He  could  show  that  that  was  not  the 
case.  He  maintained,  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  tiie  Member  for  Booth  Devon 
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(Sir  Mase^  Lopes),  that  a  Ui^eportdoi 
of  the  wealth  of  this  country  escape* 
altogether  from  contributing  to  local 
taxation ;  and  that  in  consequence  of 
that  esetaption  those  local  rates  fell  most 
onequally  on  different  classes  of  the 
population  of  the  country.  He  further 
maintained  that  the  change  is  the  Law 
of  Assessment  joined  to  the  increased 
cheapness  and  facility  of  locomotion, 
and  the  want  of  a  unifonn  management 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law, 
combined  to  throw  upon  the  large  towns 

Seat  masses  of  pauperism  which  had 
en  created  elsewhere.  The  Law  of 
Settlement,  combined  with  those  causes, 
had,  however,  greatly  modified  the  cha- 
racter of  pauperism.  He  would  first 
ask  the  House  to  consider  tlte  effect  of 
the  exemption  of  large 
pert;  from  contributing  to  local  taxa- 
tion. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Devon,  speaking  of  the  landed 
proprietary,  said  it  was  a  great  hardship 
that  the  local  taxation  diould  iall  ex- 
clusively on  real  property,  and  that  such 
a  system  seriously  affected  the  agricul- 
tuAl  interests.  He  (Mr.  Bathbone) 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  show  that 
it  pressed  with  far  more  cruel  injustice 
upon  the  email  householders  of  large 
towns.  The  principal  wealth  of  oui 
lai^  towns  consisted  of  commercial, 
manufacturing,  and  trading  interests ; 
but,  except  incidentally,  none  of  these 
interests  contributed  to  this  taxation. 
Those  classes  did  not  contribute  their 
fair  share  towards  the  rates  levied  for  the 
support  of  the  sickness,  accidents,  or 
poverty  of  the  populations  of  large  towns. 
Nay,  more,  as  their  wealth  increased, 
and  large  towns  were  extended,  those 
classes  escaped  more  and  more  iix)m  the 
contributions.  They  did  not  pay  on  their 
capital,  because  that  capital,  consisting 
mainly  of  personalty,  was  not  subject  to 
local  taxation.  Nor  did  they  contribute 
in  die  towns  on  their  domestic  establish- 
ments, because  now  the  merchant,  the 
banker,  or  the  broker,  instead  of  living 
on  the  spot  where  his  business  was  con- 
ducted, resided  out  of  town,  beyond  the 
area  of  taxation.  The  fact  that  men  of 
the  class  to  which  he  referred  paid  so 
insignificant  an  amount  towards  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  had,  he  was  convinced, 
a  good  deal  to  do  with  their  withdrawal 
from  a  discharge  of  the  duties  of  Poor 
Law  Guardian.  From  inquiries  which 
he  had  made  into  this  subject  be  found 
iDr.Rathioiu 
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that  in  the  large  towns  the  richer  a  man 
was  the  smaller  was  the  proportion  he 
contributed,  and  the  poorer  a  man  wa« 
the  larger  was  the  proportion  which  ha 
paid.  A  merchant  doing  a  l<u^  busi- 
ness in  a  moderately  lai^  office  and 
warehouse  only  paid  rates  for  those  pre- 
mises, whatever  might  be  the  extent  of 
his  transactions.  Merchants  who  had 
made  Uie  calculation  informed  him  that 
the  proportion  of  their  income  derived 
from  tnide  on  which  they  paid  poor- 
rate  amounted  to  only  from  1^  to  2  per 
cent,  while  the  proportion  of  their  income 
on  which  labourers  in  the  employment 
of  those  merchants  paid  poor-rate  was 
3^  per  cent.  From  this  it  appeared  that 
the  proportion  in  which  persons  paid  in 
large  towns  was  in  almost  inverse  ratio 
to  ueir  wealth.  Upon  tbe  class  of  small 
tradesmen  the  poor  rate  operated  most 
oppressively,  and  with  especial  severi^ 
upon  those  who  were  in  the  humblest 
circumstances.  It  might  be  said  that  it 
was  foolish  for  the  mercantile  oommunity 
to  be  active  in  promoting  a  change  of 
system ;  but  the  mercantile  communi^ 
were  not  foolish  or  short-sighted  enough 
to  believe  that  a  ^stem  could  be  good 
which  transferred  a  considerable  porijoo 
of  the  burden  of  taxation  from  their 
shoulders  to  those  of  the  very  poor.  Ab 
to  the  argument  that  the  weight  reallj 
fell  upon  the  owner  and  not  the  occupier 
of  property,  it  was  sufficient  to  point  out 
that  uie  pressure  of  increased  rating 
always  fell  first  upon  the  occupier,  ana 
it  was  not  till  the  chai^  became  per- 
manent that,  gradually  and  only  par- 
tially, the  chai^  was  transferred  to  the 
owner.  Increasing  the  area  of  taxation 
would  only  meet  part  of  the  evil  and  in- 
justice of  this  system,  and  the  pariehea 
were  already  too  large  for  careful 
or  economical  management.  The  very 
wealthy  would  still  manage  to  escape 
the  burden.  Take  the  parish  of  Liver- 
pool :  its  workhouse,  hospitals,  and 
schools,  under  the  management  of  the 
vestiy,  contained  at  times  over  6,000 
inhabitants,  a  number  larger  than  the 
population  of  some  towns  returning 
Members  to  that  House.  Then,  again, 
masses  of  the  population  accumulated  ia 
towns  which  were  not  properly  respon- 
sible for  their  poverty.  It  was  often 
alleged  that  towns,  as  they  obtained  the 
benefit  of  the  labour  of  the  poor,  ought 
properly  to  be  chaiveable  with  their 
support ;  but  althoagh  a  oonneotum  itm 
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capable  of  being  eBtablished  between 
particular  trades  and  particular  localities, 
there  was  a  large  amount  of  pauperism 
tmconuected  witb  special  localitieB  vbicb 
migbt  fairly  be  considered  national  in  ita 
character,  and  chargeable,  therefore,  on 
the  ^neral  wealth  of  the  countiy.  The 
poseibility  of  employment  in  times  of 
distresB  attracted  numbers  to  large  towns, 
and  that  excess  of  labour,  so  far  from 
contributing  to  the  wealth  of  thoso  towns, 
waa  euro,  sooner  or  later,  to  become  a 
burden  on  the  rates.  This  mass  of  sur- 
plus population  had  been  called  our  re- 
serve of  labour,  but  these  reserves  to 
be  of  service  should  be  available  when 
wanted.  They  did  not,  however,  oome 
to  the  lai^e  towns  in  times  of  prosperity, 
but  only  in  pencils  of  distress,  when 
they  became  not  resources  of  labour,  but 
reserves  of  pauperism,  and  irom  them 
the  large  towns  derived  no  benefit. 
Again,  it  was  impossible  in  large  cities 
to  exercise  the  same  control  over  able- 
bodied  pauperism  which  was  possible  in 
small  towQs;  and  the  consequent  evils 
were  aggravated  by  the  fact  mat,  in  the 
different  parishes,  there  was  no  uniform 
system  of  treatment  for  the  sick,  lunatic, 
and  infirm.  It  often  happened  that  a 
poor  sickly  iamily,  hanging  on  in  the 
aelplesa  way  characteristic  of  the  class 
to  which  they  belonged,  heard  at  length 
of  some  adjoining  pansh  where  either 
private  charity  or  parochial  humanity 
made  some  better  providon  for  the 
sick;  to  this  they  accordingly  shiited 
and  settled  down,  and,  after  a  twelve- 
month's residence,  became  permanently 
ohargeabla,  not  upon  the  parish  that 
had  neglected,  but  upon  the  pariah  that 
had  done  its  duty.  A  man  had  come 
from  the  Isle  of  Man  on  four  or  five 
different  occasions  to  the  Liverpool 
workhouse  to  be  cured.  The  Isle  of 
Man,  therefore,  had  the  benefit  of  his 
health,  and  the  parisli  of  Liverpool  the 
cost  of  his  sickness.  He  did  not  advo- 
cate a  return  to  the  Law  of  Settlement, 
because  its  operation  waa  most  oppres- 
Bive  on  labour,  and  most  unjust  to  the 
landowners  and  farmers,  and  also  to  the 
parish — that  a  man  should  be  chargeable 
to  the  parish  where  he  was  bom,  and 
not  to  the  parish  where  he  had  worked 
all  hia  life.  Whilst,  however,  they  ne- 
medied  one  injustice,  they  ought  not  to 
inflict  another  by  it  on  a  class  still  less 
able  to  bear  it  Uian  poor  householders 
of  our  large  towns.     He  had  shown  that 


the  present  incidence  of  taxation  waa 
doubly  unfair.  It  placed  a  tax  on  lai^ 
towns  which  did  not  belong  to  them,  and 
it  distributed  it  unfairly  over  the  dif- 
ferent classes  of  the  population.  [Die 
waste  and  demorahzation  of  the  present 
system  clearly  demanded  the  adoption  of 
some  means  for  its  correction.  Want  of 
uniformity  of  mauBgement  of  the  Poor 
Law  system  with  regard  to  the  sick  was 
antagonistic  to  good  management,  and 
since  he  had  put  hia  Motion  on  the  Pa- 
per he  had  received  varioos  communica> 
tiona  upon  the  subject.  One  guardian 
wrote  to  him  to  complain  of  the  incredi- 
ble careleesnese  which  prevailed  in  the 
collection  of  rates,  adiung  that  in  his 
parish  not  less  than  55  per  cent  of  the 
rates  remained  uncollected  when  the 
collector  closed  Uie  rate,  which  was  a 
great  injustice  on  those  who  had  honestly 
paid  their  rates.  Another  pointed  out 
numerous  and  serious  defalcations  on  the 
part  of  the  officers  employed  by  the 
guardians  to  collect  the  rates,  wluch  it 
was  urged  would  be  impossible  under  a 
proper  system  of  audit.  Another  showed 
the  wide  discrepancies  in  the  amount 
given  in  adjacent  parishes  near  him  for 
ttte  relief  of  Uie  poor,  the  guardians  of 
oneparish  expending  U.  l\i.  per  head 
weekly  in  out-door  r^ef,  while  the  guar- 
dians of  another  spent  3«.  lOji.,  showing 
that  either  one  parish  waa  making  pau- 
pers by  nnder-relief,  or  that  the  other 
was  doing  the  same  thing  by  over-relief. 
He  beKeved  both  systems  were  going  on 
in  almost  every  parish  in  the  kingdom, 
and  the  sooner  it  was  remedied  the  bet- 
tor. The  rates  were  said  to  be  kept  down 
in  some  parishes,  not  by  under-relieving 
the  poor,  but  by  paying  the  officers  so 
low  uiat  men  of  education  and  capacity 
could  not  be  found  to  do  the  work.  Men 
who  had  failed  in  other  departments  of 
life,  for  the  want  of  those  qualities  which 
were  most  wanted  in  governors  of  work- 
houses and  relieving  officers,  were  se- 
lected by  the  guardians  for  the  dlschai^ 
of  those  duties.  On  the  master  not  oi3y 
the  welfare  of  the  inmates  but  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Poor  Law  system  depended ; 
and  incompetent  relieving  officers  re- 
lieved those  who  ought  not  to  be  re- 
lieved, and  in  that  way  a  vast  number 
of  idle  and  profligate  paupers  were  re- 
lieved who  ought  not  to  be  relieved  at  alL 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  experience, 
discrimination,  and  business  habits  were 
seldom  to  be  found  in  parish  officers,  be- 
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cause  there  vaa  no  suiBdent  Bystom  of 
training  and  no  sufflcient  inducement  to 
competent  persons.  The  deficiency  ^as 
not  supplied  by  the  guardianB,  who 
were  apt  to  become  wearied  and  tired 
of  their  trork  just  when  they  were  be- 
ginning to  learn  it.  The  result  was  that 
a  pauper,  if  he  looked  round,  could  al- 
ways find  some  parish  in  which  he  could 
hre  in  idleness.  Then,  owing  to  the 
want  of  due  supervision  and  guidance, 
parish  after  pariah  made  the  same  costly 
experiments  and  blunders,  unaware  that 
the  same  experiments  and  blunders  bad 
been  made  elsewhere.     Nay,  the  same 

Sridi  often  repeated  its  own  blunders. 
alf  the  failures  of  the  Poor  Law  sys- 
tem would  be  aToided  if  Uie  Poor  Law 
Board  were  in  a  position  to  collect,  pre- 
serve, and  re-distribute  all  the  eiperi- 
ence  that  was  daily  gained  and  lost  in 
the  parishes  of  this  kingdom.  One  of 
the  worst  features  of  our  social  system 
was  that  the  increase  of  pauperism  was 
contemporaneous  with  the  vast  increase  of 
wealth,  as  shown  by  the  Betums  of  In- 
come Tax.  The  increase  of  wealth  dur- 
ing the  nine  years  prerions  to  1862  was 
in  Liverpool  42  per  cent.  The  Census 
for  the  borough  of  Liverpool  showed 
that,  in  the  previous  ten  years,  the 
increase  of  population  was  a  little 
under  20  per  cent.  With  regard  to 
pauperism,  ho  would  take  two  periods 
which,  following  upon  years  of  commer- 
cial panic,  were  periods  of  distress,  and 
he  found  that  the  average  number  of 
paupers  during  the  first  half  of  the  year 
18fi8  was  30,038,  and  in  1868,  44,136, 
being  an  increase  in  t«n  years  of  14,098 
cases.  So  that  within  that  interval  there 
had  been  an  increase  of  42  per  cent  in 
wealth,  an  increase  of  only  20  per  cent 
in  population,  and  an  increase  of  more 
theui  43  per  cent  in  pauperism.  In  the 
metropoQs,  during  the  same  period,  the 
population  had  increased  19  per  cent, 
while  pauperism  had  increased  110  per 
cent.  Evils  existed  which  the  present 
system  of  Poor  Law  administration  had 
been  found  altogether  inadequate  to  re- 
move. In  other  words,  the  Poor  Law 
system  was  a  failure  in  our  lai^e  towns. 
It  might  be  said  the  Poor  Law  Board 
ought  to  remedy  this.  It  ought  to  col- 
lect and  disseminata  experience,  and  to 
coimsel,  guide,  and,  if  necessatr,  to  con- 
trol Bcwrds  of  Guardians.  And  why 
had  it  not  done  so  ?  It  was  instituted 
in  1682,  and  had  te  rule  with  a  very 
Mr.Sathhne 


high  hand.  It  had  to  exert  a  tr«nra- 
dous  despotism  over  the  Boards  of  Ouar- 
dians,  and  the  consequence  was  a  per- 
fect storm  of  public  indignation.  The 
power  nominally  placed  in  its  hands 
broke  down  when  it  was  attempted  to  be 
used  in  opposition  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. He  referred  in  proof  of  this  to 
the  evidence  given  by  officers  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  themselves  before  &» 
Committee  which  sat  on  the  eubjeot 
from  1861  to  1864.  The  present  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Boajd  had  stated 
that  the  same  opposition  stiU  existed, 
with  the  same  results.  The  Board 
failed  because  they  could  only  coerce,  be- 
cause they  could  only  say  to  Boards  of 
Guardians — "  If  you  do  not  do  this  we 
will,  and  you  shall  pay  fiw  it."  Surely 
it  would  be  better  Umt  the  Board  tboiiM 
have  power  to  induce  the  guardians 
to  do  what  was  right.  Improvements 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
would,  in  his  opinion,  check  and  di- 
minish  pauperism  to  a  great  extent ;  bat 
he  feared  they  would  after  all  have  to 
come  to  a  change  in  the  principle  of  the 
law.  He  did  not  think  that  a  ponper, 
however  indolent  or  vicious,  had  on  ab- 
solute right  to  relief  ot  the  expense  of 
the  industry  of  the  country.  That  mlo 
did  not  exist  in  Scotland,  and  people  did 
not  starve  there.  Speaking  from  the 
experience  derived  from  the  courts  and 
streets  of  laive  towns  and  the  work- 
house, he  would  infinitely  prefer — speak- 
ing for  those  he  cared  most  for  in  the 
world — that  they  should  be  exposed  to 
any  amount  of  physical  suffenng  or  to 
death  itself  rather  than  to  the  d^roda- 
tion  and  temptation  to  which  they  were 
exposed  under  the  present  system  in  our 
large  towns.  The  President  was  the  only 
reality  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  he 
changed  not  only  with  every  Adminis- 
tration, but  with  almost  eveiy  change  of 
every  Administration.  He  bad  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  either  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  {Mr. 
Tilliers),  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford University  (Mr.  G.  Hardy),  or  tha 
present  head  of  the  Board  (Mr.  Oosohen) 
would  make  the  present  reforms  if  they 
remained  long  enough  to  originate  and 
carry  them  out.  It  was  found  neoesoary 
at  first  to  have  Sir  George  Lewis,  Sir 
(Jeorge  Nichols,  and  Mr,  Lefevre  MP«r- 
manent  members  of  the  Board.  They 
all  felt  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  Oa  Tnamiy  and 
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his  OoUe&gues  for  tlieir  vigilant  control 
over  the  public  expenditure ;  but  there 
was  B.  danger  of  confining  their  attention 
too  eielnaivaly  to  the  Imperial  taxation 
and  expenditure  of  the  country.  There 
was  an  equal  necessity  for  vigilant  con- 
trol of  local  taxation  and  expenditure. 
If,  as  in  this  matter,  education  grants 
irere  made  from  national  resotu^^es,  con- 
ditional on  efBcient  local  Poor  Law  ad- 
ministration, the  proper  remedy  would, 
in  his  opinion,  be  applied.  That  would 
lay  under  contribution  to  k«al  rates 
wealth  which  was  now  only  subject  to 
Imperial  taxation,  and  would  promote 
hannonioDB  action  between  the  central 
Board  and  the  local  authorities.  He 
would  make  the  Poor  Law  Board  the  me- 
dium of  these  conditional  grants,  and 
another  effect  would  be  to  make  local 
management  more  uniform,  because  the 
inspectors'  reports  would  have  to  be  far 
more  careftilly  made  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain efficiency,  on  which  the  grants  de- 
pended ;  and  those  reports  would  have 
to  be  more  carefully  studied,  so  that  the 
conditions  were  more  likely  to  be  learnt 
on  which  grants  depended.  At  the  same 
time  those  grants  Miould  not  be  made  in 
a  way  that  would  relieve  the  local  rate- 
payers from  any  waste  or  extravagance 
on  the  part  of  Boards  of  Guardians.  The 
Boards  of  Quardlans  of  Birmingham, 
Liverpool,  and  Leeds  had  already  pro- 
posed to  relieve  the  rate-payers  of  the 
exclusive  cost  of  sickness,  lunacy,  and  im- 
becility. The  way  it  would  work  would 
be  this — the  Poor  Law  Board  would 
first  ascertain  what  would  be  a  fair 
amount  of  sickness  which  ought  to  be 
provided  for  in  each  district  of  tie  county, 
and,  having  ascertained  that,  they  would 
be  authorized  to  grant  to  eucb  district  a 
Bum  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  such 
sioknese.  The  grant  being  fixed,  any  ad- 
ditional expense,  whether  caused  by  a 
greater  number  of  sick  being  thrown  on 
me  rates  through  epidemics  or  by  lax 
management  on  the  part  of  the  guar- 
dians, would  still  be  borne  by  the  local 
rates.  Aninspection,ifitwerethorough, 
would  secure  that  the  sick  did  not  suffer 
from  any  dishonest  parsimony.  The  prin- 
ciple was  capable  of  being  applied  to  any 
part  of  the  Poor  Law  expenditure.  He 
would  propose  that  a  grant  should  al- 
ways be  limited  to  a  proportion  of  the 
cost  of  the  expense,  leaving  the  balance, 
whether  reduced  by  economy  or  swelled 
by  eztroTOganae,  to  be  bome  by  the 
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body  electing  the  local  managers.  The 
Metropolitan  Poor  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
liemMr  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy)  carried  out  this  prin- 
ciple in  the  metropolis  by  bringing  to  the 
aid  of  particular  paridies  grants  from 
wider  areas.  He  believed  he  was  not 
too  sanguine  in  hoping  that  the  remedies 
he  suggested  would  make  taxation  more 
just  and  administration  more  efficient, 
and  that  it  would  prevent  us  being 
startled  by  disgusting  disclosures,  lead- 
ing to  hasty  and,  therefore,  wasteful  ex- 
penditure. This  was  not  merely  or  prin- 
cipally a  money  question.  A  nation  of 
citizens  individually  virtuous  and  indus- 
trious could  stand  very  heavy  and  even 
wasteful  expenditure  ;  but  if  it  tended, 
as  he  believed  the  wasteful  expenditure 
of  our  system  did,  to  destroy  iJie  indus- 
try, the  virtue,  and  the  independence  of 
the  population  of  that  coimtry,  it  under- 
mined the  very  foundations  of  national 
reatness.    He  b^^d  to  propose  his 

Ms.  BIXON,  in  seoonding  the  Mo- 
tion, said  the  principle  involved  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Poor  Law 
authorities  in  Birmingham.  And  that 
fact  was  not  surprising,  because  the  two 
adjoining  parishes  of  Birmingham  and 
Aston — the  circumstances  of  which  were 
nearly  identical— were  veiy  differently 
rated  to  the  poor,  and  the  system  of 
management  appeared  to  be  distinct. 
In  Birmingham,  however,  where  there 
was  a  greater  amoimt  of  wealth,  and 
where  the  proportion  of  the  working 
class  was  smaller,  the  poor  rate  was 
nearly  four  times  as  great  as  in  the 
other  part  of  the  borough,  without 
any  other  reason  being  shown  for  it 
than  the  different  e^stem  of  manage- 
ment. Along  with  lavish  expenditure 
in  the  one,  tnere  was  a  greater  care  for 
paupers ;  in  the  other,  along  with  econo- 
my, there  was  great  disregard  of  the 
real  wants  and  necessities  of  the  poor 
living  at  a  distance  from  the  centra  of 
the  union.  The  question  wa£  how  these 
evils  could  be  overcome ;  and  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  Motion  was  one 
wnioh  at  any  rate  was  well  worthy  of 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  It  was 
that  we  should  look  to  the  central  autho- 
rity for  a  greater  amount  of  control, 
believing  that  the  control  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  more  wise  and  effi- 
cient than  that  provided  by  localities, 
and  that  along  with  it  there  must  ne- 
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ceesarily  come  Uie  Bapplementmg  of  the 
ratee  out  of  the  national  taxation  of  the 
country.  If  that  were  done  a  ^at 
fitep  would  be  taken  towards  equalizing 
the  burden  of  the  rates  and  reducing  the 
amount  of  that  burden.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  a  properly  constituted  cen- 
tral Board  would  very  much  diminish 
the  existing  defective  management,  whe- 
ther it  took  the  form  of  pampering  the 
poor  or  of  Btarving  them,  and  woiiSl,  in 
the  same  proportion,  diniinish  the  enor- 
mous evil  of  pauperism.  One  objection 
raised  to  the  plan  was  that  it  would 
relieve  local  authorities  from  a  ro- 
sponsibility  which  was  supposed  to  rest 
exclusively  upon  them,  and  that  it  would 
induce  them  to  spend  more  largely 
because  they  would  be  spending  other 
people's  money.  If  the  plan  were  ju- 
didously  carried  out  he  did  not  beheve 
that  these  results  would  by  any  means 
follow.  He  had  no  fear  of  the  results 
of  giving  more  power  to  the  central 
authority ;  for,  although  the  system  of 
centralization  had  always  been  looked 
upon  in  this  country  with  very  great 
fear  and  apprehension,  they  might  be 
dismissed  now  that  we  had  a  reformed 
House  of  Commons.  They  need  not 
now  fear  any  undue  exercise  of  central 
power ;  and  the  wisdom  and  experience 
which  might  be  collected  in  a  central 
Board  might  be  of  enormous  use  if  it 
were  diffused  all  over  the  country,  fer- 
talizing  every  distant  and  ignorant 
union,  where  everything  in  the  shape 
of  innovation  was  shunned.  He  was 
glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Hathbone)  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion,  the  principle  of  which 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not  re- 
vise to  take  into  consideration,  and 
which  he  trusted  would  before  long 
meet  with  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  favour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  thp  opinion  of  thia  Ilaaie,  a  cloaer 

and   mora  harmoDioni  oormpondeBoc  betvein 

tlie  Central   and   Local   Poor   Law  author' 


conicquance,  n 


nirorm  and  cfflcient 


l]r9t«m  or  pnroohlal  adminlatralion 
tabtiahcd,  and  the  inctdenoa  of  Local  Taxation 
woald  tw  safelj  rccti&sd  if,  n>  in  the  case  of  Edu- 
cation, granli,  oonditional  on  efflciencj,  were  made 
from  National  lourcea,  through  the  medium  of 
the  Poor  Ijiw  Board."— (Mr.  Bathbone.) 

Ms.  LIDDELL  said,  he  believed  that 
questions  of  that  kind  sometimes  de- 
nved  great  weight  and  importance  from 
Mr.  Dixon 


the  quarter  whence  they  proceeded ;  and 
he,  therefore,  hailed  with  satisfaction 
and  pleasure  the  fact  that  the  represen- 
tative of  one  of  the  largest  tnwns  in  the 
country  had  brought  mat  question  for- 
ward with  so  much  ability.  Although 
he  thought  it  would  be  premature  kit 
the  House  to  pass  a  positive  opinion 
upon  the  very  1^^  scheme  propounded 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Sathbone)  it  was  very  important  that 
the  attention  of  the  country  should  he 
fixed  upon  it,  and  he  truated,  also,  that 
it  would  receive  the  earnest  consideration 
of  the  Government.  They  all  knew  that 
considerable  jealousy  of  the  interference 
of  the  central  authority  existed  in  many 
parts  of  the  cotmtry  ;  but  if  the  aid  of 
the  public  Exchequer  was  to  be  invoked 
to  lighten  the  pressure  of  local  burdens, 
the  various  local  bodies  must  be  pro- 
pared  to  submit  to  a  larger  degree  of 
central  control  than  they  nad  hitherto 
been  subjected  to,  in  order  to  secure  that 
the  money  obtained  &om  the  State  should 
be  properly  expended.  The  proposition 
brought  before  them  that  night  was,  he 
thought,  the  best  solution  yet  offered 
of  that  most  dif&cult  problem — namely, 
how  they  could  reach  a  lai^  amount  of 
property  which  had  hitherto  been  un- 
taxed. The  hardship  of  subjecting  one 
description  of  property  only  to  local 
burdens  had  long  been  complained  o^ 
and  the  dificnlty  which  had  always  met 
them  was,  how  to  reach  property  that 
was  not  visible.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  had  sug^st«d  a  means  by 
which  they  could  accomplish  that,  and, 
havingoncedoneso,itwastobehopedthat 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  lose  sight 
of  that  great  principle.  The  proceedings 
of  the  House  lately  appeared  to  him  to 
have  paved  the  way  towards  the  attain- 
ment of  that  great  object,  because  they 
had  heard  propounded  a  principle  which 
had  rather  startled  himself,  but  which 
had  been  accepted  with  great  unanimity 
— at  any  rate  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  had  always  fancied  that 
the  liability  to  local  taxation  attached 
to  occupation,  and  hitherto  that  prin- 
ciple had  been  the  accepted  principle  of 
the  law.  But  they  liad  lately  neard 
that  principle  contested,  and  it  had  been 
asserted  that  the  liabili^  ought  to  attach 
to  ownership,  and  the  moment  theyfound 
the  man  the  first  query  that  arose  was 
as  to  his  liability  to  pay.  Did  anybody 
think  that  when  once  the  questimt  <» 
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the  ability  of  the  owner  to  pay  was 
ittised,  the  qnestioiL  vonld  atop  there, 
and  hiB  ability  to  pay  would  rest  witit 
tiie  houee  or  a  hiiulU  portioii  of  land  ? 
He  did  not  believe  it.  It  would  then 
have  reference  to  what  his  whole  ability 
waa,  and  his  whole  property — not  a 
mere  portion  of  it — would  be  deemed 
liable  to  the  payment  required  of  him. 
In  that  sense  he  thought  lie  saw  an  in- 
clination on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
extend  the  liability  beyond  its  present 
limita.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
question  of  the  increase  of  pauperiam, 
or  the  mal-administration  of  the  Poor 
X<aw ;  but  he  thought  the  present  system 
was  really  an  encouragement  to  pauper- 
ism, and  the  country  was  awakened  to 
that  great  and  melancholy  truth.  The 
bon.  Gentleman  had  perhaps  rather 
weakened  his  case  by  mentioning  the 
fact  that  a  guardian  had  written  to  him 
telling  him  that  only  50  per  cent  of  the 
rates  due  had  been  collected.  But  the 
bon.  Member  had  stated  one 
which  it  was  to  be  hoped  would  be  taken 
to  heart  by  the  country  at  large — namely, 
that  the  wealthy  merchant  in  our  great 
towns  pays  in  an  inverse  ratio  to  his 
wealth  towards  the  support  and  relief 

of  the  poor.     

The  CHANCELLOE  op  ths  EXCHE- 
QtTER:  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone)  has 
travelled  with  great  ability  over  a  space 
in  which  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused  &om 
fbllowing  him,  because  I  shall  endeavour 
to  nonfine  myself  to  the  proposition  im- 
mediately before  the  House.  I  trust 
also  that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
fieeolution  will  content  themselves  with 
having  so  ably  stated  their  views,  and 
not  tMnk  it  necessa^  to  press  the  Mo- 
tion to  a  division.  I  am  glad  to  think 
this  is  likely  to  be  the  case,  because, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  to  adopt  a  controversial 
attitude  in  considering  some  of  the  dif- 
ficulties of  the  case.  The  hon.  Member 
has  drawn  what  I  am  afraid  is  too  true 
and  too  pain^  a  picture  of  the  progress 
of  pauperism  in  Uiis  country.  He  tella 
us  that  it  is  on  the  increase,  that  the 
poor  rates  are  on  the  increase,  that  they 
fall  very  heavily  on  the  poor  who  are 
just  above  the  grade  of  pauperism,  and 
that  this  has  a  most  degrading  effect  on 
the  whole  community.  This  is  a  sad 
picture ;  but  though  I  tried  to  find  out 
oom  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  what 
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is  his  remedy,  there  I  confess  I  am  some- 
what at  fiuilt.  I  do  not  understand  whe- 
ther he  wants  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  to  be  more  lenient  or  more 
stringent  —  whether,  in  his  opinion, 
pauperism  ought  to  be  ruled  by  a  more 
lai  or  by  a  more  rigid  system.  Cer- 
tainly he  said  something  about  the  sys- 
tem in  Scotland,  which  made  me  think 
that  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  Scotch 

Sstem  is  a  more  satisfactory  one  than 
e  English  ;  but  I  confess  that,  having 
listened  with  great  attention  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  I  am  unable  to  come  to 
any  conclusion  as  to  what  would  be  hia 
test  of  efficiency,  and,  until  we  have  such 
a  teat,  I  do  not  see  how  we  are  to  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  which  he  invites  ua 
to  adopt.  Without  we  know  what  his 
test  is,  we  can  hardly  deal  with  hia  pro- 
posal. But,  pasaing  over  that,  we  coma 
to  the  remedy  he  proposes.  I  suppose 
we  all  agree  that  those  evils  exist — that 
pauperism  is  increasing,  and  that  the 
poorest  class  feels  the  pressure  of  the 
poor  rate  very  severely.  But  some  think 
that  more  assistance  ^ould  be  given  to 
the  poor,  while  others  hold  that  indepen- 
dence is  the  beet  riches  of  the  workiiig 
class,  and  that  we  ahould  do  them  more 
harm  than  good  by  further  weakening 
that  independence.  Looking  at  the 
matter  as  it  is  now  preaented  to  us,  I 
ask,  what  result  would  follow  &om  tbe 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  ?  He  wants 
ua  to  adopt  in  respect  of  the  poor  the 
system  of  the  Privy  Council  in  respect 
of  education.  But  if  you  send  down  an 
'aspector  to  give  his  opinion  a^to  the 
"  ■       ■  of  tie  s  •     " 


school,  you  have  a  test. 
In  what  doea  the  efficiency  of  a  national 
schod  consist  ?  In  reading,  writing, 
and  ciphering.  Tut  a  book  in  a  child  a 
hand  and  you  may  see  whether  he  can 
read,  put  a  bit  of  paper  before  him  and 
you  can  see  whether  he  can  write  ;  put 
a  slate  before  him  and  you  may  see  whe- 
ther he  can  cipher.  But  what  does  the 
bon.  O-entleman  mean  by  efficiency  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  F  I 
cannot  grapple  with  that.  Would  my 
hon.  Friend  make  the  smallneas  of  the 
expenditure  the  teat  of  efficiency  P  That 
would  make  the  Oovemmeut  grant  de- 
pend on  greediness  towards  the  poor. 
Would  he  make  the  largeness  of  the 
expenditure  the  teat  ?  That  would  make 
the  Government  grant  depend  on  the 
extravagance  of  uie  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law. 
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Ma.  KA.THBONE :  I  add  tliat  tiis 
grant  should  be  fixed,  and  sot  propor- 
tionate to  the  expenditure.  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
OTIER:  I  thought  the  amount  of  the 
grant  waa  to  depend  on  the  effideBcy  ; 
but  whether  there  is  more  or  less  effiJci- 
ency,  there  is  not  to  be  more  or  leas 
grant.  la  the  adminietration  of  a  work- 
house  to  be  considered  efficient  if  it  oon- 
taina  a  great  number  of  paupers,  or  is 
the  management  to  be  most  efficient 
where  there  are  the  fewest  paupere? 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  apply 
either  of  those  tests,  is  the  system  to  be 
considered  most  efficient  where  most  is 
done  to  protect  the  paupere  and  to  make 
them  comfortable  and  happy,  or  where 
Ihe  paupers  are  under  the  most  rigid 
rules  of  government?  What  is  to  be 
our  guide  in  this  matter,  or  how  are  we 
to  Imow  on  what  ^mrindple  the  money 
ahall  be  given?  These  queationB  will 
hare  to  be  considered,  and  some  definite 
criterion  of  efficiency  laid  down,  before 
we  can  advance  a  step.  At  one  time 
uncertainly  of  somewhat  the  same  kind 
as  that  which  would  arise  here  was  ex- 
perienced in  the  case  of  the  education 
grants-  Before  the  change  was  effected 
whioh  established  the  systom  of  deciding 
by  results,  the  inspector  visiting  a  na- 
tional school,  judged  by  was  caUed  the 
"  moral  atmosphere "  of  the  school. 
That  waa  the  test  in  the  case  of  schools ; 
but  we  have  no  test  here,  and  before  we 
advance  we  ought  to  be  told  what  the 
test  is  to  be.  Passing  from  that  point, 
there  are  other  considerationB  which 
render  it  impossible  for  us  to  decide  on 
adopting  the  non.  Oentleman's  proposal. 
Is  this  plan  to  be  limited  to  England,  or 
is  to  extend  to  the  three  Kingdoms  ?  be- 
oause,  if  it  is  to  be  made  the  nde  in  the 
three  Kingdoms,  we  must  bear  in  mind 
that  there  is  a  different  system  of  Poor 
Law  in  Scotland  &om  that  which  exista 
in  this  country.  If  there  is  not  to  h€ 
an  entire  change,  what  is  to  be  the  gene- 
ral criterion  of  efficiency  ?  Then,  sa  to 
expenditure;  the  Privy  Council  Grant 
amounts  to  one-third  of  the  whole  ex- 
penditure for  education.  Now,  if  the 
same  ratio  is  to  be  adopted  in  the  case 
of  the  grants  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, we  shall  nave  to  make  an  Im- 
perial contribution  of  £3,000,000,  the 
total  expenditure  for  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  taw  being  £9,000,000. 
Again,  why  should  the  principle,  if  it 
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be  a  good  one,  be  limited  to  Poor  Lew 
expenditure  ?  Why  should  it  stop  there? 
Why  should  it  not  extend  to  the  outlay 
&r  highways.  I  think  an  inspector 
might  nave  great  difficulty  in  deciding 
as  to  deficiency  in  the  caae  of  Poor  Law 
administration  ;  but  the  thing  would  be 
easy  enough  in  the  case  of  highways. 
If  a  road  overturned  your  gig  and  threw 
down  your  horse,  you  would  know  it  was 
a  bad  one.  If  my  hon.  Friend  suooeeded, 
his  principle  would  have  a  very  wide 
extension,  and  the  expenditure  would 
be  proportionately  great.  Now,  first 
consider  this  question — where  is  all  this 
money  to  come  from  ?  As  I  hare  stated 
£3,000,000  would  be  required  for  the 
contribution  in  aid  of  poor  rate ;  but,  if 
all  the  local  taxes  were  brought  within 
mj  hon.  Friend's  principle,  the  third 
of  £20,000,000,  or  something  like 
£7,000,000,  would  be  required.  It  may 
be  said  that  this  money  should  relieve 
local  taxation,  but  where  are  we  to  get 
it?  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  and 
with  great  truth,  that  the  poorer  rlannm 
already  contribute  too  mudlL  to  the  poor 
rate,  bnt  will  you  reUeve  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  people  by  increasing 
the  burden  of  Imperial  taxation  from 
£48,000,000  to  £55,000,000  ?  Where 
would  that  money  be  got?  Would  it 
be  got  by  taxation  on  the  necessaries 
of  life  ?  And  Is  that  Uie  assistance  to 
be  given  to  the  poor?  I  can  imagine 
nothing  more  crueL  I  now  turn  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
LiddeU),  and  a^  him  whether  the  adop- 
tion of  such  schemea  as  this,  suMiorted 
on  grounds  such  as  those  which  he  has 
put  forward  in  support  of  them,  would 
not  be  likely  to  eventuate  in  additional 
toxation  on  realized  property  ?  If  in- 
creased burdens  be  placed  on  the  poor, 
does  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
the  ingenuity  of  some  persons  will  be 
directed  to  placing  what  he  and  hia 
Mends  would  consider  to  be  intolerable 
burdens  on  realized  property  ?  But  there 
is  another  difficulty  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool.  It  ts  the  habit  in  this 
country  to  place  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  in  the  hands  of  persons 
who  have  a  local  interest  in  the  applioa- 
cation  of  the  funds.  They  are  respon- 
sible for  the  application,  and  that  is  the 
ayatom  whioh  nas  been  at  work  in  this 
eountty  for  nearly  300  years.  Now,  I 
can  understand  persons  who  oomplain 
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of  the  many  nievous  evils  tliat  ue  oon- 
neotMl  with  toe  local  admiiiiatnttioii  of 
the  Poor  Law,  and  who,  in  their  impa- 
t»iLM  of  thoee  erila,  would  prefer  r 
mtem  of  Imperial  tuation — I  can  un- 
derstand thrai  saying — we  will  haTo 
•fBcienof ,  at  any  rate,  even  if  we  have 
to  givB  up  looal  adminiBtratioii  and  adopt 
Imperial  admimstTatioii.  Either  of  theee 
two  principles  I  can  Tmderstand.  But 
what  I  cannot  understand  is  tlie  mixing 
up  of  the  two  togeUier  with  just  enough 
of  local  goveroment  to  thwart  the  influ- 
ence of  Imperial  efBoisncy,  and  with 
just  enough  of  central  aaaiBtance  to  ren- 
der the  local  administrators  still  more 
IflTy  and  careless.  I  can  imderstand  the 
^r«tem  of  official  responsibility,  and  I 
can  understand  the  system  of  local  re- 
sponsibility. But  a  qretem  of  reeponsi- 
bility  vhi^  is  neither  the  nor  the  other, 
I  oannot  understand.  It  would  add  to 
the  burdens  of  the  oountry  by  what  it 
took  out  of  the  central  tanA,  while,  in 
all  probability,  it  would  leave  tiie  burden 
of  the  local  rates  as  griDvously  o£fen- 
aire  as  ever.  These  are  the  difficulties 
that  occur  to  my  mind.  I  do  not  aay 
th^  cannot  be  met.  I  have  spoken 
wltitout  any  ponibility  of  preparation, 
and  I  am  afraid  without  very  much 
knowledge  <^  the  subject;  but  I  ven- 
ture to  tmnk  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
not  fiinushed  us  with  a  criterion  which  is 
necessary  before  we  could  think  of  adopt- 
ing his  proposal ;  and,  therefbre,  I  hc^ 
he  will  be  satisfied  with  having  stat«d 
his  viewe  in  an  able  speech. 

8ia  GEOBOE  JENXINSOIi  said, 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  interest  to 
the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  which  must  be  his  excuse  ft>r 
troubling  the  House  on  this  occasion. 
S»  thought  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
tha  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  en- 
deavoured to  lead  the  House  away  &om 
the  true  meaning  and  purport  of  the 
n>eech  of  the  hon.  0«nlleiaan  opposite 
(Sfr.  Eathbone).  For  himself,  he  had 
always  regarded  this  as  more  a  town 
than  a  rural  question,  and  as  one  affect- 
ing the  small  rate-payers  rather  than  the 
ricn ;  and  it  was  in  that  point  of  view 
he  wished  to  anpie  ^s  question  to-night. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
this  was  a  plan  to  mix  up  central  with 
local  admimstratinn,  and  that  the  thing 
was  impossible.  But  they  all  knew  that 
that  was  the  system  now  in  existence. 
Iha  Qovemment  sent  down  inspectors 
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who  exeioised  a  most  scrupulous  super- 
intendence over  the  proceedings  of  th* 
local  guardians.  He  was,  therefbre,  as- 
tonished how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
possessed  as  he  was  of  so  much  wide 
and  varied  information,  oould  stand  up 
and  say  in  athe  face  of  the  House,  that 
there  could  be  no  mixture  of  central  su- 
perintendence with  local  administratiou. 
He  wished  to  lead  the  House  back  to 
consider  the  real  question — the  question 
how  this  ayatem  affected  the  towns  rather 
than  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  if  a  grant  was  to  be  made 
in  aid  of  the  loc^  rates,  from  what 
source  that  grant  was  to  oome  ?  He 
would  meet  that  question  by  saying  that 
as  the  wants  of  the  oountry  had  been 
caused  by  Imperial  legislation,  the  local 
rates  ought  to  receive  aid  &om  the  Im- 
perial funds.  (^"Divide!"]  He  must 
remind  the  House  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion requiring  much  deliberation,  and 
that  it  was  not  to  be  settled  by  howling 
him  down.  A  Beport  of  the  IiOTda* 
Committee  on  Parochial  Assessments, 
said  that  the  relief  of  the  poor  ought  to 
come  out  of  every  description  of  national 
proper^.  It  was  also  the  opinion  of 
the  Judges  that  all  things  wluch  were 
charged  for  the  Imperial  revenue,  ought 
to  he  taxed  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
It  was  therefore  not  right  to  say  that 
one  kind  of  property  omy  ou^t  to  be 
taxed  for  rehef  of  the  poor.  The  cases 
of  hardship  arising  worn  the  present 
OTstem  were  greater  in  towns  tlian  in 
the  rural  districts.  From  inquiries  ha 
had  made  he  ascertained  that  in  one 
manu&cturing  town  (Trowbridge,  in 
North  Wilts)  the  rates  varied  from  4«. 
Si.  in  a  good  year  to  lOf.  in  a  bad 
one,  and  in  another  populous  town 
fWestburv)  things  were  still  worse. 
Cases  such  as  that  of  an  old  woman  aged 
seventy-four,  whose  husband  had  recently 
died,  being  summoned  for  Ss.  3d.  arrears, 
was  really  a  reproach  to  our  legislation. 
At  Bradford,  in  Yorkshire,  again,  a 
gentleman  had  built  twelve  almshouses 
for  the  relief  of  as  many  aged  women, 
and  endowed  them  besides  with  a  an- 
nuity for  each.  These  almshouses  cost 
£10,000  to  build,  and  although  some  of 
the  oocupants  haid  previously  been  re- 
lieved at  a  cost  to  the  parish  of  6t.  a 
week,  the  authorities  actually  rated  those 
buildings.  K  he  was  asked  what  was 
the  remedy  for  this  stato  of  things,  his 
answer  would  be  the  pn^ierty  of  the 
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satioD — ^the  income  tax.  £100,000,000 
only  of  property  were  rated  for  the 
poor — whilst  £300,000,000  of  property 
were  rated  for  the  income  tax.  A  rich 
man  who  died  lately,  owned  proper^  ii 
the  funds  that  yielded  £28,000  a  year, 
and  tliat  fund  contributed  nothing  to  the 
poor  rate  or  to  the  varioue  local  burdens, 
whilst  the  owner  of  it  enjoyed  all  the 
proteotioQ  of  the  police,  the  county 
prison,  the  Hilitia,  and  the  variouB  in- 
BtitutioDS  which  are  maintained  by  local 
rates,  to  which  he  contributed  absolutely 
nil  in  respect  of  that  property.  Surely 
no  one  could  justify  that  and  call  it  jus- 
tice. He  believed  that  much  good  would 
be  done  to  the  working  classes,  as  well 
as  to  the  revenue  of  the  country,  if  those 
olasses  were  relieved  from  tiie  rates 
which  they  now  paid,  and  were  charged 
a  moderate  amount  of  income  tax  pro- 
portioned  to   the    wages   which   uey 

earned.     

Mr.  EATHBONE  said,  he  would  with- 
draw hia  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraw*. 

REPORTS  OP  JUDGES  ON  ELECTION 
INQUIRIES. 

BBISOWATEB     ELEOTIOH. 

Queen's  Answer  to  Address  reporitd, 
aa  follows: — 

/  Ajiitf  received  the  joint  Addrett  ef  the  ttuo 
Boaiet  of  Patliaaitnt  in  referente  to  the  lUpart 
node  by  llie  Judge  appointed  ta  try  a  Petition 
complaining  of  an  undue  Election  and  Return 
fir  the  Borough  of  Bridgwater;  and  I  have 
given  directiont  aeeordingly  for  Uie  appntitrntnt 
0/  the  Oentlemen  named  in  the  Addren  la  be 
Commitlioneri  for  the  purpoit  of  making  ttiC 
Inquiry  prayed  far. 

The  Queen's  Answers  in  respect  of 
Beverley  Election,  Caahel  Election,  Sligo 
Borough  Election,  Norwich  Election,  r»- 
forttd  in  the  same  terms. 

PDBLIC-HODSES,  Ac— RESOLDTION. 
Mb.  RYIiAKDS,  in  rising  to  move  a 
Besolution,  said,  that  the  question  was 
not  entirely  disconnected  with  the  sub- 
ject which  had  been  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Bathbone),  for  the  large  e.YpeQditure  to 
which  he  has  directed  attention  was  to  a 
large  extent  rendered  necessary  by  the 
drinking  habits  of  the  population. 


mortality  of  this  country,  for  he  took  it 
for  granted  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  perfectly  con- 
vinced of  the  evils  arising  from  intoxica- 
tion, and  were  anxious  that  measures 
should  be  adopted  with  the  view  of  di- 
minisbing  those  evils.  He  did  not  for  a 
moment  wish  to  insinuate  that  hon. 
Members  who  might  not  be  prepared  to 
adopt  the  views  he  was  about  to  submit 
were  not  desirous  of  doing  what  they 
could  to  diminish  drunkenness,  though 
they  might  conscientiously  differ  &om 
the  views  which  he  entertained.  He 
asked  the  House  carefully  to  consider 
the  subject  of  the  connection  of  drunken- 
ness with  crime.  Now,  the  ri^t  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
stated  the  other  night  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, crime  was  decreasing.  He  (Mr. 
Bylands)  was  sorry  to  say  t£at,  as  far  as 
he  was  able  to  judge,  there  was  no  rea- 
son to  think  that  cnme  was  diminishing. 
He  was  afraid  that  careful  examination 
of  the  Betums  would  prove  that  crime 
and  drunkenness  were  increasing.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  t^at  at  the  pre- 
sent time  there  were  influences  at  work 
in  favour  of  progress,  moral,  religious, 
and  intellectual,  very  much  greater  in 
extent,  and  which,  therefore,  ought  to 
be  very  much  greater  in  effect,  t£an  at 
any  previous  period ;  they  had  the  old 
agencies  at  work,  hut  in  a  very  much 
more  effective  fashion  than  formerly; 
they  had  the  pulpit — and  he  believed 
that  never  were  the  pulpits  of  all  deno- 
minations filled  by  a  larger  number  of 
earnest  men  than  they  are  at  present ; 
they  had  also  a  larger  amount  of  edu- 
cational ^encies;  they  had  far  more 
schools  that  at  any  former  period,  and 
all  the  reports  of  educational  societies 
showed  that  the  education  of  the  people 
had  gone  on  increasing.  He  mignt  say 
further,  that  they  had  an  instrumentality, 
the  effect  of  which  could  scarcely  be  oy&r 
estimated — a  cheap  Press.  Newspapers 
were  disseminated  by  tens  of  thousands, 
at  a  low  price.  Now,  if  in  the  &ce  of 
all  these  instrumentalities — schools,  both 
Sunday  and  day  schools,  the  pulpit,  and 
cheap  literature — they  did  not  keep  far 
a-head  of  crime  and  drunkenness,  there 
must  be  something  in  our  system  which 
was  wrong  and  deserving  ^e  attention 
of  the  House.    He  bad  no  doubt  that 


was  unnecessary  for  him  to  show  that  the   great  inJBuence  which  thwarts  dj 
drunkenness    produced    a   very  large  these  agencies  for  good  was  the  influ- 


amount  of  the  pauperism,  crime,  and  enoe  of  drink. 
Sir  6»org»  JmMiuim 
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uid  that  they  oould  not  make  men  right- 
eons  b;  Act  of  Parliament,  and  he  did 
not  think  they  could ;  but  he  would  t«ll 
them  irhat  they  oould  do,  they  could  at 
all  events,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  pre- 
Tent  men  having  facilitieB  for  evil,  and 
oould  render  the  path  of  virtue  more  easy. 
Indeed,  the  whole  of  our  legislation 
aimed  at  mitigating  temptations  to  evil 
and  giving  facilities  for  virtue.  The 
light  Don.  Oentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Qovemment  laid  down  the  axiom,  in  a 
speech  which  he  delivered  some  time 
ago,  that  the  Qovemment  should  so 
legislate  as  to  make  it  "  easy  to  do 
right  and  difELcvdt  to  do  wrong,"  and 
tluit  was  the  only  reason  why  he  ven- 
tured to  bring  this  question  before 
dte  House.  He  wished  to  induce  the 
House  to  act  BO  as  to  make  it  diffi- 
cult to  do  wrong,  and  easy  to  do  right. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  Legislature 
had  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  liberty 
of  the  swbjeet  in  this  matter ;  but  that  it 
bad  the  right  to  interfere  to  restrict  these 
evils  he  might  refer  to  the  various  Acts 
that  had  been  passed  during  the  last  400 
years.  It  would  be  impossible  to  go 
through  these  various  enactments,  which 
afforded  ample  precedents  for  legislation 
at  the  present  day ;  but  he  wished  par- 
ticolarly  to  instance  the  T  Edward  Yl., 
c  5,  which  was  entitled  "an  Acte  to 
avoyde  the  great  price  and  excesee  of 
wynes."  It  provided  that  certain  towns 
should  only  nave  a  certain  number  of 
public-houses.  Londonwasallowedforty, 
York  eight,  Bristol  sii,  and  others  four 
and  three.  In  carrying  out  this  Act  Sir 
Nicholas  Bacon,  when  Lord  Chancellor, 
succeeded  in  eetting200ale-houseB  cloaed 
in  London,  Southwark,  and  Lambeth, 
and  the  example  was  followed  in  other 
parts  of  Middleaex.  Later  on,  the  Lord 
Keeper  i^erton,  in  hie  charge  to  the 
learned  Judges  when  going  upon  circuit, 
in  1602,  instructed  them  to  ascertain  for 
the  Queen's  information — 

"  Hovrnsn;  ale-boaMi  the  juiticM  orthepe.ien 
bkd  pulled  doirn,  so  IbaC  the  good  juitioei  might 
b*  nvktded  and  ths  evil  removed. 

In  those  day,  therefore,  the  fact  was  re- 
cognized that  drunkenness  would  always 
be  in  proportion  to  the  facilities  which 
were  atfoided  for  drinking.  He  wished 
now  to  bring  before  the  House  the  fact 
that  in  their  recent  legislation  there 
were  instances  of  the  way  in  which  the 
Legislature  had  dealt  with  the  subject 
of  Sunday  closing.    Up  to  1648,  the 
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public-houses,  with  the  exception  of 
Ziverpool  and  London,  and  two  or  three 
other  places,  which  were  under  local 
ActB,  were  open  &om  Saturday  night 
during  the  whole  of  Sunday  morning  up 
to  Divine  service,  when  they  were  closed 
for  a  couple  of  hours,  and  were  open 
during  the  remaining  portion  of  the  day. 
The  effect  of  it  was  found  to  be  very  ob- 
jectionable, and  in  London  it  was  found 
that  the  closing  of  public-houses  during 
the  whole  morning  was  very  beneficiaL 
In  consequence  a  general  Act  was  passed, 
in  1848,  entitled  "an  Act  for  regulating 
the  Sale  of  Beer  and  other  Liquors  on 
the  Lord's  Day,"  and  in  the  Preamble  it 
was  stated  that — 

"Ths  prOTiaioni  in  roros  within  ths  Metro- 
politan Police  Diitrict,  and  in  >ome  other  pkcei 
in  England,  agnintt  the  aala  of  Fermented  and 
DiBtilled  Liquors  on  the  morning  of  tbe  Lord'l 
Db;  bars  been  found  to  be  attended  njth  great 
beneflle." 

It  was  accordingly  applied  to  the  coun' 
try  at  targe.  In  1855  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  a  Committee,  which 
was  presided  over  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  TVolver- 
hampton  (Mr.  Villiers).  The  Heport  of 
that  Committee  bore  striking  evidence 
to  the  beneficial  effect  of  the  Act  of  1854, 
for,  with  one  exception,  the  reports  of 
the  police  superintendents  spoke  of  a  very 
marked  improvement  as  Uie  result  of 
the  doaing  of  public-houses  during  the 
moniing  of  Sunday  and  up  to  one  o'clock. 
In  consequence  of  the  benefit  rcBulting 
&om  partial  Sunday  closing,  and  the 
evidence  collected  by  the  Committee,  they 
recommeiLded  that  the  hours  of  closing 
Bhould  be  extended  so  as  to  close  during 
the  whole  Sunday  with  the  exception  of 
four  hotirs.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Co- 
lonel Wilson -Patten)  accordingly  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  carry  out  that  restriction. 
The  Preamble  of,  the  Act  recited  that — 

"Whereas  the  protialoni  in  force  against  the 
■ala  of  Fermented  and  DIatilled  Liquora  on  ths 
morning  of  the  Lord'a  Day  haie  been  found  to  b» 
attended  iriib  great  beoeflta,  and  it  Jl  important 
to  exteod  auch  proviiioas." 
That  Act  was  in  operation  for  twelve 
months,  and  nothing  could  be  more 
overwhelming  than  the  testimony  of 
the  persons  competent  to  form  a  prac- 
tical opinion  in  favour  of  the  beneficial 
working  of  the  Act,  and  it  led  inevitably 
to  the  conclusion  that  an  Act  wholly 
closing  these  houses  on  the  Lord's  Day 
would  be  attended  with  the  most  salu- 
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taiy  effects  on  the  moral  condition  of  the 
comniuni^.  The  Society  for  Promoting 
the  Due  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day 
forwarded  circnlars  to  the  mayore  and 
chief  officers  of  police  of  the  principal 
towna  in  England  ajid  Wales,  asking 
them  to  give  their  opinon  as  to  ^e  effect 
of  the  Act,  Eighty-seven  repliea  were 
received;  ofthese eighty-two ^ke most 
favouraWy  of  its  effects.  Of  these  fifty- 
one  said  tjiat  the  Act  might  be  improved, 
and  no  fewer  than  forty  Huggested  the 
propriety  of  wholly  closing  tiiese  honsee. 
Ab  reg^s  the  metropolis,  the  news- 
papMB  spoke  with  astonishment  of  the 
altered  appearance  of  the  police  courts 
the  moment  the  Act  came  into  force. 
Of  the  Southwark  Police  Court,  a  news- 
paper, speaking  of  the  morning  of  Mon- 
day, the  14th  of  August,  said — 

"  This  CDDrt  hul  a  totj  nnuaiial  apptiniiM — 
■Doh  at  had  not  bean  known  before  on  a  Mondaj 
witbio  Ibe  mamory  of  tba  oldMt  officer,  owing 
tUirAj  to  the  naw  pablio-houae  law,  which  name 
Into  offset  on  Sandar.  The  u*aal  nrerage  num- 
ber or  drnnkrn  charges  taken  iato  ouaMdr  on 
SDnda;  amounted  haretolbr*  to  between  thirtf  to 
Ibrt'  penon*,and  generillTOoenpied  the  attention 
of  the  magiatrale  (ho  chief  part  ofMooAuj  merniug. 
Testerdnj,  howeTer,  there  wn<  onlf  one  drunken 
peraon  charged,  and  onl;  two  trifling  asiaulta.'' 

The  aame  observatione  were  made  in 
reference  to  Bow  Street  and  Marlborough 
Street.  At  the  latter,  instead  of  from 
aixly  to  100  cases,  there  were  only 
twenty-five.  And  it  was  to  be  obaervea 
that  of  these  cases  nearly  all  were 
brought  to  the  pohce  stations  on  Satur- 
day night — there  was  scarcely  one  Sun- 
day charge.  Mr.  Gilbert  a'Beckett,  the 
police  magistrate,  bore  testimony  to  the 
beneficial  effect  of  the  Act  in  a  remark- 
able letter,  in  which  he  stated  that  on 
nineteen  Mondays  there  had  been  only 
thirty-seven  Sunday  cases,  or  only  two 
for  each  Sunday.  The  Bev.  Mr.  Clay, 
the  chaplain  to  Preston  Gaol,  bore 
equally  striking  testimony,  for  he  stated 
that  comparing  four  months  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  with  four  months 
after,  tiiere  had  been  a  decrease  of  31 
per  cent  on  the  whole,  and  more  than 
50  per  cent  on  the  Monday  committals. 
Now,  it  might  have  been  supposed  that 
an  AJct,  the  good  effects  of  which  were 
reported  in  the  papers,  and  acknow- 
ledged by  the  leading  magistrates,  would 
have  been  suCT>orteo  by  public  opinion 
and  by  the  House ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  a  very  important  class  of  people  in 
the  country  were  opposed  to  it.  The 
Mr.  Sylandt 


trade  connected  with  flie  aale  of  these 
drinks  was  particularly  affected  by  the 
Act,  and  began  to  estate  at  once.  In 
almost  all  the  towns  there  was  a  ge- 
neral feeling  in  favour  of  the  Act, 
except  amongst  a  certain  proportion  of 
pubhcans,  and  the  publicans  created 
an  ftgitataon  and  put  a  pressure  upon 
Members  of  this  House.  It  hap- 
pened that  at  that  time  there  iras  a 
Sunday  Trading  Bill,  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  Lord  Hobert  Oroevenor, 
and  tiiough  it  did  not  in  any  way  affect 
the  sale  of  beer,  it  created  a  very  large 
amount  of  excitement  amongst  a  oertarn 
class  ofthe  community  in  London.  Thne 
were  tumultuous  assemblages  in  Hyde 
Park,  and  the  opportunity  was  afforded 
and  taken  to  m^e  it  appear  that  the 
riots  were  oooasioned  by  &e  dis^proval 
felt  by  the  people  at  large  for  WilaoB- 
Patten'a  Act.  The  riot*  had  really  no- 
thing ta  do  with  the  dosing  of  public- 
houses  on  Sunday,  as  was  proved  by 
the  pubho  prints  at  the  time,  but  simply 
had  reference  to  Lord  Robert  Qrosvenor's 
Bill ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
(Mr.  Berkeley),  who  had  great  sympathy 
with  the  particular  class  of  people  to 
whom  the  Act  was  distastefol,  came  for- 
ward as  their  acknowledged  advocate — 
for  he  did  not  disguise  it — and  proposed 
a  modification  of  the  Act.  He  ntoved 
for  a  Committee,  and  that  Committee 
was  appointed  under  oircumstances  of  a 
very  peculiar  character.  It  was  ap- 
pointed entirely  in  the  hon.  Members 
mtereet,  and  uie  large  majority  of  its 
members  were  understood  to  be  opposed 
to  the  Act  of  18S4,  into  which  they  were 
directed  to  inquire.  Th^  heard  the 
evidence  of  a  very  small  number  of  wit- 
nesses, and  these  with  one  exception 
exclusively  from  London,  and  revised  to 
hear  a  very  considerable  number  who 
had  been  brought  up  from  the  countiy 
at  considerable  expense  in  order  to  give 
evidence  of  the  good  working  of  the 
Act.  They  refused  to  listen  to  evidence 
which  would  have  proved  the  great  be- 
nefit of  the  Bill ;  and,  upon  small  and 
vety  partial  evidence,  Uiey  hastily  came 
to  Uie  conclusion  that  the  Act  ought  to 
be  repealed.  Accordingly,  the  bon. 
Member  brought  in  a  Bill  which  recited 
that  some  sli^t  inconvenience  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  Act.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Hylands)  entirely  denied  the  aUeged  fact 
on  which  the  BiU  was  baaed,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  had  inflicted  a  very  setioua  in- 
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jury  on  the  country  by  remoring  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  of  1654.  He  had 
shown  the  good  roeults  of  the  Act  of 
1854,  in  Englkndand  Wales — he  believed 
he  should  carry  the  Hooee  still  more  de- 
cidedly with  him  when  he  appealed  to 
the  experience  of  Scotland;  where  a 
measure  precisely  such  as  that  which  he 
was  now  advocating  had  been  in  opera- 
tion for  a  number  of  years.  The  work- 
ing of  it  was  challenged  just  as  the  Act 
of  1654  was,  but  instead  of  being  re- 
ferred to  a  small  Committee  manipulated 
in  the  way  be  had  described,  and  pre- 
sided over  in  a  particular  manner,  it  was 
referred  to  a  Boyal  Commission,  which 
went  through  Scotiand  to  muke  inquiries. 
It  examined  between  700  and  800  wit- 
nesses, and  the  result  was  that  they  re- 
ported the  operation  of  Forbes  Macken- 
zie's Act  to  have  been  highly  beneficial. 
The  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
stated— 

"  Tbe  Improvement  in  Urge  tovni  bu  been 
mort  remarktbls  ;  wherau,  farmer);,  on  Sundnj 
aomtnga,  nnmbcn  ofperiont  in  CTer;  lUge  of 
iDloiicntion  Were  Ken  issuing  from  the  publie- 
boutei,  to  tbe  great  tnnajsnce  of  the  reapeotable 
portiOQ  of  the  popalation  on  their  wii;  to  ohurch, 
the  MreeU  >re  now  qniet  and  orderly,  and  few 
euei  of  dmnkenDBH  are  to  bs  leen.  Ths  eri- 
deiiM  of  the  police  anthoritiei  prote  that  whilst 
there  baa  been  a  ooniiderable  diminution  in  tha 
nnmber  oFcaaea  of  drunkenDexaand  disorder  ainee 
tbe  paiaing  of  Che  Act,  the  ohnnge  haa  been  more 
marked  on  Sundaj  than  on  any  other  daj  of  the 
week.  Emplojeraof  labour,  and  workmen  tbem- 
mItu,  are  unaDimoaa  in  tesiifiring  to  the  great 
improiemeat  that  has  taken  plaee  in  tbe  regu- 
larity of  attendance  at  work  on  Monday  morning, 
and  man;  publioana  examined  before  us  expreas 
tbem*el(ea  as  grateful  for  tbe  existing  law." 
He  had  thus  adduced  evidence  to  prove 
— first,  that  restrictions  have  been  im- 
posed by  the  authority  of  this  House ; 
and  secondly,  that  they  have  had  the 
effect  of  diminishing  crime  and  drunken- 
ness. Why,  then,  should  there  be  any 
difficulty  in  imposing  further  restrictions, 
especially  when  there  was,  at  all  events, 
a  considerable  public  opinion  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing.  A  great  majority  of 
the  householders  had  expressed  them- 
selves in  favour  of  the  entire  closing  ol 
public-houses  on  Sunday,  and  Petitions 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  in 
Tery  lai^  numbers  to  the  same  effect. 
He  might  also  refer  to  public  meetings, 
chiefly  consisting  of  the  working  classos, 
where  resolutions  had  been  carried  in 
favour  of  Sunday  closing.  He  asked 
the  House,  therefore,  to  adopt  this  Re- 
Bolnticai  with  die  view  of  urging  on  the 
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Qovemment  the  desirableness  in  tbe  im- 
portant measure  they  were  expected  to 


bring  forward  early  next  Session  o 
licensing  law,  of  including  in  it  very 
considerable  restrictions  on  the  eale  of 
liquors  on  Sunday.  He  believed  that 
in  treating  that  question,  together  with 
other  modes  of  restriction,  they  would  re- 
ceive the  general  support  of  the  House. 
This  question  is  not  one  of  party — hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  are  as  earnest  as  Members  on  this 
side  in  &vour  of  restriction.  He  be- 
lieved that,  if  the  Government  dealt  with 
it  next  Session,  they  would  pass  a  mea- 
sure which  would  not  be  in  tha  least  be- 
neficial of  the  great  measures  they  have 
in  hand.  He  believed  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  working  classes ;  that 
it  would  augment  the  force  of  those  im- 
portant agencies  for  good  which  were  at 
work  throughout  the  country  ;  and  that 
all  those  agencies,  whether  moral,  reli- 
gious, or  intellectual,  would  be  advanced 
and  benefited  by  the  removal  from  their 
path  of  the  difficulty  arising  from  the 
temptations  to  drink ;  and  if,  as  the  re- 
sidt,  they  freed  the  working  classes  from 
those  temptations,  and  enabled  them  to 
take  advantage  of  the  benefits  offered 
them,  to  that  extent  we  would  succeed 
in  placing  the  people  in  a  position  which 
would  justify  the  confident  hope  that 
they  would  maintain  the  high  position 
which  this  country  had  hitherto  held. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pediant  that  any  measure  for  Che  general  amend- 
ment of  tbe  Laws  for  Lioenaing  fnblio  Houses, 
Beer  Houaes,  and  RefreshmenC  Uouaes  should 
include  the  prohibition  of  Che  sale  of  Liquors  on 
Sunday."— <«'■.  Rylaadt.) 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  while  the  hon. 
C^entleman  had  been  very  copious  in  his 
references  to  the  law  of  1854,  he  had 
carefidly  avoided  the  year  1868.  The 
Select  Committee  of  last  year  was  pre- 
sided over  by  Sir  James  Pergusson,  and 
a  more  careful,  independent,  and  scruti- 
nizing Chairman  never  sat  upon  any  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  moreover,  he  was  a  Scotch- 
man, and  hadhisprejudicGB.  The  Com- 
mittee had  a  large  blue  book  before 
them,  the  Eeport  of  the  CommisBion 
sent  to  Scotland,  which  painted  druken- 
ness  in  the  moat  vivid  colours,  whether 
it  occurred  in  the  open  streets  or  in  pub- 
lic-houses; but  it  was  entirely  over- 
looked when  it  occurred  in  a  wiebeen. 
Xow  the  question  entirely  resolved  itself 
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into  one  between  the  ehebeen  and  the 
public-house.  The  ^at  question  was 
whether  die  reBtrictions  on  tlie  liquor 
trade  had  in  Scotland  caused  a  diminu- 
tion of  dronkennese,  and  a  great  many 
witnesses  gave  evidence  that  it  had  not 
diminished — that  inBt«ad  of  being  public 
it  was  private — instead  of  being  m  the 
Dublic-Eouse  it  occurred  in  the  ^ebeen. 
Then  they  had  before  them  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  H. 
Berkelev)  and  the  measure  of  Lord 
Bobert  Grosvenor  with  regard  to  Sunday 
trading,  which  created  the  row  in  Hyde 
Park.  Many  of  the  tradesmen  who  were 
interfered  with — the  barbers  said  it  was 
the  publicans  and  the  publicans  said  it 
was  the  barbers — made  a  noise  and  the 
consequence  was  that  respectable  people 
were  insulted  and  the  Act  was  repealed. 
Then  various  statistics  had  been  got  up 
by  all  the  religious  societies  which  were 
opposed  to  drunkenness.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  however,  that  these  so- 
cieties were  of  a  peculiar  description. 
Some  tune  a«o  an  account  of  them  ap- 
peared in  7%e  Timet,  showing  that  the 
persons  who  organized  these  societies 
made  a  very  good  thing  of  it,  and  that 
the  greater  part  of  the  subscriptions 
went  into  the  pockets  of  those  who  car- 
ried them  on.  f "  No,  no !"]  Well,  he 
was  only  repeating  what  he  had  read  in 
Th»  Timtt.  He  might  mention  that  a 
host  of  these  persons  appeared  daily  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  1868,  and  that 
they  did  not  go  there  for  nothing  he  was 
peifectly  certain.  These  societies  had 
got  up  and  excited  his  hon.  Friend,  who 
had  a  great  many  members  among  his 
constituents.  Now  as  to  the  Acts  of 
Parliament,  he  thought  he  had  gone 
through  them  all  except  the  statute  of 
£dward  YI.  But  those  were  barbarous 
times  and  did  not  underetand  political 
economy.  Even  Hem^  Vm.  did  not 
understand  it,  because  one  of  his  statutes 
required  tailors  to  make  cloth  coats  and 
Bell  them  at  a  particular  price  ;  and 
Edward  TI.  laid  down  the  rule  that 
nobody  should  drink  unless  he  liked  it. 
Well,  people  in  those  days  drank  be- 
cause they  liked  it.  The  rule  vas  that 
everybody  might  do  as  he  pleased,  pro- 
vided he  did  not  interfere  with  other 
people.  That  was  an  exceedingly  good 
rule,  but  it  was  not  the  doctrine  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  But  he  might  say  this 
with  regard  to  his  hon.  Friend — that  he 
liad  seen  him  in  the  dining-room,  and 
Jfr.  Loth 
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he  had  seen  him  the  better  for  drink. 
Well,  if  he  could  improve  his  condition 
in  that  way,  why  should  not  other  peoplef 
His  whole  speech  &om  b^pnning  to  end 
was  not  against  drinking  in  particular 
but  against  drinking  in  genertu  ;  and  it 
was  only  in  the  latter  part  of  it  that  he 
touched  upon  Sunday,  and  he  touched  it 
in  the  lightest  way  possible.  But  it 
must  be  obvious  to  eveiybody  that  a  maa 
was  thirsty  on  Sunday  as  veil  as  any 
other  day,  and  therefore  to  deny  any  man 
the  right  to  drink  on  Sunday  simply  he- 
'  cause  it  was  Sunday  was  one  of  the  most 
preposterous  propositions  he  ever  heard 
of.  His  argument  went  to  this,  that 
nobody  was  to  use  spiritous  liquors  at 
all ;  but,  if  any  day,  why  not  on  Sun- 
days f  If  he  wants  to  be  enlightened  on 
that  point  let  him  read  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  of  1868.  That  Beport  went 
upon  the  honest  straightforward  prin- 
'  ciple,  and  stated  this  fiuit — that  drunken- 
ness had  greatly  diminished  and  was 
greatly  diminishing,  and  that  the  sense 
of  the  country  dictated  that  you  should 
not  unnecessarily  interfere  mth  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  at  large.  Now, 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  back  to 
the  reign  of  Edward  VI.,  and  to  Lord 
Robert  Grosvenor  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol,  and  all  those  things,  it 
seemed  somewhat  extraordinaty  that  he 
should  entirely  have  left  out  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  of  1868,  which  to  his 
(Mr.  Locke's)  mind  disposed  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  take  no  notice  whatever  of  his 

Motion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could  not 
admit  that  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  were  indifferent  to  the  pro- 
motion of  temperance.  He  had  him- 
self anxiously  supported  Mr.  Forbea 
Mackenrie  in  canying  the  statute  which 
bears  the  name  of  that  hon.  Gentl^nan ; 
adhering  to  the  same  principle,  he  had 
supported  the  Act  of  1854,  and  had  op- 
posed the  repeal  in  1B55.  An  regarded 
the  Forbes  Mackenrie  Act,  so  far  as  re- 
lated to  Scotland,  he  believed  it  had  done 
much  good.  The  discontent  caused  by 
theoperationof  the  Act  of  1854  had  led 
the  House  to  repeal  it,  and  he  was 
anxious  not  to  see  the  House  again 
placed  in  the  portion  of  passing  an  Act 
one  year  and  of  being  compelled  to  re- 
peal it  the  next.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Warrington  had  alluded  to  the  agitation 
on  this  question.    To  show  the  character 
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of  tlie  agitation  by  those,  who  promoted 
the  mOTement,  he  would  refer  to  a  re- 
eolution  passed  at  Manchester  in  October, 
1868,  It  was  moved  by  Archbidiop 
Uanning,  and  was  to  the  effect,  that  the 
Execatfre  should  be  directed  to  promote 
conferences  on  tlie  question  in  all  the 
great  centres  of  population.  Some  hon. 
Members  might  reoollect  the  movement 
of  Father  Matthew,  and  what  was  the 
result  ?  It  led  to  an  organization,  which 
was  established  for  the  purpose  of  tem- 
perance, but  was  turned  to  political 
purposes.  P'^o,  no!"]  He  said  yes. 
t"No !  "3  The  result  was  that  the  tem- 
perance movement,  by  being  converted 
mto  political  objects,  had  produced  seri- 
ous disorganization  in  Ireland.  He  was 
in  favour  of  modification  of  the  present 
law,  but  he  was  opposed  to  the  extreme 
measure  indicated  by  the  Resolution  be- 
fore the  House.  If  the  House  adopted 
extreme  views  he  was  a&aid  they  might 
find  diemselves  in  a  position  HiTnilar  to 
that  of  1855. 

Mb.  BBUGE  said,  that  considering 
the  great  interest  on  this  subject  whi<£ 
was  manifested  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  very  extreme  views  with  respect 
to  it  which  undeniably  received  the  sup- 
port of  a  very  large  number  of  persons 
out-of-doors,  nob(xly  could  complain  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  introduced  the  subject.  At  the  same 
time  he  could  not  but  thinh  that  the 
Besolution  was  somewhat  unseasonable. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  what  took 
place  last  Session,  when  a  much  more 
moderate  measure  than  that  which  the 
hon.  Oentleman  recommends  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  and  condemned  as 
nnsnited  to  the  wants  of  the  time.  He 
would  rather  refer  to  two  discussionB 
that  have  already  taken  place  on  diis 
subject  this  Session,  and  to  the  distinct 
pledge  which  had  been  given  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject with  respect  to  licensing  and  other 
points  should  be  considered.  When  that 
was  done,  it  would  be  the  du^  of  the 
House  to  consider  whether  any  further 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  on  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  on  Sunday,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  abstain 
bom  entering  at  present  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  such  restrictions  were  ex- 
pedient. The  subject  fully  deserved  and 
would  receive  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlamas    would  be  satisfied    with   that 


assurance,  and  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  thought  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Locke)  were  calcu- 
lated to  convey  an  erroneous  impression 
witli  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  of  last  year.  He  stat«d  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  "Warrington  {Mr. 
Bylands)  had  not  referred  to  the  Beport 
of  that  Committee,  because  it  was  so 
strongly  against  him  that  he  was  a&aid 
to  mention  it.  Now,  though  no  doubt 
the  Committee  reported  in  that  sense, 
they  were  not  unanimous.  He  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  himself  brought  forward  a 
Motion  in  fovour  of  further  restriction 
on  Sunday,  though  not  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  of  last  year,  but  in 
favour  of  curtailing  the  hours  public- 
houses  should  be  open  on  Sunday,  and 
that  Motion  was  only  lost  by  1  vote. 
He  might  say,  too,  that  the  evidence 
before  it,  almost  &om  all  quarters  of  the 
country,  was  in  favour  of  further  re- 
striction on  Sunday.  The  proper  way  to 
meeting  the  question  would  be  to  close 
all  these  places  at  an  earlier  hour  on 
Sunday  evening,  and  not  to  go  in  the 
face  of  that  strong  opinion  which  would 
be  likely  to  be  expressed  if  they  at- 
tempted to  close  them  the  whole  day. 
He  entirely  ^ntpathized  with  the  object 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  view,  but  he 
hoped  he  would  not  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division. 

Mr.  BTLANDS  sud,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

NEW  LAW  CODBTS. 

MOTION  FOK  A  SEUICT  COMMITTEB. 

Me.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising,  ^m- 
suant  to  notice,  to  move  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Site  and  Chai^  of  the  New 
Courts  of  Law,  said :  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House  at  any  great  length  in  stating 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  think  that  it  would  be  ex- 
pedient to  refer  this  subject  to  a  Com- 
mittee. I  need  not  especially  enter 
into  the  comparative  merite  of  one  or 
other  of  the  plans  which  have  been 
brought  under  our  consideration.  The 
manner  in  which  the  question  has  risen 
is  this — It  will  be  recollected  that  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  had  then  only  recently 
came  into  Offic«,  was  very  much  etartled, 
and  even  shocked,  at  the  probable  outlay 
of  about£4,000,000— which wafl,I  think, 
the  estimate  as  the  project  then  stood— 
on  the  erection  of  the  new  Courts  on 
die  Carey  Street  site.  He  made  a  state- 
ment to  the  HouBe,  in  which  he  strongly 
objected  to  an  expenditure  on  that  ecale, 
and  he  went  on  to  make  a  suggestion 
which  was  supported  by  my  ri^t  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
— to  Ulo  effect  that  the  Courts  should  be 
erected  on  a  new  site  on  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment, which,  in  hie  opinion,  would 
be  preferable  on  the  score  of  economy 
ana  convenience,  and  the  selection  of 
■which  would  not  be  likely  to  give  rise 
to  any  considerable  delay — if,  indeed, 
to  any  delay  at  all— in  comparison  with 
the  Carey  Street  site.  "When  my  two 
right  hon.  Friends  had  developed  their 
plans,  they  so  far  made  a  decided  im- 
pression on  opinion  out-of-doors  and 
within-doors  that  it  was  generally  ad- 
mitted, both  by  friends  and  opponents 
of  the  Carey  Street  site,  that  it  might 
be  advisable  to  think  of  a  great  contrac- 
tion of  the  plan.  But  it  was  said — 
"  Granting  that  it  may  be  right  to  dimi- 
nish very  much  the  area  and  the  cost  of 
the  new  Law  Courts,  why  should  we 
leave  that  site  which  has  received  the 
sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
cannot  be  disposed  of  without  a  oon- 
siderahle  loss,  and  with  respect  to  which 
we  have  already  incurred  and  inflicted 
bU  the  inconvenience  of  clearing  away 
a  veiy  considerable  population  ?  "  I  wish, 
however,  to  point  out  that  the  plan 
which  we  found  in  possesaion  of  the 
ground  at  the  commencement  of  the 
year — namely,  the  great  scheme  in  Carey 
Street,  for  which  seven  or  eight  acres 
had  been  acquired  and  six  or  seven  more 
■were  to  be  acquired — has  practically 
disappeared,  and  that  the  plan  for  a  re- 
duced edifice  upon  the  Carey  Street  site 
is,  in  fact,  a  new  plan  for  all  practical 
purposes  like  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  upon  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment. It  may  be  said  that  this  is 
not  a  new  plan,  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  re- 
turn to  the  scheme  which  was  originally 
contemplated.  But  then  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  authorities  to 
whom  tho  maturing  and  execution  of 
that  project  was  entrusted  did  depart 
3£r.  Gladstone 
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&om  that  original  plan,  1 
which  we  must  assume  to  have  been 
sufficient ;  and,  therefore,  I  contend  that 
the  question  whether  we  can  revert  to  a 
contracted  plan  upon  the  Carey  Street 
site  is  a  question  which  must  be  con- 
sidered eiUier  altogether  or  at  least  in 
a  great  degree  as  a  new  question.  Nowi 
my  right  hon.  Friends  were  probably 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  that  they 
vo)Dd  be  able  so  to  impress  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  plan  on  the  Embankment 
site  that  no  opposition  would  be  raised 
to  it  in  &vour  of  a  contracted  plan  on 
the  Carey  Street  site.  But  that  nas  not 
been  the  case.  Naturally  enough,  those 
who  had  originally  projected  the  Courts 
upon  the  Carey  Street  site,  and  had  ob- 
tained for  that  site  the  verdict  of  a  Com- 
mission— although  they  obtained  it  at  a 
time  when  the  Carey  Street  site  was  not 
in  full  competition,  nay,  was  hardly  in 
competition  at  all  with  the  Embankment 
site  —  these  highly  intelligent  persona 
and  the  powerful  interests  which  they 
represent  could  hardly  be  expected  to 
forego  the  advantages  they  had  gained 
by  OM  sanction  of  Parliamont  and  by 
the  fact  that  important  steps  had  bewj 
taken  towards  the  execution  of  the  plan. 
We  have  also  to  take  into  view  the 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  we  have 
arrived,  the  great  pressure  and  import- 
ance of  the  public  business  which  has 
to  be  transacted,  and  the  almost  absolute 
impossibility  of  asking  the  House  of 
Commons  at  this  period  to  devote  ao 
much  time  upon  the  floor  of  the  Hoose 
as  would  be  sufficient  for  that  examina- 
tion and  settlement  of  all  the  matten 
controverted  betweenmyhon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Eoundell  Palmer),  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  John  Manners), 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  Cowper),  and  others  on  the 
one  side,  and  those  who,  on  the  part  <^ 
the  Government,  and  a«  independent 
Members,  have  given  their  deciaive  ad- 
hesion to  the  Thames  Embankment,  and 
the  plan  recommended  vrith  singnlar 
abilil?  and  great  fertility  of  resource  by 
the  distinguished  architect  who  waa  se- 
lected by  the  noble  Lord  oppoBit«  fbr 
the  execution  of  the  new  Law  Courti. 
Under  these  cdroumatances,  as  well  as 
from  former  experience,  the  Government 
are  aware  that  these  are  not  snbjeota 
upon  which  the  House  of  Commons  ia 
to  be  led  merely  by  authority,  and  that 
there  is  no  way  of  obtaining  its  ■wwit 
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except  by  carrying  conTiction  to  its 
miua.  lUie  OoTenmient,  therefore,  de- 
sire to  associate  the  House  of  Commons 
irith  themBelvOB,  and  not  at  the  close  of 
a  Session,  when  the  power  of  an  Ad- 
ministration is  ffeaanhj  supposed  to  in- 
crease greatly  m  relation  to  the  power 
of  indraendent  Members,  avail  them- 
selvea  of  that  or  any  other  collateral  ad- 
vantages for  the  purpose  of  giving  less 
than  &ir  play  to  the  conten&ig  meiits 
of  either  of  these  places.  We  thint, 
tlierefore,  that  the  most  convenient  course 
for  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  fairest 
for  all  parties  would  be  to  ask  the  House 
at  once  to  appoint  a.  Select  Committee 
£>r  the  purpose  of  examining  into  the 
qitestiojis  immediately  connected  with 
the  site  and  the  charge  of  the  new 
Courts.  Another  question,  into  which 
I  will  not  enter  at  any  length,  arose  in 
connection  with  the  Coioniittee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders.  The  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  very  naturally  felt  that  they  were 
hardly  in  a  condition  to  recommend  that 
the  Standing  Orders  should  be  dispensed 
with,  BO  as  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  for- 
ward, unless  the  authority  of  the  House 
had  been  definitively  given  to  the  plan 
reconunended  by  my  nght  hon.  Friend, 
lliey  being  appointed  bti  the  defence  of 
private  rights  and  interests  would  not 
have  been  justified  in  setting  aside  those 
private  interests  under  any  sanction  less 
than  the  authority  of  the  House.  For 
that  puipose  an  immediate  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Embankment  plan  would  have 
been  necessary,  and  the  House  is  not  in 
such  a  state  of  opinion  as  to  justify  us 
in  asking  for  such  a  vote  at  the  present 
moment.  Upon  this  ground  it  is  that, 
without  entering  into  the  controversy 
between  these  plans,  or  asking  any 
Gentleman  to  abate  any  opinion  he  may 
have  formed  or  expressed  in  favour  of 
eitlier  of  them — as  a  measure  of  general 
fuxness  and  convenience,  and  one  in- 
tended to  promote  expedition — I  beg  to 
move  that  a  Select  Committ«e  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Site  and 
Charge  of  the  New  Courts  of  Law. 

8m  ROTJTfDELL  PALMEE:  The 
House  will  hardly  be  surprised  to  hear 
that  it  is  not  with  entire  satisfaction 
that  I  assent  to  a  proposal  tending  to 
keep  open  a  question  wnich  in  mv  mind 
ought  to  be  considered  as  closed  by  rea- 
sons upon  which  existing  Acts  of  Par- 
liament have  been  founded.  Having  on 
former  oocasions  had  opportunities  of 
stating  my  opinions  on  tliis  m&tter  to 


the  House,  I  should  not,  however,  do 
right  to  depart  from  Uie  example  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  by  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  general  question.  I  own 
it  is  with  regret  that  I  find  the  Qovem- 
ment  suggesting  any  course  which  leads 
to  delay  in  a  matter  on  which  we  have 
available  materials  for  an  immediate 
decision.  I  regret  also  the  cost  of  this 
delay,  for  the  interest  on  the  capital 
expended  amounts  to  £30,000  or  £40,000 
a  year.  On  the  other  hand  I  feel,  and 
I  think  the  House  will  feel,  that  it 
would  not  become  me  or  any  other 
Member  to  oppose  a  proposition  for 
inquiry  recommended  to  the  House  by 
the  authority  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  upon  his  responsibLti^.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  think  the  time  at 
which  the  inquiry  is  proposed  is  very 
inconvenient.  Fersooatly  for  me  to  take 
part  in  such  an  inquiry  would  be  a  sim- 
ple impossibility.  My  engagements  make 
that  out  of  the  question.  Now,  much 
will  depend  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee  are 
conducted  and  upon  the  nomination  of 
the  Members.  I  need  not  say  that, 
whatever  may  be  the  decision  of  a  Com- 
mittee BO  appointed,  it  is  not  necessarily 
the  decision  of  the  House.  Of  course, 
if  a  Committee  were  nominated  with  a 
majori^  of  persons  already  known  to 
entertain  opinions  either  in  favour  of 
the  Carey  Street  site,  or  in  favour  of  the 
Biver  site,  although  they  might  be  in- 
strumental in  collecting  important  infer- 
mation,  no  one  would  be  surprised  if  in 
the  end  they  adhered  to  the  opinion 
with  which  they  began.  I  feel  per- 
fectly sure,  however,  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  con- 
stitute that  Committee  in  the  fairest 
manner  possible;  and  I  do  not  doubt 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
wiU  be  conducted,  by  the  help  of  those 
who  entertain  opposite  views,  so  as  to 
add  something  to  the  materials  already 
existing  for  a  correct  judgment  u^n 
the  subject,  or  at  all  events,  to  bm^ 
those  materials  forward  with  some  addi- 
tional authority.  I  therefore  acquiesce, 
though  with  some  reluctance,  in  the 
proposal  of  the  Oovemment. 

Mk.  HINDE  palmer,  referring  to 
a  question  which  had  been  put  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  thijl 
subject,  wished  to  state  that  a  FetitioB 
had  be^D  presented  to  thia  House  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Walpole) 
expre^y  stating  that  the  Hon.  Bociety 
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of  Lincoln's  Inn  were  ready  to  abide  by 
their  original  proposal  aa  to  the  erection 
of  the  ^uity  Courts  in  Lincoln's  Inn. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  reminded 
the  House  that  a  reduced  building'  was 
to  be  erected  either  on  the  Carey  Street 
site  OF  on  the  Thames  Embankment, 
and  if  there  was  to  be  any  deviation 
from  the  original  design  in  this  respect 
the  Committee  ^ould  consider  whether 
the  proposal  of  the  Society  of  Lincoln's 
Inn  should  not  be  entertained.  By  the 
adoption  of  the  proposal  ofLincoln's  Inn 
an  outlay  of  at  least  £100,000  would  be 
saved  to  the  country,  and  on  another 
opportunily  he  would  move  that  the 
Petition  he  had  mentioned  should  be 
referred  to  the  proposed  Committee. 

Mr.  WALTER  thought  that  before 
the  question  was  put  it  would  he  con- 
venient if  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  state  whether  or 
not  he  considered  that,  not  only  the 
respective  sites  and  charges,  but  also 
the  particular  plans  and  designs  of  the 
different  architects  should  be  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Committee,  for  it  must  occur  to  every- 
one that  a  design  suitable  for  one  site 
might  not  be  suitable  for  another.  He 
doubted  whether  the  whole  question 
could  be  properly  considered  by  the 
Committee  wiUiout  the  particular  plans 
being  brought  under  their  considera. 
tioQ. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  as  far 
as  he  was  able  to  judge,  the  designs 
would  not  be  brought  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Committee,  but  the  de- 
tails of  the  plans  would  naturally  come 
before  them.  He  need  hardly  say  how 
completely  he  concurred  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Bound  ell 
Palmer)  as  to  the  neceasi^  of  having 
an  impartial  Committee.  It  was  quite 
obvious  that  one  which  was  not  so 
would  have  little  weight  with  the  gene- 
ral judgment  of  the  House. 
Motion  agrtei  to. 

Select  Committn  appoinUd,  "  to  ioqaire  iolo 
tha  Site  und  Chnrge  of  tha  New  Court)  of  law." 
— (Jfr,  OladHant.) 

And,   on   Juns  38,  Committea   nominaUd  ai 
follow!  :  —  Mr.   Cbixckllob  o(  the  Eicbeqiiii, 
Lord  SttKLKT,  Mr.  Litard,  Lord  John  Miknih, 
K  CowptB,    Mr.    Hurt,    Earl    Gbob- 


,    Mr. 


.    Mr. 


,  ViMounl 

EnriiLD,  Mr.  Goldsit,  Mr.  Tokrkki,  Mr.  Rob- 
RLL  GoBifiT,  knd  Mr.  OiBOun  Moboah  : — Power 
to  lend  for  penooi,  pBpera,  uid  noordi ;  Fits  to 
be  Ibft  quonun. 

Mr.  Sindi  Paimtr 


BDNBAI  AKB  BAGGED  SCHOOLS  BILL. 

(ifr.  CharU*  Reed,  Ur.  Batley,  Mr.  Grave*, 

afr.  M  Arthur.) 

[bill  67.]      OOMMTTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  thatasit  was 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  alter 
the  Bill  by  introducing  certain  defini- 
tions, and  as  hon.  Membershad  not  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the 
alterations,  the  most  convenient  course 
to  pursue  would  be  to  commit  the  Bill 
pro  formd  now  for  the  purpose  of  intro* 
dueing  the  Amendments. 

Mb.  KEED  said,  the  alterations  he  in- 
tended to  make  were  exceedingly  slight, 
and  were  prepared  in  order  to  meet  the 
■views  of  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  He  hoped  he  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Conunittee. 

&E  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  the  course  now 
proposed  to  be  taken  most  objectionable. 
A  BUI  had  been  introduced  to  exempt 
certain  tilings  from  taxation.  [^ZaughUr.'] 
He  called  them  things  because  they  did 
not  yet  know  exactly  what  they  were,  but 
the  people  were  to  be  called  on  to  con- 
tribute the  amount  which  certain  insti- 
tutions should  pay.  It  was  reasonable 
before  going  into  Committee  that  the 
House  should  know  what  the  institu- 
tions were.  They  were  called  Ragged 
Schools  and  Sunday  Schools ;  and  as  defi- 
nitions of  those  terms  had  been  asked  for 
the  hon.  Member  stated  that  he  had  pre- 
pared them,  but  unreasonably  asked  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee  without  ex- 
plaining what  they  were.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  make,  in  favour  cf  denomma- 
tional  Sunday  Schools,  an  exemptioa 
which  was  equivalent  to  a  grant.  Under 
compulsory  church  rates  the  minority 
was  compelled  to  contribute  towards  the 
support  of  the  religion  of  the  majority, 
which  was  bad  enough ;  but  in  this  case 
it  was  proposed  to  make  the  majority 
pay  for  the  schools  of  the  minori^. 
Everybody  who  set  up  a  Sunday  School 
was  to  have  a  grant  towards  the  expense 
of  it.  The  House  had  a  right  to  see  the 
terms  defining  the  schools  that  were  to 
be  exempted,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Committee  would  be  postponed 
for  three  days,  in  order  that  me  Bill  as 
amended  might  be  re-printed. 

Ms.  BAINE8  said,  the  Bill  was  one 
of  the  utmost  simplicity.  There  was  only 
one  clause  likely  to  provoke  diaouasion. 


Google 


4S5    JGirriaff  with  a  Daetaitd    {  Johe  22,  1860]  Wifift  Sitter  SUt. 


Hd  viihed  the  Oovemment  to  give  an 
undertaking  that  progress  should  be 
made  with  the  measure  at  the  end  of 
the  three  days,  if  tlie  suggested  post- 
ponement were  acceded  to. 

Mk.  CABDWELL  said,  that  there 
■was  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
tablieh  certain  definidouB.  Was  it  r 
BOnable  they  should  impose  taxation 
without  knowing  its  limits  P  It  was  all 
Teiy  well  to  talk  about  ezemptionB,  but 
exemption  to  one  man  was  increased 
taxation  to  another. 

Ub.  COLLINS  said,  he  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  proceeded  with.  The  BiT 
was  good  as  far  as  it  went,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, an  interpretation  clause  could  be 
introduced.  The  House  bad  affirmed 
the  Bill  by  a  large  majority  on  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  wished  to  proceed  with  his  Bill 
be  bad  better  accede  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  Oovemment.  A  great  principle 
was  involved  in  the  Bill  that  required 
consideration. 

Ub.  BBUCE  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  insiBt  on  proceeding  with 
the  Bill.  Although  the  Qovemment 
might  be  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bifl,  they  offered  no  opposition  to  its  in- 
troduction. It  was  necessary  to  pause 
until  they  had  the  fullest  information  on 
the  subject.  The  Bill  proposed  only  to 
deal  with  one  part  of  a  great  subject. 
There  was  extreme  danger  of  extending 
Bagged  Schools  at  the  expense  of  other 
schools.  However  necessary  Sc^^ed 
Schools  might  be,  their  number  should 
be  limited  to  the  strict  wants  of  the 
locality,  as  they  were  not  fit  receptacles 
for  the  children  of  respectable  persons, 
Fartialiiy  to  these  schools  would  tend 
unduly  to  multtply  them  at  the  cost  of 
better  schools.  There  were  grave  doubts 
whether  the  House  ought  to  proceed 
fiirther  with  the  Bill. 

Ma.  8CLATEE-B00TH  said,  that  if 
the  Members  of  the  Qovemment  enter- 
tained objections  to  the  princifde  of  the 
Bill  they  ought  to  have  been  in  their 
places  on  Wednesday,  and  to  have  snp- 

g>rted  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
oard.  This  was  a  question  of  rating 
rather  than  of  taxation,  and  the  reason- 
able and  logical  course  would  be  to  per- 
mit the  parishes  to  exempt  these  schools 
if  they  thought  fit.  For  Parliament  to 
do  it  was  to  impose  firesh  contributiona 
on  the  owaen  of  other  property.    He 


should  endeavour  to  oppose  &e  forliher 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  exposed  themselves  to  an  un- 
fair reproach  by  abstaining  &om  discos- 
aion  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
which  they  did  out  of  consideration  for 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  it,  and  in 
order  not  to  obstruct  him ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment was  largely  represented  in 
the  division.  To  press  the  Bill  on  was 
not  the  best  mode  of  making  progress 
with  it. 

Mr.  CANDUSH  said,  bethought  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be  beat 
promoted  by  acceding  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  Qovemment. 

Ma.  HENLEY  considered  the  pro- 
posal a  very  fair  one.  The  House  ought 
not  to  be  called  on  at  one  o'clock  to  dis- 
cuss Amendments  which  they  bad  never 
seen.       

Mb.  BEED  had  never  said  be  desired 
to  press  the  Bill  against  the  feeling  of 
the  House ;  but  he  wished  to  retain  his 
position  in  regard  to  a  measure  the  prin- 
ciple of  which  had  been  affirmed  by  the 
vote  of  a  large  majority  of  the  House. 
He  confessed  himself  astonished  at  find- 
ing the  Home  Secretary  that  night  at- 
tacking the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
simply  asked  the  Government  to  give 
bJTn  a  day  on  which  he  could  bring  his 
definitions,  prepared  at  the  request  of  the 
Govenmient,  before  the  House.  He  sup- 
meed  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
^ill  now  being  contmitted  pro/ormd. 

TheCHANCTILLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Aoneadment. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee,  and 
rtporied;  to  be  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  170];  r»-e<mmitUd  fbr  Fridoff. 


UARRIAGB  WITH  A  DECEASED  TI?E'8 

SISTER  BILL-[Biu,3a.] 

( Jfr.  numuu  Chanbtn,  Mr.  JTorlty.) 

OTSTBUCnOlT.      AMOUSKZD  DEBATX.J 

Order  read,  for  reanming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  June], 

"  That  it  b«  nn  Initruction  to  the  CommittM 
on  tfa«  MurUge  with  ft  DceMMd  Wib'i  Slater 
Bill,  that  thej  ban  powar  to  maka  proilalon 
tbarcin  for  a  woman  to  marrj  h«r  deoMMd  ba^ 
baod'a  brother."— (JVr.  CiMtu.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  r> 
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Wififi  Sitttr  Bin. 


Ms.  BERESFOfiD  HOPE  appealed 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
bad  cliarge  of  the  measure  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers )  not  to  go  on  with  it  at  Uiat  late 
hour  (one  o'clock).  If  it  was  too  late  to 
disouse  the  question  of  the  rating  of  Bag- 
ged Schools  at  half-past  twelve,  d  fortiori 
uiey  oould  not  proceed  half-an-hour  later 
wilii  an  alteration  of  the  whole  Marriage 
Law  of  England.  The  proposed  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  that  "theybaye 
power  to  make  provision  for  a  woman  to 
marrf  her  deceased  husband's  brother," 
opened  up  a  very  wide  question.  He 
honoured  Dissenters  for  opposing  this 
Bill.  The  argument  for  extending  mar- 
rii^s  might  be  pushed  further  on  the 
aame  ground,  for  a  father  to  marry  his 
son's  wife,  for  who  was  more  likely  to  be 
a  good  father  to  his  son's  children  than 
their  grandfather?  He  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — (Jfr. 
BerMfori  Sope.) 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  52;  Noes 
100 :  Majority  48. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  those  who 
proposed  the  Instructions  were  not  doing 
it  for  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Bill, 
but  to  defeat  it  and  a  principle  that  had 
been  sanctioned  over  and  over  again.  If 
the  Amendments  were  withdrawn,  he 
would  not  press  their  going  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Sm  HENBY  8ELWIN-IBBET80N 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Ms.  C0LLIN8  said,  if  a  man  irere  al- 
lowed to  marry  two  sisters,  a  woman 
ought  to  be  allowod  to  marry  two  bro- 
tikers.  The  Marriage  Laws  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  whole,  and  not  in  this  piece- 
meal manner.  Let  it  be  done  broadly, 
and  not  in  this  wretched  manner.  He 
supported  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  as  an  impu- 
tation had  been  made  on  him  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boston  (Mr.  Collins) 
who  had  placed  Instructions  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Notice  Paper,  he  begged 
to  say  he  had  not  been  actuated  \>j  any 
fiMitious  feeling  against  the  Bill.  It  was 
impossible  to  discuss  the  BUI  without 
noticing  the  absence  of  principle  in 
every  clause.  He  had  no  such  sinister 
motive  as  bad  been  attributed  to  him  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  &r  ICary- 


lebone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers.)  He  called 
upon  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
and  upon  the  Grovemment  generally  to 
oppose  a  measure  which  was  so  excep- 
tional to  the  general  law  of  marritu;e  of 
this  country,  while  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  on  the  Laws  of  Marriage 
was  lying  on  the  table  and  recom- 
mended uniformity  in  the  three  King- 
doms. The  Bill  proposed  to  allow  a 
man  to  mar^  his  wife's  sister,  who 
stood  towards  him  in  the  second  d^ree; 
but  it  did  not  propose  to  allow  him  to 
many  his  wife's  niece,  who  waa  related 
to  him  in  a  more  distant  degree. 

Mb.  HEIGHT:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  introduced  this  BlU  has 
just  told  us  that  this  measure  has  heea 
before  the  House  for  at  least  thirty  years. 
It  has  passed  this  House  on  repeated 
occasions,  and  by  considerable  majori- 
ties. It  passed  the  second  reading 
after  as  much  discussion  as  such  a  BiU 
was  likely  to  have  by  a  majori^  of  100. 
To-night  the  division  shows  a  majori^ 
of  2  to  1,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that,  so  far  as  this  House  is  concerned, 
the  Bill  is  destined  to  pass ;  and  there  are 
strong  reasons  for  supposing,  looking  at 
the  opinions  of  those  «^tL0  d^ect  the  con- 
science of  the  other  House,  that  the  Bill 
may  meet  with  a  not  unfavourable  re- 
ception there.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Monk)  says  it  is  an  exceptional  measure. 
"What  was  the  Bill  of  1835,  which  this 
Bill  is  intended  to  meet?  There  is 
nothing  in  this  Bill  more  exceptional 
than  that  Bill  I  will  not  now  go  into 
the  discussion  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposed  to  it  have  any  reason  in 
their  objectiona  or  not.  But  see  how 
many  hundreds  of  fathers  with  their 
wives  and  children  throughout  the  coun- 
try, whose  interests,  whose  peace  of  mind, 
and  in  some  sort,  whose  characters  are 
concerned  in  the  passing  of  this  Bill; 
and  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  whether,  when 
the  Bill  has  received  the  sanction  of  the 
House  so  many  times — and  during  this 
Seidon,  I  believe,  by  a  larger  majorit|r 
than  on  any  former  occasion — they  wiU 
not  consent  to  let  it  go  through  ?  The 
hon.  Member  says — why  pass  a  partial 
measure  hke  this?  If  they  were  in 
favour  of  this  Bill,  so  far  as  it  goes,  and 
wished  for  something  farther,  they  could 
consider  it  in  Committee.  But  they  are 
not  in  favour  of  the  Bill  so  fiu  as  it  goes. 
The  object  of  the  BiU  is  to  meet  an 
existing  and  admitted  giiflvaaoa.   Whan 
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the  brothers  ocd  the  nieces,  of  whom  the 
hon.  Members  (Mr.  Collins  and  Mr. 
Monk)  speak — when  they  are  in  great 
suffering  and  have  a  great  cause  of 
grievance,  then  the  House  of  Commons 
shall  take  that  into  consideration.  For 
it  is  a  good  custom  of  the  House  to  take 
a  grievance  as  it  stands,  and  not  to 
remedy  grievaucea  and  put  into  Bills 
more  thw  the  public  ask  for  and  are 
prepared  to  accept.  I  do  not  want  the 
Sill  to  go  over,  because  I  think  tliere 
are  mauj  hundreds  and  many  Uiousands 
in  this  country  who  have  a  right  to  ask 
FarUaoient  to  relieve  them  from  the  suf- 
ferings which  they  now  endure ;  and 
when  the  House  of  Commons  has  said 
they  should  have  that  remedy,  I  should 
not  like  to  be  in  the  position  of  those 
who,  after  such  incessant  action  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  should 
still  interpose  against  this  great  measure 
of  relief  which  many  hundreds  of 
fathers,  aa  good  as  any  Members  of  this 
House,  ask  to  meet  their  caae.  I  there- 
fore hope  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
allow  the  measure  to  go  into  Conmiittee. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that  nothing 
oould  be  more  inconvenient  than  busi- 
ness upon  which  there  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  being  brought  on  at  so  late 
an  hour  of  the  night.  The  question 
raised  by  the  Bill  was  whether  there  wai 
to  be  a  different  Marriage  Law  for  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotlaud.  Sir  Bobert 
Feel's  rule  of  allowing  no  contested 
business  to  come  on  after  twelve  o'clock 
at  night  was  an  excellent  one,  and  facili- 
tated Public  BuHiness. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  nOe 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
was  well  worthy  of  consideration ;  but  it 
was  scarcely  fair  to  revive  it,  after  it  had 
been  a  dead  letter  for  so  many  years, 
just  in  time  to  put  off  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  Bill.  The  proposition 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
the  extraneous  Instructions  should  b< 
cleared  out  of  the  way  was  only  reason' 
able,  and  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  assent  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn."  —  {Sit 
Blurry  Sehcin-IhiiUcn.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  43 ;  Noes 
101 :  Majority  68. 

Question  again  proposed. 

CoLOFEL  BARTTELOT  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  It  was  time 
that  the  House  should  be  adjourned. 


Mb.  T.  CHAMBEBS  said,  that  all 
that  had  been  yet  done  was  in  the  way 
of  obstruction,  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  who  had  pro- 
posed the  Instruction  would  at  any  tmie, 
or  under  any  circumstances,  take  the 
sense  of  the  Honse  upon  it.  He  should 
submit  to  tibe  wish  of  the  Honse. 

Ma.  EYKTN  complained  at  the  delay 
that  would  be  occasioned  by  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  but  he  was  ready  to 
concede  it. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  remarked 
that  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — that  this  Bill  had  been  in- 
cessantly passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— was  inaccurate,  as  it  had  been 
thrown  out  by  the  last  Parliament,  and 
he  believed  the  Parliament  before. 

Mb.  monk  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  accused  bini  of  obstruction 
did  not  know  what  he  was  talking  about. 
No  opportunity  of  moving  the  Instruc- 
tion Imd  yet  been  afforded  to  him. 

Mb.  BEEE8P0ED  HOPE  uj^ed  the 
Government  to  give  a  Morning  Sitting 
for  the  discussion  of  the  question. 

Mb.  T.  OHAMBEES  reminded  tbe 
House  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
been  already  discussed,  but  of  course  he 
should  be  glad  to  get  a  Morning  Sitting. 
He  could  not  then,  however,  further 
reeist  tlie  opposition  on  the  other  side. 

Motion  agraed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wedneaday,  30th 


SUBUBBAIT  COICUOSS  BUX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cowpib,  Bill  to  proTide 
fbr  thB  ImproToment,  Frot«olion,  and  Hanng*- 
ment  of  Common*  near  oilias  knd  large  towns 
in  England,  ordered  to  b«  broaght  in  bj  Hr. 
CowFSB  and  Mr.  Liddkll. 

aOXprattOid,  and  read  the  Bnl  time.  [BUI  171.] 

GBXUtNAI.  LUKATICS  BILL. 

Od  Motion  of  Mr.  KKjkTCHBtn.i.-[Icrau»i>,  Bill 
to  nmsnd  the  Lav  relating  lo  Criminal  Lunatic*, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  KkiicbbdUi- 
QnocatlN  nod  Mr.  Stentarj  Baoci. 

Bill  prutnted,  and  read  the  flnt  tim*.  [Bill  179.] 

POOB  lAW  (IBELAJO))  AXESDXBUT  (NO.  2) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Guoobt,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Aot  of  the  firat  and  aeoond  jem  of  Vio- 
toriA,  chapter  Bflj-ill,  intitoled  "Ad  Act  for 
the  more  eBrctual  relief  of  the  deitltalo  Poor 
in  Ireland,"  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  bj  Mr. 
Gkiooar  and  Colonel  VtmiLiDa. 

^]ipreunUd,  and  read  the  Bnt  lime.  [BUI  179.] 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wtdntiday,  2Srd  June,  1869. 

UlNUTES.]  —  SuER  CotDnrrtB  —  Beport  — 

Public  AoconnU  Committee  (No.  278). 
SareLt — comidrrtd  in  Commttlee — Fmt  OrncK 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered — Firit  Reading — Corn 

'  "     ■     "  ■  "  [177]  ;  Stipendi»r7 


Second  Rtadina—MeiieaX  Offlcsn  Sopsroaniia- 

tion  (IreUnd)  [18]. 
Referrtd  to  Sitett  CommitUe — Seed*  Adultera- 
tion'[46]. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Joint  Stock  Companiei 

Arrangement*  [HO]. 
Connrf^rerfiwaiMiutef— PoorLswDnion  Lo«ni* 

[167^ 
Third  Reading— Vw>t  Law  Onion  Loam  *  [167]  ; 

Companiej  Clausei  Act  ((863)  AmeDdmonl * 

[138],  and  patted. 
Withdrawn — Money  L»m  (Ireland)  [16];  Game 

Law*  Amendment  (SooUand)  [Ur.  M'Lagao] 

[33]. 

MONET  LAWS  (IRELAND)  BILL— LBiu.  16.] 

(Jfr.  Delahunty,  Mr.  Slaie,  Mr.  Dawion.) 

SECOND  BEAOnta. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  DELAHITNTT,  m  moving  that 
tlie  Bill  be  now  read  a  Bocond  time, 
said,  that  Lord  Stanley,  a  leading 
Member  of  the  late  QoTemment,  had 
declared  that  Ireland  was  the  difficulty 
of  the  Empire,  and  that  he  had  asked 
for  a  remedy  but  none  had  been  eug- 
gested.  Now  be  (Mr.  Delahunty)  pro- 
posed a  remedy  for  the  evilB  of  Ire~ 
land,  namely  —  legislatiTe  equality — 
to  give  to  Ireland  the  same  laws  as 
were  given  to  England,  more  parti- 
cularly the  same  Cilrrency  Laws.  The 
principle  of  the  l^islation  in  England 
with  regard  tc  her  Money  Laws  was 
sound  and  good,  while  that  of  Ireland 
had  resulted  in  disaster  and  ruin  to  that 
fine  country.  He  wished  to  put  an  end 
to  what  might  be  called  a  separate  sys- 
tem, in  oi^er  that  Ireland  might  be 
dealt  with  as  a  part  of  the  Empire,  and 
that  the  TJnion  between  the  two  coun- 
tries might  be  a  imion  in  fact  and  not 
merely  in  name,  for  he  was  persuaded 
that  until  legislation  toot  that  direction, 
the  Irish  people  would  seize  every  op- 
portunity that  might  present  itself  to 
separate  themselves  &om  England.  In 
his  opinion,  a  combination  of  the  people 
of  the  United   Kingdom  under  equal 
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laws  made  by  a  Parliament  sitting  in 
this  metropolis,  was  better  than  separate 
l^elation  for  Ireland  by  a  Parliament 
sitting  in  College  Oreen.  He  would 
rather  see  a  larcie  combination  like 
France  than  a  smaU  one  like  Qenniark. 
This  he  was  able  to  say,  as  an  old  co- 
labourer  with  Mr.  O'ConneU,  was  ths 
opinion  of  that  eminent  man,  who  de- 
sired Imperial  legislation,  and  who  only 
asked  for  a  separate  Parliament  when 
he  found  it  impossible  to  obtain  from 
the  Imperial  Parliament  equal  laws  and 
institutions  for  the  two  countries.  The 
condition  of  Ireland  was  a  subject  that 
enlisted  his  interest  from  his  youth,  and 
he  had,  in  fiact,  taken  a  part  in  public 
affairs  since  the  year  1826,  working  for 
Catholic  emancipation  and  for  Parlia- 
mentary and  municipal  reforms,  all  of 
which  hod  conferred  enormous  advan- 
tages on  Ireland.  Equal  laws  were, 
he  was  persuaded,  the  only  remedy  for 
the  anomalous  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
from  his  experience  of  that  country  he 
could  say  that  if  they  were  extended  to 
it  Fenianiam  would  be  no  longer  heard 
of.  When  the  Money  Laws  of  Ireland 
were  the  same  as  those  of  England,  the 
country  advanced  equally  with  England 
in  prosperity  and  population,  as  was 
proved  by  the  Census  Ketums  and  trade 
statistics  of  each  year  The  Legislative 
Union  of  1800  between  the  two  coun- 
tries being  based  upon  the  assumption 
of  different  and  independent  interests, 
had  led  to  the  enactment  of  separate 
laws  for  each,  which  not  having  worked 
beneficially  for  Ireland,  it  became  neces- 
sary to  try  the  principle  of  legislative 
equality,  so  as  to  effect  a  imion  advan- 
tageous to  Ireland.  The  progress  of 
Ireland  in  manufactures,  productions, 
and  population,  during  the  times  when 
the  financial  and  Money  Laws  of  both 
countries  were  the  same,  was  always,  in 
manufactures  and  productions,  evidenced 
by  the  ascertained  amounts  of  exports 
and  imports,  as  1  to  ,4  compared  with 
Great  Britain,  and  in  population  11} 
to  20  as  compared  with  England  and 
Wales.  Since  1B26,  however,  when,  for 
the  first  time,  different  Money  Laws  pre- 
vailed, Ireland  suffered  so  that  her  ex- 
ports, imports,  and  population  were  not 
one-half  what  they  would  have  been  if 
her  progress  since  then  had  been  equal 
to  ^at  it  was  previously.  The  com- 
mercial vitality  and  progress  of  Ireland 
before    1626   were  great  in  despite  of 
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Taritme  kinds  of  obstniotione,  impedi- 
ments, and  reatriotionB,  nearly  all  of 
irhioh.  had  since  been  remoTed.  As  evi- 
dence of  irhicli  ritaUty  it  appeared  that, 
in  1 8 12,  the  total  shipping  entered  inward 
to  the  porta  of  the  ^u«e  Kingdoms,  was 
ufollowe: — England  and  Wales,  13,003 
▼eesels,  1,779,852  tone,  101,096  men; 
Scotland,  3,403  vessels,  318,306  tons, 
20,792  men;  Ireland,  11,656  vessels, 
1,062,136  tons,  62,462  men;  and  at  no 
period  during  the  fii^  years  previousl; 
waa  the  tonnage  of  Great  Britain  three 
times  that  of  Ireland.  Since  1826, 
Catholic  fhnandpation,  Parliamentary 
and  Mnnicipal  Beform,  Free  Trade, 
Poor  Laws,  Ac.,  had  taken  place — 
railway  uid  steam  communications,  with 
other  great  scientific  improvements  and 
discoveries,  had  given  industrial  pro- 
ductive development  an  immense  bene- 
ficial impetus,  so  as  to  increase  five- 
fbld  the  exports  and  imports  of  Eng- 
land, in  the  &ce  of  which  Ireland  had 
become  comparatiTely  depressed  and  de- 
populated, and  mainly  dependent  upon 
one  source  of  industrial  development 
— the  land.  There  were  two  kinds  of 
money  now  used  throughout  the  world 
— first,  real  money,  e^ecie ;  second,  credit 
money,  bank  or  State  paper  notes, 
inconvertible  or  convertible  mto  specie, 
as  the  laws  of  the  country  might 
rea^nire.  In  1773  the  specie  of  Great 
Bntain  and  Irdand  being  clipped  and 
worn  to  a  great  and  injurious  extent, 
the  British  Parliament  considered  it 
necessary  to  reform  the  currency  by 
re-coinage  of  the  precions  metals,  and 
restricting  the  circulation  of  small  notes; 
and,  aooording  to  the  account  of  Ur. 
Boss  (the  Secretaty  to  the  Treasury), 
•  a  coinage  of  over  £25,000,000  of  gold 
took  place,  and  it  was  considered  ne- 
cessary, in  1775,  to  prohibit  notes  im- 
der,  £1,  and,  in  1777  notes  under  £5, 
which  Acts  were  renewed  every  year 
until  1767,  when  they  were  made  per- 
petual. The  progress  of  Ireland  under 
this  system  was  known  to  have  been 
great  and  unprecedented.  In  1797, 
owing,  as  it  was  alleged,  to  the  war 
with  France,  lb*.  Pitt  passed  "the 
Bank  Bestriction  Act,"  and  as  banks 
were  thereby  allowed  to  issue  incon- 
vertable  paper,  they  were  also  permitted 
to  issue  small  notes.  The  evil  effects  of 
displacing  specie  by  the  small  paper 
currency  were  soon  felt,  particularly  by 
Ireland ;  but  as  the  laws  in  both  coun- 
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tries  were  alike,  the  comparative  pro- 
gress continued  as  before.  In  1819,  the 
Act  for  the  resumption  of  cash  pay- 
ments passed,  to  take  effect  in  1622, 
but  being  unfortunately  unaccompanied 
by  the  safeguard  previously  esisting, 
which  kept  the  gold  in  the  country — 
namely,  the  prohibition  of  small  notes 
— the  effects  were  soon  felt  in  the  de- 
parture of  the  specie,  which  with  great 
expense  and  trouble,  had  been  puT' 
chased  and  brought  into  the  country  for 
the  occasion — the  oonsequent  failure  of 
the  banks  for  the  want  of  gold — the  de- 
pression of  the  manufacturing  and  agri- 
cultural interests  &om  the  great  scarcity 
of  money — so  that  the  pressure  upon 
Ireland  created  the  great  famine  of 
1822 — upon  England  the  great  panio 
of  1825,  which  hiter  occurrence  caused 
the  Government  of  the  day  to  bring  in 
a  Bill,  in  February  1826,  to  place  the 
currency  of  England  upon  the  andent 
basis,  and  which  Bill  became  law  the  fol- 
lowing month,  prohibiting  small  notes, 
and  restoring  England  to  the  same 
Money  Laws  that  she  enjoyed  before 
1797,  but  leaving  Ireland  witiiout  change, 
with   the  laws  that   had  at  the  time 

Kived  so  injurious  and  so  deBtructive, 
e  new  and  unprecedented  Honey 
Laws,  passed  for  the  United  Kingdom 
in  1844  and  1845,  had  intensified  and 
increased  in  Ireland  the  evils  of  the 
legislation  of  1819,  inasmuch  as  those 
laws  restricted  the  issue  of  bank  notes 
every  kind,  and  stopped  the  forma- 
tion of  new  banks  of  issue,  before  Ire- 
land had  the  opportuni^  of  establishing 
a  sufficient  number  of  joint-stock  banks, 
which,  after  the  stoppage  and  closing  of 
the  jirivate  banks,  they  had  recently 
been  allowed  to  do  in  the  provinces,  the 
Legislature  having  confined  the  mono- 
poly of  [the  Bank  of  Ireland  within  a 
circuit  of  fif^  Irish  miles  of  Dublin.  It 
was  true  such  new  laws  applied  also  to 
England ;  but  the  presence  of  the  gold 
circulation  there,  continually  increasing 
espedaJly  since  the  gold  discoveries, 
neutralized  its  effects,  which  were  most 
ruinous  and  disastrous  to  Ireland,  pro- 
ducing in  a  few  years,  the  extraordinary 
anomaly — that,  whereas  the  money  cir- 
culation of  Ireland  had,  previoudy  to 
1826,  been  always  as  1  to  4  as  com- 
pared to  England  and  Wales,  but,  owing 
to  the  absence  of  gold  in  Ireland,  was  as 
1  to  8  in  1845,  came  rapidly  down,  bo  as 
to  be  1  to  16  in  1849,  and  which  propor- 
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tion  has  since  continued  with  little  raria- 
tioa.  The  law  of  1 826,  prohibiting  small 
notee  did  not  lessen  the  paper  circulation 
of  England,  but  the  specie  soon  exceeded 
it,  so  that  the  money  of  the  country  in 
a  short  time  was  double  what  it  had 
been  in  1826,  and  the  increased  pro- 
ductions  and  wealth  of  the  country, 
promoted  and  stimulated  by  the  abun- 
dance of  the  preoiouB  metals,  had  since 
increased  the  gold  in  the  hEuids  of  the 
public,  so  that  it  was  calculated  to  be 
&om  £80,000,000,  to  £100,000,000,  at 
the  present  time,  whilst  in  Ireland  the 
£1  note  circulation  had  never  increased, 
being  always  in  amount  from  £2,000,000 
to  £3,000,000,  the  gold  circulation  not 
being  one-tenth  of  that  amount;  and 
this  great  scarcity  of  money,  having 
speedily  annihilated  the  many  manufac- 
tures ^tat  existed  in  182S,  and  such 
Bcarcily,  from  the  nature  of  the  laws, 
being  continuous  and  p«rpetual,  all  at- 
tempts at  promoting  industrial  deve- 
lopment through  ntanufactures,  unless 
these  laws  were  changed,  must  &il.  He 
contended  it  was  expedient  to  equalize 
the  Honey  Laws  of  England  and  Ireland 
by  prohibiting,  after  a  certain  period,  the 
issuing  of  promissory  notes  under  f 
limited  sum  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  read  at  great  length  the  opinions 
expressed  in  Fanioment  in  former  times 
upon  the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the 
small  not«  circulation,  particularly  re- 
ferring to  the  debates  in  1626-8 ;  U. 
the  evidence  before  the  Oommittee  on 
the  Bank  Charter  Act  in  1832;  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Bank  Acts 
1857-8;  and  from  the  Report  of  that 
Committee;  and  from  Postlethwaite's 
BritaitCi  Comm»reial  Zntvrttt  Explained, 
published  in  1757  ;  Jones'  Pretmt  State 
of  Kingdom,  1772;  Wallace's  Euay 
tke  Manu/aeturt*  of  Ireland,  1798 ;  from 
Mortimer's  General  Dietionary  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufacture*,  1810.  The  hon. 
Member  then  proceeded  to  say  that 
having  given  the  House  these  facts  and 
opinions,  he  (Mr-  Delahun^)  would  con- 
clude by  stating  that,  in  his  belief,  very 
great  benefits  would  result  to  Ireland  i£ 
tioB  Bill  should  be  passed.  There  were 
many  measures  necessary  for  that  coun- 
try, but  the  great  one  of  all  was  that 
which  would  give  employment  to  the 
people  in  manufactures,  and  that  they 
could  not  have  without  a  gold  currency ; 
and  without  it  Ireland  would  not  be 
ft  perfect  equality  with  England. 
Mr.  Delahunty 


Sm  FREDERICK  W.  HEYGATE 
said,  he  would  not  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Delahunty)  over  the  elaborate 
Borvey  with  which  he  had  favoured  the 
House,  going  fifty  and  even  100  years 
back,  and  attributing  the  whole  of  th« 
decline  which  had  occurred  in  the  wealth 
and  population  of  Ireland  to  causes  in 
which,  as  they  related  neither  to  the 
Church  nor  the  land,  all  Irish  Mem- 
bers, no  matter  whether  from  the  North 
or  the  South,  or  to  what  denominations 
they  might  belong,  were  equally  inte- 
rested. The  best  thing,  however,  to  do 
was  not  to  go  back  over  a  large  number 
of  years ;  but  to  examine  whether  the 
existence  of  £l  notes  in  Ireland  had 
produced,  or  was  likely  to  produce,  any 
of  the  evils  which  the  hon.  Qentleman 
had  described.  It  was  remarkable  that 
it  was  not  to  the  amount  of  the  circula- 
tion of  those  notes  that  the  hon.  Member 
objected,  but  to  the  fact  that  the  note 
circulation  in  Ireland  was  not  limited  to 
smns  not  less  than  £5.  But  surely  an 
objection  of  that  kind  could  not  ap^ly 
solely  to  Ireland.  Side  by  side  with 
Ireland  was  a  country  which  no  one 
would  hesitate  to  say  had  improved 
vastly  in  commerce,  manufactures,  and 
everything  that  constituted  the  greatness 
of  a  country,  and  yet  in  Scotland  ex- 
actly the  same  condition  of  things  ex- 
isted— they  had  a  note  circulation  fbunded 
upon  the  same  principles  as  those  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  not  explained  the  regulations 
on  which  the  system  was  based.  The 
circulation  was  limited  in  quantih'.  Those 
bankers  who  had  the  power  of  issuing 
notescouldonlyissue  to  acertain  amount, 
and  he  would  call  attention  to  this  fact — 
that  though  there  had  been  in  Scotland 
in  one  or  two  instances  a  failure  of  banks 
— while  for  several  years  there  had  not 
been  any  in  Ireland — the  holders  of  the 
£1  notes  had  in  every  case  received  20i. 
in  the  pound.  There  was  very  remark- 
able evidence  given  by  a  great  banker 
as  to  the  comparative  unimportance  in 
commercial  operations  of  the  amount  of 
the  circulation,  whether  of  gold  or  of 
notes.  Sir  John  Lubbock  had  stated 
that  in  the  transactions  of  one  bank  in 
London  £19,000,000  had  been  received 
in  a  limited  period,  of  which  £18,396,000 
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oonsisted  of  dioqnea  and  bills,  only 
£487,000  of  bank  notes,  and  tbe  rest  of 
coin,  Bo  that  tbe  bonk  notes  and  coin  to- 
gether formed  only  about  3  par  cent  of 
the  traosaotioni.  That  would  show  how 
much  more  important  a  part  cheques  bore 
in  the  conuneroial  transactionB  of  tbe 
ootintry  than  bank  notes  or  coin.  He 
did  not  undsrstand  the  hon.  Member  to 
all^e  that  in  any  oase  tbe  bank  note 
bad  been  depreciated,  or  that  it  was 
anywhere  worth  less  tlian  20f.  in  the 
ponnd.  Neither  had  he  complained  of 
their  excessive  iseae.  Tbe  debates  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
on  the  currency  question  of  1819  went 
all  more  or  less  upon  the  auppodtion  that 
when  they  went  down  to  a£l  circulation 
there  was  an  enormous  over-issue  which 
had  driven  out  tbe  gold,  but  it  was 
not  added,  as  it  ought  to  bave  been, 
that  tbe  £1  note  had  been  depreciated. 
Kotbing  of  this  kind  was  found  now-a- 
days;  neither  in  Ireland  nor  Scotland 
did  Ibey  find  the  bank  note  depreciated 
in  eveiy  instance  it  bore  the  same  value 
as  the  sovereign  it  represented, 
submitted  that,  thongb  in  England  it 
might  not  be  advisable  to  go  below  £5, 
there  existed  a  very  good  reason  why 
there  should  be  a  distinction  as  far  as 
Ireland  was  ocmcemed,  because  in  Ire- 
land tbers  was  a  great  number  of  small 
business  transactions  which  were  very 
much  better  carried  on  through  the 
medium  of  a  note  circulation  befow  £6. 
Indeed,  tbe  £1  note  stood  very  much  in 
the  same  relation  to  tbe  business  opera- 
tions of  Ireland  that  tbe  £5  note  did  to 
those  of  this  country.  As  to  £l  notee 
driving  tbe  bullion  out  of  tbe  country, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  issue 
of  £1  notes  or  any  notes  did  not  inune- 
diately  send  away  tbe  whole  amount  of 
bullion  corresponding  to  that  issue.  It 
could  only  send  away  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  it,  and  something  like  one-uiird 
of  tbe  amount  they  were  empowered  to 
issue  would  be  kept  in  tbe  hands  of  tbe 
bankers.  Only  two-thirds,  therefore,  of 
tbe  issue  which  tbe  banker  was  em- 
powered to  make  could  be  driven  out. 
But,  as  long  as  the  note  circulation  was 
payable  on  demand  and  was  not  depre- 
ciated, what  injury  could  be  done  to  a 
country  if  two-thirds  of  that  circulation 
in  gold  was  either  sent  out  of  tbe  coun- 
try to  be  invested  or  was  invested  in  the 
ooontry  itself  in  profitable  speculations  ? 
AU  the  obo^ea  made  agamst  the  £1 
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note  circulation  were  charges  against 
bad  banking.  In  Scotland  the  £1  note 
circulation,  as  now  prudently  limited, 
was  nothing  but  a  blessing  to  that  coun- 
try. As  long  as  the  £1  note  was  con- 
vertible it  was  every  whit  as  good  a  cir- 
oulating  medium  as  a  £5  note.  He  had 
referred  to  the  prosperily  of  Soodand, 
and  be  would  add  mat  Prussia,  which 
bad  of  late  years  been  partioulariy  pros- 
perous, bad  notes  as  low  in  value  as  one 
thaler,  or  &t.  When  Mr.  WUson,  for. 
merly  a  Member  of  this  Honee,  and  no 
mean  authority  on  tbia  subject,  went  to 
India  as  Financial  Secretary,  one  of  his 

Eiropositions  was  to  issue  notes  for  as 
ow  an  amount  as  IOj.  The  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  bad  spoken  of  tbe  loss  of  the 
cotton  and  woollen  trade  of  Ireland, 
but  bad  overlooked  tbe  enormous  in- 
crease of  tbe  3az  and  linen  trade. 
It  was  vei7  difficult  to  say  what  was 
the  oause  of  the  decline  of  a  country, 
but  it  should  be  considered  that  we 
were  now  under  a  Free  Trade  system, 
and  that  Ireland  was  unfortunately  situ- 
ated for  mantifactures,  beii^  without 
natural  advant^es,  and  close  to  Eng- 
land, which  possessed  those  advantages 
with  abundant  capital,  cheap  labour,  and 
great  industry.  Wherever  Ireland  had 
attempted  manufactures  on  anything  like 
equal  terms  sbe  had  succeeded.  Tbe 
United  States,  Canada,  and  other  co- 
lonies repudiated  the  majdms  of  Free 
Trade,  which  they  thought  were  excellent 
for  a  strong  and  wealthy  country  where 
trade  and  manufactures  were  eeteblished, 
but  were  not  suiteble  for  countries 
struggling  under  such  disadvantages 
that  Siey  had  no  chance  whatever  in  a 
competition  against  countries  more  fa- 
vourably drcumatanced.  People  in  Ire- 
land thought  that  question  was  not  one 
to  be  dealt  with  by  a  private  Member. 
It  applied  as  much  to  Scotland  as  to  Ire- 
land, and  if  tbe  Government  thought  the 
present  ayatem  required  improvement, 
they  ought  to  take  tbe  matter  up  them- 
selves. For  himself,  he  woe  much  op- 
posed to  tbe  Bill  as  it  stood,  and  also 
against  referring  the  question  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  The  circulation  of  £1 
notes  was  a  great  convenience  to  Ire- 
land, and  in  no  part  of  that  country  was 
tbe  alteration  now  proposed  desired. 
Such  a  course  would  diminish  prices, 
and  be  a  reflection  on  banking  iustitu- 
tions  which  bad  been  better  oonduoted 
than  those  in  England.     Tbe  only  thing 
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that  migrlit  &irl;  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  vas  tiiat  at  present  eomething 
in  the  nature  of  a  monopoly  was  given 
to  the  existing  banks.  A  higli  rate  of 
interest  was  one  of  the  erila  of  Ireland : 
but,  looking  at  the  doubt  which  sur- 
rounded every  kind  of  property  in  that 
country,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the 
rate  of  interest  there  should  be  eome- 
thing like  6  per  cent.  All  the  good  the 
hon.  If  ember  had  done  was  that  he  had 
drawn  attention  to  the  subjei^t,  and  the 
next  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Hinister  of  the  Crown  brought 
forward  a  measure  to  restrict  the 
of  bank  notes  to  the  State,  he  would  in- 
clude Ireland  and  Scotland.  When,  five 
Tears  ago,  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  do  away  with  the 
circulation  of  the  private  banks,  after 
compensating  bankers  who  had  the  pri- 
vilege of  issue,  and  to  provide  that  the 
only  issue  should  be  by  the  Bank  of 
England,  although  he  went  into  the 
whole  case,  he  did  not  draw  any  dis- 
tinction between  £l  notes  and  £d  notes, 
or  notes  of  larger  amount.  The  fiict  that 
BO  great  a  financier  then  said  nothing 
agamst  £1  notes  was  a  strong  argument 
in  their  favour.  In  1826  iSere  was  a 
great  controversy  in  regard  to  an  attack 
made  by  the  Government  on  the  £1 
note  currency  of  Scotland.  Scotland 
was  almost  unanimously  against  such 
a  change,  and  a  famous  series  of  letters 
then  appeared  on  the  subject  in  the 
Edinhitrgh  WeMy  Journal,  under  the 
dgoature  of  "  Malachi  Malagrowther," 
and  which  were  afterwards  known  to 
have  been  written  by  Sir  Walter  Scott. 
Ualachi  If  ah^rowther  wrote  thus — 

"  Hera  itandi  Theory,  >  loroll  in  her  hind  full 
of  de#p  and  mjitarioiu  oombinationi  of  fl^m, 
the  Inat  ^ilare  in  an;  one  of  which  mar  *Uer  the 
rcauil  enlirclf,  nnd  whioh  jou  muat  take  on  truit, 
for  who  i>  capable  to  go  through  nnd  ohack  tbem  ! 
There  lie*  berore  )>aa  ■  pr&ctioal  ijritero,  aucoeaa- 
ful  for  upwsrda  of  n  oenlur;.  The  one  illurM 
joa  with  promiHt  of  untold  gold,  Che  other  ap- 
peale  to  the  minolea  nlread;  irrought  in  jour 
behnir.  The  one  ahowa  70U  province!  the  wealth 
of  whioh  haa  been  tripled  under  her  rnannge- 
nwnt.  the  other  .1  problem  which  haa  nerer  been 
praoticatlj  aolTcd.  llero  joa  faave  ■  pamphlet 
there  a  flihtnft  town  ;  here  the  long-oontinued 
proiperltjofa  whole  nation,  and  there  the  opinion 
of  a  profeaaor  of  eoonoiaici  that  in  luoh  cirouro- 
Itinoea  aha  ought  not,  bj  true  principlea,  lo  have 
proapered  at  all.  In  abort,  good  Dountryman,  If 
■joa  are  determined,  like  jGtop'i  dog,  to  map  at 
the  ihndow,  nnd  loae  tbe  aubatnnce,  joa  never  hnd 
■Qoh  a  gratuitoui  opporcunitj  of  exchanging  food 
■nd  weallti  for  moouabine  in  the  water." 

Sir  Frtderiek  W.  SeygtOt 
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To  a  limited  extent  what  was  tiien  said 
of  Scotland  was  now  true  of  Ireland. 
In  the  North,  especially  where  the  de- 
pendence had  not  been  wholly  upon 
land,  a  great  improvement  in  Uie  last 
fifty  years  had  occurred.  Trade  had 
increased,  wages  had  risen,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  the  people  were  better 
clothed,  better  fed,  and  they  were  begin- 
ning to  be  better  housed.  A  steady 
market  was  introduced  into  almost  every 
small  town  for  the  production  of  the 
district,  instead  of  the  system  of  barter 
that  existed  fifty  years  ago.  The  pre- 
sent banks  had  been  ezcellenUy  managed, 
their  circulation  limited,  their  notes  se- 
cure ;  and  although  he  did  not  go  so  far 
as  to  say  that  no  improvement  might  be 
made,  it  was  not  in  the  direction  pointed 
to  by  that  Bill.  A  lower  rate  of  inte- 
rest, if  natural,  would  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  trade,  hut  to  efiect  that  they 
must  have  first  security.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  hy  moving  that  the 
Bill  he  read  a  second  time  upon  this  day 
three  months. 

Mr.  ANBEBSON  said,  that,  if  that 
had  been  an  Irish  question  in  all  its 
hearings,  he  should  have  left  the  Irish 
Members  to  discuss  it  among  them- 
selves; but  if  the  House  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  small  notes  ought  to  be 
abolished  in  Ireland,  a  proposal  to  abo- 
lish them  in  Scotland  also  would  pro- 
bably follow.  Such  a  proposal,  if  se- 
riou^y  made,  would  excite  as  strong 
an  opposition  in  Scotland  as  that  wit- 
nessed when  the  letters  of  Malachi  Ma- 
lagrowther appeared  in  1 826 ;  and  the 
motto  of  Scotland — "  jVemc  me  impuiu 
laeeisit,"  would  in  that  case  be  likely  to 
be  put  into  practice.  He  did  not  approve 
of  the  Act  of  1819.  Undoubtefiy  the 
resumption  of  cash  payments  in  1819 
threw  upon  this  country  an  enormous 
burden,  the  burden  of  providing  an  im- 
mense metallic  currency,  which  England 
cotdd  only  obtain  by  a  large  amount  of 
exports.  That  burden  had  been  severely 
felt,  and  it  would  often  have  been  a  great 
reUef  to  this  coimtry  if  she  had  had  a  cir- 
culation of  small  notes  to  fall  back  upon. 
In  fact,  a  crisis  had  been  on  one  occasion 
avoided  by  the  issue  of  £1,000,000  of 
small  notes.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Delahunty)  had  not  told 
them  how  Ireland — a  poor  country — 
was  to  obtain  the  gold  which  was  to 
form  her  gold  currency  if  his  Bill  passed. 
She  cotdd  only  obtain  it  by  buying  it 
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with  her  exports,  hut  she  now  fuBy 
required  tliese  to  buy  food,  clothing, 
and  the  other  articles  which  she  did  not 
produce  for  her  own  people,  and  most 
of  ell,  those  raw  materials  hy  means 
of  which  alone  she  could  continue  her 
exports.  The  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  said  the  Act  of  1846  was  a  very 
serious  blow  to  Ireland,  because  it  re- 
stricted the  Lish  issues ;  and  now  that 
hon.  Qentleman  wanted  to  restrict  those 
issues  further  in  order  to  restore  her 
prosperity.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  legislation  of  1846  bad  created  a 
monopoly  of  banks,  but  that  monopoly 
could  be  easily  got  rid  of  without  abo- 
lishing the  sm^  notes.  They  might 
allow  the  banks  to  issue  smul  notes 
on  the  secnrity  of  GoTemmeat  stoch 
and  the  like.  That  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
rob  Ireland  of  the  use  of  £3,242,000, 
the  amount  of  her  circulation  of  small 
notes.  It  was  only  with  the  assistance 
of  her  small  notes  that  Scotland  had 
maintained  her  place  in  commerce  and 
manufactures  by  the  side  of  so  enor- 
mously wealthy  a  country  as  England. 
Scotland  was  aUowed  to  issue  £3,000,000 
of  paper,  of  which  nearly  £2,000,000 
were  smaJl  notes.  Much  haJd  been  said  of 
the  metallic  circulation  in  past  times. 
The  metallic  circulation  <^  England 
had  been  variously  estimated  at  from 
£40,000,000  to £80,000,000;  and,  there- 
fore, he  held  that  the  eettmate  of 
£5,000,000  in  Ireland,  in  1797,  was  little 
more  than  a  guess.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Amendment 
on  a  BUI  which  ought  to  be  called — "A 
Bill  to  rob  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
makiiig  her  rich." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Ihe  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon 
this  day  three  months." — (Sir  IVederiel: 
EtygaU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  CBAWCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QtJEB :  It  is  only  respectM  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Delehunty),  who  has  taken 
BO  much  pains  with  this  subject,  that  I 
should  give  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  question  in  as  few  words 
as  I  can,  as  the  matter  is  one  of  great 
importance,  and  it  is  undesirable  that 
any  misapprehension  should  exist  in  re- 
gard to  it.  To  understand  what  ia  the 
question  before  us  I  think  we  had  better 

VOL.  GSOVn.    [thibd  bkeim.] 


try  and  see  what  it  is  not.  It  is  certainly 
not  the  question  of  general  prosperity 
or  adversity  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  the 
question  between  Free  Trade  and  Fro- 
tection.  If  it  were,  I  should  be  glad  to 
break  a  lance  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Frederick  Heygate)  on  the 
question  whether  it  is  really  advisable 
for  countries  whose  state  of  society,  or 
whose  peculiar  climate,  or  other  circum- 
stances, fit  them  rather  to  be  the  pro- 
ducers of  raw  materials  than  moniuac- 
turers,  to  impose  heavy  burdens  on 
themselves  in  order  to  stimulate  the 
growth  of  manufoctures.  [Sir  Frederiok 
Hetoate  :  I  only  stated  a  fact. j  I  thJTiV 
the  hon.  Baronet  went  a  little  further. 
Nor  is  this  a  question  of  the  Money  Laws 
of  Ireland.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  'Waterford  does  not  raise 
the  question  whether  the  principle  on 
which  bank  notes  are  issued  in  ^land 
is  a  good  one  or  not.  He  says  nothing 
against  the  £5  note  circulation  of  Ire- 
land, which  amounts  to  about  one-half 
of  the  whole  £7,000,000  of  note  circula- 
tion in  that  country.  Hie  observations 
were  strictly  limited  to  the  issue  of  £l 
notes ;  and  therefore  it  would  be  irrele- 
vant and  a  waste  of  time  if  I  were  to 
enter  now  into  various  topics  which  he 
has  introduced,  and  which  in  themselves 
might  be  well  worthy  of  discussion.  The 
simple  question  I  have  to  ask  myself  is 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
any  reason  why  we  should,  under  very 
severe  penalties,  prohibit  the  issuing  of 
anymore  £l  notes  in  Ireland,  where 
those  notes  are  now  issued  to  the  extent 
of  about  £3,250,000?  Has  the  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  any  theoretical  objec- 
tion to  the  issue  of  those  notes?  He 
quoted  a  number  of  au^orities,  some  of 
whom  did  not  seem  to  me  to  see  their 
way  very  clearly  in  this  matter.  He 
tdiks  of  driving  the  gold  out  of  the 
country.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  there 
is  no  good  in  itself  in  a  country  having 
a  gold  rather  than  a  paper  currency. 
The  Itau  ideal  of  a  currency  would  be 
paper  based  on  gold,  in  order  to  save 
the  wear  and  tear  of  gold,  the  gold  being 
withdrawn  &om  circulation  and  kept  as 
a  support  to  the  paper,  and  the  value 
represented  by  it.  If  two  farmers  have 
a  transaction  with  each  other,  it  will  be 
of  no  more  advantage  to  them  if  it  be 
consummated  by  the  transfer  &om  the 
one  to  the  other  of  a  piece  of  gold  in- 
st^  of  a  piece  of  paper,  provided  al- 
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■way*  that  the  piece  of  paper  reproBente 
the  Tslue  of  the  transfer.  It  is  a  mere 
superstition  that  there  is  any  ad'niDtage 
in  doing  business  by  meana  of  goldrathev 
tiian  paper.  On  the  contrary,  there  is 
an  obvious  disadvantage  in  it ;  and  that 
disadvantage  is  that  gold  is  a  most  ex- 
pensive luxury,  and  wo  are  paying,  oi 
will  shortly  have  to  pay,  dearfy  Ibr  the 
liixnry  of  a  gold  oirculatioa.  I  put  aside 
that  argument,  tfcereforo,  aa  havinp  nc 
bearing  on  tho  question.  'What,  thm, 
is  the  objection  to  a  £l  note  circulation 
fliat  would  not  apply  to  a  £5  note, 
any  other  note  circulation  ?  Of  coui 
a  £1  note  circulation  requires  to 
enarded  liko  any  other  note  circulation. 
And  it  must  be  guarded  in  these  ways 
— It  must  be  convertible  into  gold,  which 
is  the  case  in  Ireland.  It  must  be  limited 
in  amount,  which  is  also  the  case  in  Ire- 
land. It  ought  to  be  based  on  aufflcient 
Ncurity.  I  l^ar  l^e  security  is  not  auffi- 
cieut  in  Ireland ;  but  that  insitfBciency 
does  not  in  the  least  apply  more  to  tha 
£1  note  than  to  the  £5  note  circulation 
of  that  country.  Of  the  throe  requisites 
for  a  good  currency,  then,  the  £1  note 
currency  possesses  certainly  two ;  and 
tiie  part  of  the  note  currency  which  the 
ton.  Member  does  not  propose  to  touch 
has  not  the  third  requisite  any  more 
than  the  other  part  which  he  does  t^iuch. 
Therefore,  on  theoretical  grounds,  I  see 
no  reason  for  objecting  to  the  £1  notes. 
And  I    say,    Airther,    that    if   wo   are 

King  to  assimilate  the  circulation  of 
tlcuid  and  England,  I  think  we  should 
do  more  wisely  by  imitating  Ireland 
than  by  making  Ireland  imitate  £ng- 
laud ;  because  the  state  of  our  gold 
currency  is  at  this  moment  lamentable. 
According  to  the  host  information  which 
has  been  given  to  me  by  the  re- 
sponsible officers  of  the  Government, 
81J-  per  cent  of  the  sovereigns  and  47 

{ler  cent  of  the  half-sovereigns  in  oircu- 
atton  are  deficient  in  weight ;  and  a  cost 
of  £400,000  will  be  entailed  in  calling 
in  and  re-coining  that  light  coin,  which 
would  be  saved  if  pieces  of  paper  were 
made  to  do  the  work  of  gold.  Then- 
lore,  I  have  not  been  able  to  understand 
that  any  argument  can  bo  adduced 
gainst  £l  notes,  except,  perhaps,  their 
liability  to  forgery ;  but  tho  improve- 
ments in  the  manuiWure  of  those  notes 
render  their  successful  forgery  almost 
impossible.  I  say,  then,  there  is  nothing 
that  makes  it  right,  wise,  and  proper  to 
n«  Chanedllor  of  tht  £seh^tur 
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issue  notes  representing  Sve  Bov«reiga> 
which  would  make  it  wrong,  feollsh,  and 
improper  to  issue  notes  r^resesting  one 
soverei^.  The  question,  then,  reotteeo! 
itself  to  the  praetioal  one  of  what  good 
we  shall  do  by  adopting  this  jmwosal. 
And,  first,  let  us  consider  the  feeing  ^ 


the  peo^  in  the  i_ _,    

very  odd  that  thou^  the  currencyis  ths 
driest,  and  apparently  the-  most  repuMv^ 
of  all  salnects,  tltere  is  no  other  subject 
with  whi<»  caprices  and  prejudtoe  Mfv» 
so  much  to  do.  I  wiU  give  an  instanotti 
of  this.  The  Austrdifui  sovereign  has  » 
good  deal  of  silvn  in  it ;  it  hae  a  pal» 
and  yellow  appearance,  and  is  dialikett 
in  this  country,  where  people  like  to 
have  sovereigns  of  a  reddieh  rather  than 
of  a  pale  y^ow  eolour.  But  in  &dia, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Australian  sove- 
reign is  most  readily  exchanged,  be^ 
cause  the  old  g^d  mehnr  of  that  ooun- 
try  has  exactly  the  same  sort  of  alloy  ia 
it,  and  closely  resembles  it  in  appear- 
Emce,  That  shows  how  much  faatttt, 
prejudice,  and  even  caprice  iaSaence  thfr 
circulation  of  diflbrent  kinds  of  money. 
There  ia  no  doubt  that  in  Ireland  tbft 
feeling  is  that  the  £l  note  is  better  thim 
a  sovereign,  and  I  understand  that  ht 
out-of-the-way  parts  of  that  country  thej* 
take  Gd.  off  tne  sovereign  in  giving 
change.  [8ir  Fredemck  Hetqatb  :  l».j 
A  note  also  suits  the  hoarding  habits  <^ 
many  of  the  Irish  people  better  than  a 
sovereign.  Therefore,  we  should  b» 
doing  great  violence  to  the  feelings  of 
the  poorer  part  of  the  pcmulation,  bj 
whom  £1  notes  are  liked,  if  we  were  to 
stop  their  issue ;  and  we  oi^ht  not  to 
give  ofFence  to  the  people,  unless  we  ho 
to  gain  some  clear  good ;  whereas,  in  this 
case,  you  would  gain  no  good  whatever. 
Koreover,  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pr^ 
posal,  you  would,  at  one  blow,  reetrlot 
the  total  note  currency  of  Ireland  by  ttw 
sum  of  over  £3,000,000,  the  result  of 
which  would  be  most  harsh  and  cruel. 
Its  effect  would  be  to  reduce  prices  enor- 
mously.  The  moa^  that  remained  in 
Ireland  would  have  to  serve  for  all  the 
business  that  is  now  done  there,  in  placa 
of  this  £3,000,000.  Therefore,  th» 
power  of  every  piece  of  money  would  ba 
proportionately  increased  as  a  purchas- 
ing agent ;  there  would  be  a  consequent 
£aQ  in  prices ;  and  misery  and  distress 
would  be  caused  to  the  persons  who, 
having  produced  under  one  state  of 
prices,  afierwarda  fbund  their  oommodi- 
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prices?  It  would  go  on  until  it  became 
worth  people's  while  to  send  gold  to  Ire- 
land to  re-place  the  notes  that  had  been 
cancelled.  The  exports  of  Ireland  would 
be  taxed,  and  profits  diminished  or  an- 
nihilated until  the  £3,000,000  and  up- 
wards withdrawn  &oni  circulation  had 
been  purchased  back.  And  that  is  the 
manner  in  which  we  are  asked  to  bene- 
fit Ireland,  at  a  time,  too,  when  every 
Qentleman  who  rises  to  speak  complains 
of  her  poverty !  That  is  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding to  which  I  am  sure  Her  Ma- 
jeety's  Government  will  never  give  their 
aseent ;  and  I  think  it  is  also  perfectly 
certain  that  the  House  will  not  adopt  it. 
If  I  might  offer  the  hon.  Gentleman 
advice,  I  would  recommend  him,  as 
there  is  plenty  of  other  business  on  the 
Paper,  to  allow  the  House  to  proceed  to 
something  more  practical. 

Ms.  BLAKE  said,  he  hoped  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  would  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Sia  JAMES  ELPHIN8T0NE  said, 
that,  as  the  Session  had,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  been  almost  wholly  occupied 
Tith  Irish  queetiooe,  he  thought  this 
mibject  of  £1  notes  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  House 
Noceeding  with  other  matters  of  great 
importance  which  were  awaiting  discus- 
uoa. 

Mb.  PDl  said,  that  after  the  speech 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be 
highly  satisfied,  he  was  also  of  opinion 
that  ttie  subject  ought  not  to  occupy  the 
House  any  longer.  Hardly  any  of  the 
psople  of  Ireland,  he  might  remark,  were 
va  uvour  of  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Delahunly). 

Me.  DELAHUNTY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  his  arguments  and  statements  were 
not  met  or  refuted  by  any  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  against  the 
BilL  The  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer 
had,  on  his  own  part  and  in  the  name  of 
the  Government,  given  expression  to  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  more  proper 
to  issue  £1  notes  in  England  than  to 
abolish  them  in  Ireland.  This  was  a 
startling  proposition,  and  it  took  him  by 
■nrprise,  as  it  was  directly  opposite  to 
the  legislation  thought  right  by  all  the 
great  statesmen  of  England;  contrary 
to  the  expresBcd  opinions  of  the  highest 
ecoaomio  authoritieB,  &om  Adam  Smith 


down  to  the  present  day.  He  had  read 
to  the  House  the  opinions  of  the  great 
statesmen  who  advocated  the  abolition  of 
the  small  note  circulation,  which  con< 
trasted  so  strongly  with  the  legislation 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
preferred  the  legislation  of  the  great 
statesmen,  which  nad  worked  so  well  for 
England.  It  was  true  that  it  was  not 
perfect ;  it  might  require  some  amend- 
ments, but  he  could  not  believe  in  the 
radical  change  proposed.  As,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  it 
as  his  opinion  and  that  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  that  they  would  prefer  a  return  to 
small  notes  in  England  to  their  abolition 
in  Ireland,  he  could  only  say,  that  as  hia 
great  object  was  the  enactment  of  equal 
laws  for  both  countries,  and  as  the 
course  proposed  would  secure  legislative 
equality,  he  would  not  persevere  with 
the  Bill,  but  withdraw  it.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  right  plan  would  be  to 
raise  Ireland  to  a  level  with  England, 
but  of  course  he  could  not  object  to  the 
propoution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  which  was  to  lower  England 
to  the  level  of  Ireland;  the  effect  would 
ultimately  be  the  same,  for  whatever 
legislation  took  place,  if  applicable  to 
the  United  Kingdom,  it  would  be  sure, 
if  wrong,  to  be  amended,  and  Ireland, 
having  the  advantage  of  such  amend- 
ment, would  prosper  equally  with  Eng- 
land. With  regard  to  the  remark  of  the 
Member  for  Dublin,  he  would  only  say 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  knew  nothing 
of  the  feeling  of  the  Irish  people  on  the . 
subject. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdraten. 
Bill  mlhdravm. 

MEDICAL  OFFICERS'  SUPERANKUA- 

IION  (IRELAND)  BILI— [Uii.1.  48.] 

{Mr,  Brady,  Jfr.  Fim,  Nr.  Tranl  ffamiWon.) 

SECOND   BBASIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BHADY,  in  rising  to  more  that 
the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  considered  it  a  most  useful  measure, 
and  one  certain  to  be  fbllowed  by  bene- 
ficial results.  At  present  the  medical 
officers  of  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland  were 
as  efficient  as  any  similar  class  in  Europe, 
but  that  state  of  efficiency  could  not  be 
maintained  unless  a  system  of  retiring 
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pensions  were  established.  He  wished 
the  medical  officers  of  the  poor  to  leom 
to  look  upon  their  appointments  as  per- 
manent ones,  and  not  merely  as  stepping- 
stones  to  something  else.  Under  the 
Kedical  Charities  Act  of  1851,  Ireland 
was  portioned  out  into  716  diq>ensary 
dietncte,  containing  1,038  dispensaries, 
and  to  those  districts  785  medical  men 
were  appointed.  These  districts  some- 
times contained  from  forty  to  sixty 
square  miles,  so  that  the  medical  men 
had  often  to  travel  six  or  seven  miles  in 
order  to  see  a  patient.  They  were  not 
eligible  for  appointment  until  twenty- 
three  years  of  ^e,  and  they  were  not 
allowed  to  take  any  other  public  office, 
such  as  a  coronerehip.  In  1861  it  was 
Airther  ordered  that  no  one  should  be 
entitled  to  hold  such  an  office  unless  he 
had  three  qualifications — in  surgery, 
midwifery,  and  medicine.  The  qualifi- 
cation had  been  continually  increased, 
but  there  had  not  been  any  increase  of 
salary.  A  few  years  ^o  a  man  could 
enter  the  Army  if  he  were  either  a  phy- 
sician or  a  surgeon ;  and,  in  order  to 
induce  men  of  abihty  to  enter  the  Army, 
th^  had  to  raise  the  status  and  remune- 
ration, besides  allowing  the  officers  to 
practice,  and  enabling  them  after  twenty 
years  to  retire  on  a  pension  of  or  over 
£300  a  year.  The  Poor  Law  medical 
officers  of  England,  who  were  paid 
6f .  eji.  for  each  patient,  were  only  re- 

auired  to  have  two  qualifications ;  while 
le  Irish  Poor  Law  medical  officers,  who 
had  three  qualifications,  got  only  \i.  id. 
for  each  patient.  Their  duties  were  of 
the  most  arduous  nature.  They  were 
bound  to  attend  to  the  poor  either  at  the 
dispensary  or  at  tbeir  own  places,  Eind 
attend  any  Bridewell  or  House  of  Cor- 
rection in  their  distriota.  They  had  tJ3 
attend  at  all  times  on  the  order  of  the 
red  ticket  sent  by  the  guardians,  irro- 
spective  of  any  practice  of  their  own,  on 
peril  of  being  displaced.  They  were 
exposed  to  great  nsk  of  contagion  in 
visiting  the  sick  poor.  In  one  epidemic 
10  per  centof  the  medical  men  perished. 
'EoBk  Irish  medical  officer  had  7,400 
persons  in  his  district,  and  in  1867  they 
attended  more  than  900,000  men  and 
women,  or  one-sixth  of  the  entire  popu- 
lation. The  whole  rural  population  of 
Ireland  was,  indeed,  dependent  upon 
them  for  medical  r^ef.  In  proof  of 
the  benefit  which  their  services  vere  to 
the  community,  and  the  fidelity  and  for- 
Mr.  Bradf 
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titude  with  which  they  discharged  th^r 
duties,  he  need  only  aUude  to  the  figures 
given  in  the  last  Census  Betums.  ft  ap- 
peared that  the  number  of  deaths  firom 
fever  in  the  ten  years  preceding  1841, 
was  112,072.  In  the  decade  ending  in 
1851,  which  was  a  calamitous  period  for 
Ireland,  there  were  222,029  deaths  from 
fever ;  whilst  in  the  ten  years  endii^ 
1861,  after  the  passing  of  the  Medicu 
Charities  Act,  the  number  of  deaths 
from  this  cause  was  only  48,315.  This 
marked  decrease  was  unquestionably 
due,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  self-sacri- 
ficing efforts  of  the  Poor  Law  medical 
officers.  In  1841  the  deaths  &>om  epi- 
demic were  357,249 ;  in  1863,  the  num- 
bers had  been  reduced  to  a  little  more 
than  189,000.  In  the  ten  years,  pre- 
ceding 1641,  there  were  58,000  deaths 
from  small-pox.  In  the  ten  years  before 
1861,  12,000  deaths  only  occurred  btm. 
this  cause;  and  in  the  jrear  1867  only 
twenty  deaths.  This  was  what  had  been 
done  by  the  medical  men  of  Ireland. 
Well,  what  was  their  remuneration  f 
There  were  867  of  these  medical  mtta  in 
Ireland,  paid,  on  an  average,  £90  each 
per  annum,  which  was  about  1».  8d.  for 
each  case  attended  in  the  rural  districts, 
and  only  Ad.  for  each  case  attended  in 
the  towns ;  that  was,  supposing  an  ordi- 
nary disease  to  rei^uire  four  visits,  the 
medical  officer  received  5d.  for  each  visit 
in  the  former  case,  and  \d.  in  the  latter. 
In  fixing  the  rate  of  pay  die  guardians 
took  into  consideration  what  the  medical 
men  might  obtain  in  other  ways.  In 
England  the  payment  made  by  clubs  for 
medical  attendance  was  from  4*.  to  Si. 
per  head ;  in  Ireland  it  was  but  It.  8i. ; 
and,  whereas  in  England  the  medical 
officer  had  only  to  attend  heads  of  fami- 
lies, in  Ireland  the  children  had  to  be 
attended  as  well.  The  average  number 
of  persons  attended  by  the  medical  men 
in  Ireland  was  1,212,  which,  at  4i., 
would  amount  to£250,  showing  abalanw 
of  £160,  which  either  went  to  the  guar- 
dians or  to  the  Government,  and  the 
gross  amount  saved  by  under-paying 
these  gentlemen  in  this  way  was 
£125,000.  It  was  objected  to  this  Bill 
that  the  poor  rates  were  already  too 
high.  That  he  admitted;  but  there 
could  be  no  better  means  of  reducing 
rates  than  securing  the  health  of  the 
people.  Dr.  Wallace  stated  before  a 
Committee  of  that  Hooae  that  72  per 
eent  of  pauperism  aroee  from  illneu. 
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He  moBt  also  complain  that  there  was 
BO  euoh  thing  as  a  holiday  allowed  to 
the  medical  man.  If  he  took  a  holiday 
he  w&B  compelled  to  find  a  Buhstitute ; 
and,  &ven  if  he  were  laid  up  with  illnesB, 
is  many  caaee  he  was  compelled  to  pay 
for  his  Buhatitute.  This  was  extremely 
hard,  and  he  thought  the  Poor  Ijaw 
Board  ought  to  take  the  medical  men 
into  their  own  hands,  and  rescne  them 
^m  the  Poor  Law  Guardians.  It  was 
of  the  utmoet  importance  that  the  medi- 
cal attendants  ol  worhhouBes  ehould  be 
liberally  dealt  with;  for,  without  the 
most  slolled  medical  attendance  in  work- 
houses, the  diseases  of  the  poor  might 
Stead  to  the  reddences  of  the  rich,  and 
B  wealthiest  might  thus  suffer  from 
the  neglect  of  the  poor.  In  looking  at 
this  question  he  admitted  that  he  was 
interested  in  the  profession  to  which  this 
Bill  referred,  but  he  was  still  more  inter- 
ested in  the  welfare  of  the  community 
at  large.  He  proposed  that  the  Poor 
Law  (^lardians  should  be  empowered  to 
tax  the  rate-pajers  with  the  view  of  pro- 
viding for  the  medical  offers  a  super- 
annuation allowance,  and  the  men  who 
supported  this  measure  were  above  all 
sel&ih  oonsideratione,  and  promoted  it 
for  the  good  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  peel  DAWSON  seconded  the 
Motion.  The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  him  to  be  entitled 
to  support  on  the  double  ground  of  gene- 
rosity and  justice,  and  he  thought  that 
little  harm  could  be  done  by  giving  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  a  permissive  power 
to  superannuate  their  medical  officers 
after  twelve  years'  service.  From  what 
he  knew  of  &e  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  he  was  certain  that  it  would  not 
be  attended  with  any  risk  of  abuse.  He 
had  heard  the  late  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo)  say  that  thiswasa^ues- 
tion  entirely  for  the  Irish  Members,  and 
that  if  there  was  a  majority  of  Members 
for  it,  that  ought  to  be  a  guide  for  the 
action  of  Government.  Now  Lord  Mayo 
was  a  valuable  authority  on  Ireland, 
only  equalled  by  that  of  the  present 
SeoKtary,  who  was  also  a  resident  pro- 
prietor, and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  be  guided  by  his  opinion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Bradj/.) 


i.  W.  H.  GEEGOET  said,  this 
Bill  was  not  framed  upon  the  measure 
which  was  brought  forward  last  year. 
He  had  been  compelled  to  move  that 
that  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months;  but  he  was  glad  to  find  that 

waa  relieved  iroia  that  unpleasant 
duty  in  the  caseof  the  present  Bill.  He 
grounded  his  support  of  the  Bill  not  so 
much  on  justice  as  on  public  expediency ; 
as  he  behoved  it  would  be  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  poor  and  of  the  public  in 
general,  that  these  euperanuations  should 
be  given,  because  it  would  attract  a 
_her  class  of  medical  practitioners  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  these  of&ces,  and 
the  poor  themselves  would  be  benefited 
by  being  attended  by  medical  officers 
of  the  highest  standing.  But  he  hoped 
though  this  Bill  were  sanctioned  it 
would  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  understood  that 
any  medical  man  in  Ireland,  no  matter 
what  the  nature  of  his  practice  might 
be,  should  hereafter  be  quartered  on 
the  rates.  Some  alterations  in  the  Bill 
would  be  required  in  Committee,  but 
he  gave  his  hearty  support  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  this  matter  ought 
to  be  discussed  in  three  aspects ;  first  in 
relation  to  the  poor;  second,  to  the 
guardians;  and  third,  to  the  medical 
officers  themselves.  He  might  say  there 
was  a  fourth  aq»ect,  namely,  its  relation 
to  the  Government ;  for  he  found  that 
part  of  the  salaries  of  the  medical  offi- 
cers were  paid  out  of  the  rates,  and  he 
supposed  that  part  of  the  superannua- 
tion funds  would  be  so  too.  With  re- 
ject to  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  there 
lUiould  be  some  limit  on  the  standing  of 
the  medical  officers  before  they  were  en- 
titled to  the  superannuation,  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Brady)  was,  he  believed,  willing 
to  make  ten  years'  service  a  necessary 
condition.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
poor,  it  would  not  admit  of  question 
that  the  interests  of  the  poor  demanded 
that  the  best  medical  service  should  be 
provided  for  them.  With  respect  to 
the  interests  of  the  rate-payers,  it  was 
their  interest,  by  the  employment  of 
a  good  medical  officer,  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  disease.  It  was  for  the  in- 
terest not  only  of  the  poor  but  of  the 
middle  and  wealthy  classes  that  an  able 
medical  man  should  be  settled  in  the 
district,    and  no   possible  harm  could 
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BrisB  from  He  tavin^  a  private  practit 
as  ho  wae  always  ready  and  would  have 
to  obey  the  orders  of  the  Poor  Law 
GommisBioners.  To  speak  of  his  not 
doTotiag  the  whole  of  his  time  to  the 
public  was  to  quibble  about  words. 
The  practice  of  the  medical  ofBcers  re- 
tainiuji;  their  private  practice  might  bo 
defended  on  account  of  the  smallnees  of 
their  salaries,  as  well  as  because  few 
medical  officers  were  to  be  found 
country  districts  of  Ireland,  and  it  was 
desirable  that  medical  men  should  obtun 
varied  and  full  experience.  On  behalf  of 
the  medical  men  be  must  urge  that 
they  were  fully  entitled  to  the  demand 
that  wae  now  made  in  their  favour ;  and 
on  all  these  grounds  he  hoped  the  Qo- 
vemment  would  give  their  support  to 
the  Bill. 

Sni  JOHN  GEAT  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  upon  any  technical 
graund,  but  allow  it  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee, and  there  receive  such  Amendments 
as  might  be  thought  necessary.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Dr.  Brady) 
was  quite  correct  in  stating  that,  if  the 
Government  opposed,  it  would  be  useless 
to  preaa  the  Bill  forward,  for  in  form 
and  structure  it  was  in  the  nature  of  a 
Money  Bill,  and  should  technically  have 
originated  in  Committee.  The  objects 
of  the  Bill  were,  however,  so  just  and 
equitable,  so  universally  approved  by 
the  Irish  Members,  and  so  advantageous 
to  the  best  intereste  of  the  community, 
that  he  could  not  believe  any  advantage 
would  be  taken  of  the  informality.  If 
the  Bill  were  merely  to  affect  the  finan- 
cial  status  of  the  members  of  the  medical 
Poor  Law  staff,  he  would  hesitate  to 
Bapport  it ;  though  even,  on  that  single 
ground,  it  wae  just  and  equitable.  The 
results  of  the  adoption  of  the  measure 
would  be,  however,  of  far  more  import- 
ance to  the  countiy  than  to  the  mMical 
Staff,  and  of  quite  as  much  interest  to 
the  rich  as  to  the  poor.  To  the  com- 
munity at  large  it  wae  important  that 
the  conditions  of  medical  service  should 
be  such  that  men  of  a  superior  class 
would  accept  the  positions  of  medical 
officers,  and  that  the  men  engaged  in 
the  public  service  would  not  be  at  aU 
times  haunted  with  the  apprehension  of 
being  overtaken  by  want  in  old  age. 
The  labours  of  the  medical  staff  were  so 
forcibly  dwelt  upon  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  I^eitrim  that  he  (Sir 
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John  Gray)  need  not  discuas  &em,  but 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  remember 
that  the  service  was  one  of  peculiar  risk, 
and  that  the  duties  were  often  performed 
at  the  hazard  of  life.  He  knew  one  case 
in  which  the  medical  staff  of  a  town 
attacked  by  an  epidemic  consisted  of 
twelve,  and  of  these  eight  were  stmck 
down  and  died  of  disease  caught  during 
the  discharge  of  their  duties.  It  was 
the  direct  interest  of  the  community  to 
give  proper  encouragement  to  men  of 
honour,  of  skill,  and  of  humanity,  to  enter 
on  the  duties  of  a  profeesioD  so  encom- 
passed with  danger.  But,  above  all,  it 
was  their  interest  that  the  medical  offl> 
cers  of  the  district  ehonld  be  men  of  real 
skill  as  well  as  men  of  moral  courage, 
for  the  Poor  Law  officer  was,  in  many 
rural  districts,  the  only  medical  prac- 
titioner in  the  district ;  and  every  resi- 
dent in  such  a  district,  be  be  rich 
or  be  he  poor,  ought  to  feel  anziooB 
aa  to  the  competency  and  skill  of  the 
individual  to  whom  was  entrusted  the 
health  and  lives  of  them  all.  He  would 
go  farther,  and  say  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  asoiBt  in  secur- 
ing for  the  community  the  services  of 
an  able  and  competent  medical  adview 
in  every  district  in  the  country,  and  to 
the  non-performance  of  that  duty  miriit 
be  traced  much  of  the  pauperism  uat 
prevailed.  H  the  medical  practitioner 
were  unskilled  or  incompetent,  the  re- 
sult would  be  death  in  many  oasee,  and 
impaired  strength  and  vigour  in  many 
more  If  the  oread-winner  be  struck 
down,  and  if  on  incompetent  medical 
man  be  called  in,  the  probable  result 
would  be  that  the  bread-winner  would 
succumb  either  to  the  doctor  or  to  the 
disease.  The  widowed  wife  would  be 
left  destitute,  the  children  would  be 
pauperized,  and  wife  and  children  would 
become  permanent  burdens  on  the  rates. 
It  was  the  interest  of  the  rich,  too,  to 
secure  the  presence  amongst  them  of  an 
efficient  practitioner,  andtiois  Bill  tended, 
in  a  considerable  degree,  to  secure  euoh 
a  man,  by  enabling  the  guardians  to 
superannuate  a  medical  officer  when  no 
longer  equal  to  the  work  to  be  done,  in- 
stead of  retaining  him  when  effeto,  as 
the  only  alternative  to  hie  becoming  aa 
destitute  as  the  paupers  he  had  undex 
his  care.  He  supported  the  measure, 
then,  as  much  in  the  interest  of  the 
community  as  in  that  of  the  medical  offl- 
>h  in  the  interest  of  the  rich 


,,Coo'^lc 


493        JfAfiW  Q^Eewi'  ^e.         ( Juira  28,  1869)  (/rrfw-i)  MiU.  494 

did  not  ^ve  the  entire  of  evtxy  day  to 
the  puUic,  and,  therefore,  oot  entitled 
to  a  retiiaiig  ^owM»3e  when  old  age, 
or  Bicbnew,  or  iiijurj,  received  in  um 
discharge  of  hie  doty,  nught  disable  Hm 
from  earning  Me  btead.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limeriok  (Dr.  Brady)  had  com- 
plained that  Poor  Law  medual  offioen 
muet  bare  three  d^Iomaa  or  d^rees, 
wlule  two  only  were  reqoired  in  tiki 
medical  Berviee  of  tbe  Aimy ;  end  -also 
tiiat  the  Poor  Law  officer  muet  ba 
twuity-three  yeare  of  age  before  he  waS 
permitted  to  hold  an  appointment.  But 
the  Army  Board  required  the  candidate 
to  have  two  certi£catee  as  a  neoeadly, 
but  would  not  admit  him  to  physio  a 
corporal's  guard  until  they  had  tested 
his  acquaintance  witJi  disease  and  hii 
knowledge  bow  to  deal  with  it.  But, 
ainee  this  subject  had  been  introduced, 
he  (Sir  John  Gray)  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  saying,  aoA  would  say, 
without  hesitation,  that  the  OoTenwaent 
—hs  did  not  mean  tlie  present  Oovern- 
ment — he  meant  all  the  Ooremments 
that  existed  in  this  country  feu:  the  past 
thirty  yearfr— ^had  most  BrieTously,  most 
-grossly  neglected  their  duty  to  the  com- 
munity in  not  securing  a  suffioieot  test 
of  the  fitness  of  a  oaudidate  for  medieal 
or  surgical  degrees,  before  the  health  and 
the  lives  of  the  community  are  handed 
over  to  a  man,  as  is  often  ihe  case,  who 
ia  an  ignorant  and  incompetent  pre- 
tender. It  was  the  duty  of  Govwument 
to  protect  the  public  against  the  possi- 
bility of  a  man,  who  knew  noUiing  of 
disease,  being  licensed  to  prtiotioe.  That 
duty  had  been  grossly  neglected,  and  he 
now  asserted,  without  fear  of  contTadio- 
tion,  that  a  man  who  never  felt  a  human. 
pulse,  who  never  opened  a  vein,  band- 
aged a  limb,  or  prescribed  for  a  patient, 
might,  and  often  did,  receive  a  medical, 
and  surgical  dagree  authorizing  bim  to 
practise  the  medical  profession.  He 
knew  hon.  M«nbere  would  be  startled 
by  the  statement,  and  that  they  would 
probably  conclude  that,  inasmuch  aa 
there  are  Colleges  of  Physicians  and 
Colleges  of  Surgeous  to  regulate  the 
grantmg  of  licenses,  and  a  great  l£edi- 
oal  Council  to  regulate  the  eduoatioa 
and  examination  of  candidates  for  the 
medical  degrees — the  statement  be  had. 
just  made,  that  a  man  utterly  unac- 
quainted with  disease  could  obtain  a 
itioeaae  to  praGtase,  and  be  registered 
uftdar  the  Ue^oal  Couacil-^vas  cmm 


KB  of  tLe  poor;  fbr  tiie  medical  offioer 
who  had  offioia]  cbaige  di  the  poor  was, 
in  all  the  oountty  districts,  the  wily  B>an 
BeoeMible  to  t^e  we^thy  who  resided 
within  iko  district  It  was  rumoured 
l^at  Gevenunent  would  oppose  the  Bill, 
<ni  the  plea  that  tine  medical  ofBoer  was 
not  a  civil  servant,  inasmuch  as  he  did 
not,  like  odter  civil  servants,  give  up  his 
whole  time  to  the  public  service.  Now, 
the  assertion  that  civil  sarvanta  who  gave 
up  all  their  time  to  the  service  of  the 
pubtic  ^nm  the  ouly  persons  entitled  to 
i«tiru)e  aUowanoe  was  not  in  accordutoe 
with  t£e  &ote;  and  he  saw  no  reasim 
'irhy  one  rule  of  civil  service  should  be 
affiled  to  the  membera  of  -one  learned 
jnofession  and  another  rule  to  those  of 
another  equtJly  learned  profession.  We 
had  three  pn^Wions  called  learned — 
^te  C&urt^,  die  Law,  and  Physic.  Com- 
pare the  maaner  in  which  the  membets 
e£  tiiese  three  professions  were  treated. 
The  Gfaurdi,  though  it  had  no  retiring 
allowanoes,  had  its  great  prinesof  £&,000, 
X10,000,  aitd.  £15,000  a  year,  and  which 
were  Iteld  by  the  fortunate  possessor  up 
to  the  day  <u  his  death.  The  Law  also 
(bad  its  priftes — its  Cbanoellorships  of 
;&IO,000  aad  £8,000  a  year,  which  en- 
titled those  functionaries,  though  tbey 
mi^t  havie  held  th^r  offices  only 
.month,  to  retiring  pensions  of  £5,000 
£4,000  a  year ;  there  were  Tice-Cbwi- 
eallora.  Chief  Justices,  Judges,  all  of 
'whom  were  entitled  to  retire  on  pensi<His 
after  certain  periods  of  service.  But 
take  especially  the  Chairmen  of  Counties 
in  Ireland — tbey  had  salaries  ranging 
£:i)m£600  to  £l,300ayear;  their  duties 
(toosisted  in  actbg  as  County  Jud£^  for 
s  few  weeks  in  each  year,  and  for  the 
rest  of  the  year  ware  tree  to  se^  private 
busiaess,  and  each  was  entitlea  to 
fisbd  retiring  annuity.  The  medical 
^bffioert  worked  366  days  a  year  on  nu«e- 
rable  pjttanoea ;  surely  tJiey  w««  entitled 
to  tbe  same  consideration  as  the  Counljf 
Judges.  Did  not  the  medical  mem  con- 
fer as  tnuoh  service  as  a  civil  servant  on 
die  community  as  did  those  petty  Judges? 
Was  he  leas  leairned,  less  cikariteble,  less 
humane,  less  attentive  to  his  duties  ? 
Yet,  one  was  a  dvil  servant,  highly  paid 
and  entitled  to  a  superannuation,  though 
fae  devoted  about  340  days  in  tbe  year 
to  hiUself  fOkd  the  renuumt  to  tlie  pub- 
lic ;  while  the  member  of  the  other  pro- 
£emaa,  equally  called  learned,  was  de- 
okuied  not  a  oivU  servant,  beoBose  be 
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that  could  he  made  only  by  a  man  just 
escaped  &om  Bedlam.  Yet  it  was  true 
— it  was  no  exaj^eration  even  of  the 
truth.  The  late  Sir  James  Graham  at- 
tempted to  grapple  with  the  eril ;  but  he 
had  to  succumb  to  the  chartered  hodiee 
whose  priTile^B  be  attempted,  need- 
lessly, to  invade.  A  noble  Lord,  now  a 
Member  of  the  House  (Lord  Mcho), 
tried  to  efFect  a  change  in  1856;  and  ano- 
ther hon.  Member,  who  held  the  Office 
of  Chief  CommisBioner  of  Works  under 
Lord  Palmerston  (Mr.  Oowper),  carried, 
in  1858,  the  Act  referred  to  by  the  In- 
troducer of  this  Bill.  These  several 
attempts  to  legislate  were  based  mainly 
on  the  evidence  and  on  the  opinions  of 
eminent  medical  men,  some  of  whom 
stated  before  a  Committee  of  this  House 
that  neither  the  course  of  study  nor  the 
mode  of  examination  was  sufficient  to 
secure  practical  knowled^.  The  object 
of  the  appointment  of  the  Medical  Coun- 
cil of  1B48  was  to  secure  a  hieh  standard 
of  education ;  and  to  ensure  that  the  can- 
didates were  taught  up  to  the  highest 
point  of  modem  science  and  practice,  by 
ensuring  the  efficiency  of  teaching  and 
examination.  He  regretted  to  say  that 
the  Council  had  not  fulfilled  these  duties, 
and  that  the  examinations  as  to  the  can- 
didate's knowledge  of  disease — his  ac- 
quaintance with  (Esease — was  as  much  a 
sham  and  a  delu£ion  as  it  was  the  day 
the  Council  was  first  formed.  When  a 
man  was  sick  he  did  not  want  a  doctor 
who  could  ^ve  him  a,  first-rate  lecture 
on  botany — he  wanted  the  md  of  a  man 
familiar  with  disease — a  man  to  whom 
all  the  features  of  ordinary  disease  were 
BO  familiar  that  he  would  not  fail  to 
recognize  them,  and  who  would  be  as 
-prompt  to  combat  the  symptoms  and 
beat  uiem  hack  as  he  was  to  recc^inize 
the  peculiar  malady  which  affiictea  his 
patient.  That  was  the  medical  prac- 
titioner whom  the  sick  man  required, 
and  no  matter  what  the  scientific  attain- 
ments of  a  candidate  for  a  license  to 
practise  might  be,  he  ought  not  to  be 
bcensed  to  tamper  with  the  health  or 
with  the  life  of  ms  poor  or  of  the  rich — 
of  any  human  being — till  he  had  been 
60  tested  by  his  examiners  as  to  satisfy 
them  that  he  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  all  ordinary  forms  of  disease,  and 
capable  of  recognizing  them  when  pre- 
sented to  him.  Every  man  of  ordinary 
intelligence  will  see  that  committing  to 
"  a  names  of  diseases  and  the 
Sir  Joht  Graff 


'  description  given  of  them  in  the  books, 
and  making  the  acquaintance  of  the 
symptoms  in  the  hospital  ward  or  in  the 
dispensary  are  two  very  different  things. 
But  a  man  might  walk  the  hospitals  for 
years  and  not  know  the  features  of 
disease  as  he  would  those  of  a  friend  or 
of  any  enemy  He  had  recently  accom- 
panied Sir  William  Jenner  through  the 
hospital  LO  which  he  practised,  and  after- 
waras  asked  Sir  WiUiant  to  explain  the 
small  degree  of  attention  which  the  stu- 
dents paid  to  his  able  and  careM  expla- 
nations. The  reply  was — "  A  man  does 
not  want  hospital  practice  in  order  to 

C;"  and  at  a  meeting  of  the  Medical 
ihers'  Association,  held  in  Dublin, 
presided  over  by  Sir  William  Jenner, 
the  inefficiency  of  the  present  examina- 
tion was  prominently  dwelt  upon,  and 
the  fact  noted  that  the  only  test  con- 
sisted of  mere  certificates  of  hospital 
attendance,  and  mere  answers  from 
memory  to  certain  questions,  without 
any  practical  bedside  examination.  But 
it  might  be  ashed — "Are  not  the  pre- 
sent examinations  very  severe,  and  are 
not  many  man  rejected  ?  No  doubt  they 
were,  in  some  respects,  very  severe,  but 
those  respects  were  chiefiy  as  to  know- 
ledge of  the  accessory  sciences — ^thw 
were  not  examinations  as  to  a  man  s 
knowledge  of  disease,  and  many  men 
who  were  not  able  to  distinguish  one 
disease  from  another  were  passed  these 
examinations  with  ielat.  But  a  good 
"  grinder  "  would  post  him  up  in  all  the 
necessary  knowledge  in  six  or  eight 
months.  Students  were  now  taught  by 
grinders  in  their  snug  studies  to  answer 
questions  like  parrots ;  and  the  fees  paid 
for  these  services  ranged  from  twenly 
to  ten  guineas,  according  to  the  diffi* 
culty  of  the  examinations  aa  to  the 
memory  of  words   and   names.     The 

rder's  fee  for  passing  a  man  through 
Dublin  GoUege  was,  he  understood, 
twenty  guineas,  for  London  fifteen,  and 
for  some  of  tiie  Scotch  degrees  ten. 
But  as  regards  London,  the  London 
degree,  for  which  fifteen  guineas  only 
was  chaif^,  it  was  but  just  to  ob- 
serve that  it  was  for  the  license  to  kill 
and  not  for  the  license  to  cure  that  this 
fee  was  charged.  He  would  give  on 
illustration  of  the  practical  effect  of  the 
present  system  of  examination.  A  man 
seeking  a  Poor  Law  appointment  hod  a 
mi^cal  and  medical  degree,  but  not  an 
obstetric  degree,  and  was  ther^iwe  not 
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2ualified.  He  attended  an  obstetric 
OBpital,  "crammed"  the  Bubjeet,  and 
in  about  three  veeka  presented  himeelf 
for  examination.  His  answers  were  ao 
much  to  the  point  that  the  ezaminets 
perceived  that  be  had  been  "  ground," 
and  therefore  tried  bim  on  new  grounds. 
He  vae  asked  what  he  would  do  in  a 
certain  difficulty.  He  said  at  once  that 
he  would  bleed.  "  But,"  said  the  exa- 
miner, "  if  there  were  constitutional  or 
otlier  causes  to  centra-indicate  bleeding, 
what  would  you  do  ?"  "  1  would  give 
ber  tartar  emetic,"  was  the  reply. 
"How  much?"  "Sixty  grains,"  was 
the  answer.  "Just  ttunk,"  said  the 
examiner;  "you  know  what  tartar  emetic 
is?"  "Oh,  yes — tartarized  antimony 
of  the  Riarmacopoeia."  "Well,  then, 
what  dose  would  you  give  now  ?"  The 
answer  was — "Perhaps  sixty  grains 
would  be  too  much  to  give  at  once ;  I 
would  put  sixty  grains  in  a  aix-ouiice 
mixture,  and  give  an  ounce  of  that  occa- 
sionally." Now  the  dose  is  about  the 
eighth  of  a  grain,  and  if  this  medical 
man  with  his  two  d^;rees — a  registered 
practitioner  under  the  Medical  Council 
— a  man  entitled  to  write  ten  medical 
letters  after  his  name — met  in  practice 
the  very  on^nary  and  frequently  arising 
difficulty  indicated — if  the  patient  were 
rich  or  poor — the  inmate  of  &  poorhouse 
or  the  wife  of  the  most  exited — she 
would  assuredly  die.  If  a  lawyer  made 
a  great  mistake  in  tbe  conducting  of  a 
case,  there  was  a  Court  of  Appeal  which 
might  rectify  the  error;  but  if  a  licensed 
practitioner,  who  was  as  utterly  ignorant 
of  disease  as  was  this  ten-lettered  doeter, 
gave  eighty  or  ninety  doses  at  once, 
death  carried  away  the  victim  of  his 
ignorance,  and  there  was  no  Court  of 
Appeal  to  restore  the  patient  to  the  circle 
of  uiends  wbo  mourn  over  the  dead,  but 
know  not  the  hand  that  gave  the  fatal 
blow.  To  this  he  wanted  to  call  public 
attention,  this  he  wanted  to  force  on  the 
Oovemment,  and  in  this  he  hoped  tbe 
House  would  aid  him. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCUE 
said,  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  John  Gray) 
had  made  a  statement  of  a  very  fonnid- 
able  character,  containing  facts  which 
were  enough  to  make  us  all  tremble 
when  we  called  in  a  member  of  the  me- 
dical profession.  The  House  would  not 
expect  Tiim  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
into  the  various  statements  which  he  had 
made,  which,  no  doubt,  would  one  day 
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demand  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  his  mEiin  objection  to  it  related  to 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  drawn.  In 
Ms  view,  it  should  be  a  simple  extension 
to  the  medical  officers  of  unions  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Superannuation  Act  of 
186S.  He  admitted  that  the  case  of 
these  officers  was  one  of  a  peculiar  cha- 
racter, and  in  ite  bearing  on  the  well- 
being  of  tbe  poor,  was  deserving  the  con- 
sideration of  that  House.  No  doubt 
cases  arose  m  which  the  guardians  found 
themselves  unable  to  make  up  their 
minds  to  discbarge  an  old  public  servant 
without  some  adequate  provision,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  poor  were 
sometimes  left  in  the  hands  of  infirm 
and  inefficient  persons.  Upon  the  whole 
he  bad  come  to  tbe  conclusion  that  there 
were  sufficient  reasons  for  giving  a  dis- 
cretionary power  to  the  BoE^ds  of  Guat- 
diajis,  enaoHzig  them  to  superannuate 
the  medical  officers  upon  the  same  con- 
ditions as  those  upon  which  they  super- 
anntiated  other  public  servants.  Accord- 
ing to  tbe  Act  of  1865,  no  officer  was 
entitled  to  superannuation  allowance  on 
the  ground  of  retirement  who  was  under 
sixty  years  of  age,  and  who  had  not 
served  as  a  union  officer  for  twenty 
years.  It  was  only  on  the  understanding 
that  that  course  would  be  taken  in  Com- 
mittee that  tbe  Government  could  asswit 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  As 
to  any  contribution  on  the  part  of  Go- 
vernment, no  grant  for  superannuation 
was  mode  in  Ute  case  of  Ikigland  ;  and 
until  the  general  law  was  changed  in 
that  respect,  tbe  same  rule  should  pre- 
vail in  Ireland. 

Me.  DOWNING  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Ctovemment  had  acceptMl  a 
measure  which  would  enable  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  discharge  a  duty  which 
Uiey  had  long  felt  was  one  due  to  the 
medical  ^ofesaion. 

LoED  CLATID  HAMILTON  also  ex- 
pressed gratification  at  tbe  general  tone 
of  the  observationB  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ir^and. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that  ao  far  as  the 
Treasury  was  concerned  the  question 
stood  thus — The  principle  of  the  super- 
annuation of  local  officers  was  first  intro- 
duced in  reference  to  England.  Tbe 
medical  officers  were  excluded.  A  simi- 
lar measure  was  afterwards  introduced 
with  respect  to  Ireland,  and  the  law  was 
exactly  the  same  with  regard  to  the  two 
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'OountrieB.  TheHoaeeimderth&tlKwhad 
been  in  tlie  habit  of  voting  one-half  the 
expense  of  medioal  ofBccm.  That  Vote, 
iowerrer,  did  not  indnde  any  charge  on 
account  of  snperannuation.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  confine  the  Bill  exclu- 
sively to  the  action  of  the  local  autho- 
tities  on  local  rates,  vhich  were  the 
Ainds  at  their  disposal,  and  he  did  not 
^nk  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in 
settling  it  in  that  form. 

Ms.  BBADY  eaid,  he  wge  satined 
■with  the  explanation  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland. 

Motion  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  eecond  time,  and  committed 
fn  Ttmdati  next. 

6A^fE  LAWS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  83.] 

(Jfr.  M-Lagan,  Mr.  Fordyet,  Mr.  Orr  Evring) 

[UK.  m'laoak.]    becoitd  RBAmno. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  M'LAGAN,  in  moving  that  the 
£ill  be  now  read  Uie  second  time;  after 
referring  to  the  other  Bills  now  before 
the  House  on  the  same  subject,  said, 
he  would  not  waste  the  time  of  the 
House  in  proving  what  was  generally 
admitted — that  there  was  a  general 
and  wide-spread  diseatiefa^tion  on  the 

game  question  among  the  tenantry  of 
Botland.  That  discontent  was  not  of 
recent  origin — for  it  arose  with  the 
e&actments  of  the  Game  Laws  them- 
eelvffl,  which  were  founded  on  the  worst 
kind  of  l^slation  —  class  legislation. 
The  evil  complained  of  was  the  damage 
done  to  crops  by  an  excessive  number  of 
hares  and  rabbits.  The  proximate  cause 
of  the  evil  was  the  over  preservation  of 
game  generally,  and  the  ultimate  cause 
is  the  protection  afforded  to  these  ani- 
ttials  by  the  Qame  Laws.     Several  re- 
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ment  to  be  made,  he  would  shortly  le- 
mark  on  the  di^rent  remedies  proposed 
for  die  evil.  The  first  proposal  was  that 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho)  that  the  tenant 
should  have  authority  to  trill  hares  aod 
rabbits,  unless  there  should  be  an  agree- 
ment between  him  and  the  landlord  to 
the  contrary ;  the  otfier  was  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wiok  Burghs  (Mr. 
Loch),  that  the  tenant  should  be  autho- 
rized to  kill  hares  and  rabbits  notliwith- 
standing  any  agreement  to  the  oontrsry. 
It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  M'Lagan)  tliat 
the  first  of  these  measures,  while  it  re- 
spected the  rights  of  property,  wotdd 
confer  no  real  benefit  on  the  tenant,  and 
that  the  other  would  be  a  flagrant  inter* 
ference  with  the  r^;hte  of  jnuperfy,  and 
would  be  found  practicollj  inoper&tiv«. 
The  proposal  of  ttie  noble  Lord  was,  ia 
efiect,  an  assimilation  of  the  Qame  Laws 
of  Scotland  to  those  of  ikigland ;  but, 
in  England,  the  Oome  Laws  had  been 
found  wanting,  and  the  complaints  irf 
game  preservation  were  as  rife  there  aa 
tiiey  WM«  in  Scotland.  As  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Wick,  to  do  aw^  with  the 
private  agreements  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  respect  of  game,  he  (Mr. 
M'Lagan)  held  that  it  was  a  violation  of 
the  rights  of  property ;  fiw  if  the  land- 
lord could  get  a  larger  rent  front  his 
tenant  by  conveying  to  him  the  right 
to  hill  the  game  on  bis  land,  why  should 
the  Legislature  interfere  to  prevent  the 
landlord  and  tenant  entering  into  such 
an  arrangement  ?  The  reason  alleged 
for  this  interfer^ioe  was  that  such  agree- 
ments were  contrary  fa  public  p^oy; 
and  he  admitted  that  if  tiiere  was  su^ 
an  abuse  of  the  rights  of  private  pro- 
perty as  amounted  to  a  pubUc  nuisance, 


Stedtes  for  the  evil  had  been  proposed  ;  i  the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  intarfeie ; 
but  he  believed  that  if  the  proprietors  {  and  he  also  admitted  that  the  over  pre- 
would  concede  to  the  tenants  au  equal ;  servation  t^  game  was  contrary  to  pub- 


right  with  themselves  to  kill  hares  and 
rabbits  there  would  be  an  end  of  the 
dissatasfaotion,  and  the  services  of  the 
gamekeeper  might  be  altogether  dis- 
pensed with ;  for  there  was  no  doubt  that 
if  that  were  done  the  tenants  would  be 
npon  their  honour  to  have  a  fair  head  of 
game  npon  their  farms,  so  that  landlords 
would  never  have  to  complain  of  a  bad 
day's  sport  irom  the  want  of  game.  But 
as  he  did  not  think  the  proprietors  were 
B«ffioienily  educated  up  to  the  point 
ndiioh  would  enable  such  an  arrange- 

Mr.  Ayr  ton 


lie  policy,  and  was  a  nuisance.  But  in 
this  oounbr  fre  were  veiy  jealous  of  the 
security  of  property,  and  before  thb 
Xiegislature  oould  consent  to  such  an  la- 
terterence  with  the  rights  of  property, 
they  would  require  t«  be  satined  that 
the  nuisance — if  the  over  preeerratio& 
were  a  public  nuisance — could  be  abated 
in  no  other  way.  But  in  this  case  thsf 
had  the  remedy  at  hand.  The  evil  com- 
plained of  was  the  over  preservaSum  of 
game.  This  was  not  ocoauoBed — or  only 
in  part — by  private  agreements  ia  Isaaee 
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—the  real  cause  was  the  Oame  Laws. 
The  real  remedy  then  lay  in  an  exten- 
dre  modification  of  those  laws.  He 
now  came  to  the  fourth  propoeal — that 
which  was  coatained  in  the  present  Bill. 
The  distinguiehing  feature  of  hia  pro- 
posal from  the  others  was  that  by  it 
hares  and  rabbits  were  struck  out  from 
the  game  list — that  hares  and  rabbits 
were  no  longer  game  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Game  Acts.  In  thus  abo- 
lishing the  main  cause  of  the  mischief, 
of  which  the  farmers  of  Scotland  so 
fltrongly  complained,  he  believed  that 
he  would  put  an  eod  to  the  mischief 
itaelf.  The  great  objection  he  had  heard 
urged  to  the  measure  was  tliat  it  would 
be  only  too  efficient,  and  that  it  would 
lead  to  the  total  extirpation  of  hares  and 
rabbits.  But  he  did  not  think  it  would 
|soduce  such  a  result.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  it  would  tend  greatly  to  reduce  the 
number  of  hares  and  rabbits ;  but  he 
felt  persuaded,  at  the  same  time,  that  it 
would  leave  a  sufficient  number  of  them 
for  the  purposes  of  legitimate  sport.  An- 
other objection  made  to  the  Bill  was  that 
it  would  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
proper^.  But  he  did  not  see  how  it 
would  do  so,  further  than  many  other 
^Bnges  in  the  law  which  necessarily 
iateo^red  with  private  arrangementa ; 
uid  without  such  interference,  no  sooial 
or  economical  reform  would  ever  be  pos- 
sible. Again,  it  was  said,  that  the  Bill 
would  encourage  trespassing  on  land ; 
but,  in  reply  to  such  an  ai^ument, 
he  had  to  observe,  that  the  measure 
would  leave  unaltered  the  existing  law 
of  trespass  in  Scotland.  Finally,  it  was 
urged  that  the  Bill  would  hold  out  an 
inducement  to  poaching ;  but  he  did  not 
understand  how  it  would  be  attended 
with  any  such  effect,  because  it  would 
tend  greatly  to  the  diminution  of  hares 
and  rabbits,  and,  so  fiar,  it  must  neces- 
aarily  lessen  the  temptation  to  poaching. 
By  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  the 
trial  of  prosecutions  under  the  Game 
Laws  would  be  transferred  from  the 
justices  of  the  peace  to  that  of  the  sheriffs 
of  the  ootmty,  and  that  would,  he 
thought,  be  a  reasonable  change,  inas- 
much as  the  sheriffe  were  better  qualified 
than  the  magistrates,  by  their  legal 
training,  and  by  the  greater  impartiality 
of  their  position,  for  such  a  duty.  The 
Bill  farther  proposed  to  aboli^,  what 
was  really  an  anomaly  in  our  legislation 
-~the  cmuniative  pcmaltiea  luuer  the 


Game  Acta.  By  another  clause  in  the 
measure  prosecutions  for  damage  done 
to  crops  by  game  would  be  fiiudly  de- 
cided by  the  sheriff's,  and  would  not  be 
allowed  to  be  taken,  as  at  present,  from 
one  court  to  another  until  they  ultimately 
reached  the  House  of  Lords.  Under 
the  latter  system  an  immense  expense 
would  have  to  be  incurred,  and  the  con- 
sequence was,  that  tenants  were  deterred 
tima  seeking  the  redress  to  which  they 
believed  they  were  entitled.  He  had  to 
observe  that,  although  he  then  moved 
proformA  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
he  was  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  its  future  progress. 
He  had  been  very  glad  to  hear  the  other 
day  that  the  Government  meant  to  deal 
with  the  whole  question  next  Session; 
and  he  trusted  that,  in  redeeming  that 
pledge,  they  would  introduce  a  Bill  which 
would  not  say  one  thing  and  do  another, 
and  that  they  would  give  effect  to  the 
opinions  which  had  been  so  generally 
expressed  by  the  tenant  "  -  ^     ■ 

land  upon  the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  M'Lagan.) 

Mb.  FOEDTCE  supported  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading,  though  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  expectation  of  I^elatioii 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  with  r»- 
spect  to  the  subject  was  fatal  to  the  fur- 
ther progress  of  t^e  Bill  during  the  pre- 
sent  Session.  He  thought  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Government  would  be 
more  acceptable  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
than  a  protracted  inquiry  by  a  Commit- 
tee. The  great  recommendation  of  the 
present  BiU,  to  his  mind,  was  that  no 
objection  on  the  point  of  principle  could 
be  taken  against  it.  It  did  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  law  of  oontract, 
but  merely  removed  the  protection  that 
had  hitherto  been  given  by  the  statute 
law  to  certain  descriptions  of  game.  He 
thought  that  in  England  we  were  not 
sufficiently  impressed  with  the  feeling 
that  existed  in  Scotland  upon  the  game 
grievance.  In  some  counties  it  had  given 
rise  to  a  state  of  social  warfare,  ajid  he 
earnestly  hoped  the  Government  would, 
early  next  Session,  deal  with  the  queatioQ 
by  a  measure  to  which  they  could  give 
undivided  support. 

Mb.  M'COMBIE  said,  that  as  the 
Government  had  agreed  to  bring  in  a 
Game  BiU  for  Scot&nd,  he  lu^  tha; 
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-would  make  it  sucli  a  measure  as  the 
tenant-fanners  could  accept.  For  his 
own  part,  he  stood  by  the  Aberdeen  Re- 
solutions— ^namely — 

"Tbst  Bnj  measure  tobo  regarded  u  a  lettle' 
meat  of  the  queitian  mutt  proride  tfaat  noC  »iitj 
tbe  oocupiers  of  arable  forms  have  the  right  to 
kill  hnrea  and  rabbits,  but  also  deotare  all  eaa- 
tracta  for  their  pretermtioQ  Illegal  and  contrarj 
to  (be  public  goed.'* 

HepFesenting,  as  he  bad  tbe  honour  of 
doing,  a  division  of  perhaps  the  largest 
cattle-breeding  and  cattle-feeding  county 
in  Britain,  where  turnips,  to  which  hares 
and  rabbits  were  eepecially  dostructiTe, 
were  eztensirely  grown,  he  must  say 
for  his  constituents,  that  they  would  never 
be  satisfied  tUl  the  Gtame  Laws,  root  and 
branch,  were  swept  from  the  statute 
book, 

Sm  JAMES  ELPHmSTONE  said, 
that  this  game  question  was  one  of  the 
greatest  impostures  that  ever  came  be- 
fore the  House.  Some  hon.  Members 
owed  their  seats  entirely  to  agitation 
on  this  suWect,  and  thus  were  obhged  to 
bring  in  BiUs  without  any  earthly  idea 
of  passing  them;  they  only  advanced 
them  to  a  certain  staf  e  and  then  let  them 
drop.  It  was  periectly  impossible  for 
private  Members  to  legislate  on  this 
subject.  Legislation  upon  it  must  pro- 
ceed &om  the  Qovernment.  Proposals 
had  been  made  in  one  of  these  Bill  of  a 
most  profligate  description.  ["Oh!"] 
He  used  that  language  advisedly;  for 
when  a  tenant-farmer  had  signed  a  lease 
with  his  landlord  containing  certain  pro- 
visions, it  was  proposed  that  by  the  law 
of  the  land  the  provisions  bo  made  were 
to  be  nugatory.  If  that  was  not  profli- 
ga(7  he  did  not  know  what  was.  If 
there  was  to  be  imy  le^slation  on  the 
subject  it  must  be  preceded  by  a.  Boyal 
Commission ;  and  if  that  was  granted, 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Game 
Laweboth  in  England  andScotland,  great 
exaggeration  would  be  shown  to  prevail 
on  the  subject.  This  was  altogether  a 
political  agitation,  got  up  by  agitators 
and  certain  editors  of  newspapers.  The 
whole  thing  was  a  fiction.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  proposed  to  vrithdraw  poach- 
ing coses  Jrom  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
magistrates.  No  sui^  case  could  come 
before  a  ma^trate  on  whose  land  it  oc- 
curred, as  in  those  cases  they  always 
withdrew,  and  it  would  be  unodvisable 
to  deprive  the  country  gentlemen  of 
Scotluid  of  those  duties  which  the  same 
Mr.  WComlit 
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class  perform  in  England.  The  juris- 
diction of  the  Sheriff's  Courts  in  Scotland 
had  been  already  carried  too  far.  If  any 
legislation  was  to  take  place  in  regard 
to  game,  it  must  be  applied  to  both 
countries — he  had  no  idea  of  one  law  ap- 
plying to  one  part  of  Her  Majestps 
dominions  and  not  to  another,  'tha 
question,  if  dealt  with  at  all,  ought 
to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Oorern- 
ment  to  be  dealt  with  as  an  Imperial 
measure. 

8m  D.  WEDDEEBUEN  said,  that 
the  Home  Secretary,  being  the  represen* 
tative  of  a  Scotch  constituenOT,  could  not 
bo  unaware  of  the  feelings  of  tbe  Scotch 
tenant-farmers  on  this  subject;  but  there 
waaagrowing  opinion  that  these  Billa  had 
been  shelved  in  spite  of  the  pledges  given 
on  the  hustings.  They  had  heard  from 
some  who  were  nominally  supporters  of 
Qame  Law  Reform,  that  no  lenslation 
should  take  place  until  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion had  reported  on  the  subject;  and  he 
thought  it  might  be  worth  the  considera- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
such  a  Commission  might  not  now  be 
appointed,  in  order  £at,  during  tha 
holidays,  the  question  may  be  inquired 
into,  otherwise  it  might  be  alleged,  when 
the  subject  came  on  for  consideration 
next  Session,  that  neither  Parliament 
nor  the  country  had  sufficient  facts  be- 
fore them  to  warrant  legislation. 

Mk.  SINCLAIE  AYTOUN  said,  it 
was  perfectly  useless  for  private  Mem- 
bers to  attempt  to  bring  in  Bills  upon 
this  subject :  neither  did  he  think  that  a 
Royal  Commission  was  needed.  Tha 
Ooremment  ought  to  take  this  question 
up ;  but  ho  feared  there  was  some  mis- 
understanding as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Gkivemment.  On  a  former  occasion  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  ex- 
pressed himself  in  a  manner  which  led 
him  to  believe  that  after  the  Whitsun- 
tide holidays  the  Qovernment  would  ex- 
press their  intentions  upon  this  matter, 
and  whether  they  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  or  not  next  Sesdon.  But  that,  it 
seemed,  was  a  mistake.  Since  then  the 
Home  Secretary  did  make  a  guarded  en- 
gagement that  the  Gtovemment  would 
bring  in  this  Bill,  but  it  was  so  quali- 
fied that  it  came  to  nothing.  Now,  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  if  the  Government 
did  not  bring  in  the  Bill,  legislation  on 
the  question  was  totally  impracticable. 
He  thought  it  therefore  incumbent  on  the 
Government  at  once  to  declare  nnooa- 
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ditional^  irhstlier  they  vonld  bring  in 
a  Bill  or  not. 

The  LOKD  ADVOCATE  said,  tie  had 
intended  to  make  some  observations  on 
the  general  question  j  but,  as  the  hour 
would  not  permit  that,  he  would  simply 
say,  in  reference  to  the  question  of  nie 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Aytoun)  that  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  suggested  that 
the  debate  on  these  different  Bills  ahould 
be  adjoomed  till  after  the  Whitsun  Be- 
cess,  and  that  their  promoters  should 
consider  whether  they  would  not  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  with  a  view  to  legislatioa  by  the 
Government  next  Session.  Since  that 
time  the  question  had  been  put  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who  gave 
an  answer  to  the  effect  that  the  Gtavem- 
ment  would  consider  the  matter  —  as 
they  were  bound  to  do — very  seriously 
with  a  view  to  legislation  by  me  Govern- 
ment next  Session.  He  did  not  think 
the  House  would  require  a  stronger 
pledge  on  a  subject  on  which  there  was 
BO  much  diflbrence  of  opinion.  After 
the  expression  of  the  views  of  the  dif- 
ferent constituencies  of  Scotland  on  this 
subject  at  the  last  election,  he  thought 
iJie  Government  were  bound,  if  they 
possibly  could,  to  deal  with  the  subject 
next  Session^ 

Mb.  PABKER  said,  on  behalf  of  the 
tenant-farmers  of  Perthshire,  he  had  to 
thank  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  promise  which  they  held  out  of  deal- 
ing with  this  question  next  year.  If 
there  were  any  two  points  on  which, 
from  the  first,  hon.  Members  had  been 


might  better  have  been  settled  by  other 
means  than  legislation,  since,  by  kindly 
{iMling  and  moderation  in  the  exercise  of 
the  rights  of  property,  the  necessity  for 
anappealtoParhamentmight  have  been 
avoided  ;  and,  secondly,  that  if  there 
must  be  legislation,  it  might  best  be  un- 
dertaken by  the  Government,  and  not  by 
private  Members.  But,  unfortunately, 
the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  were  not  such  that  legislation 
could  be  dispensed  with ;  and,  unfortu- 
nately, the  Goremment  had  their  hands 
BO  AUl  that  they  were  unable  to  deal 
with  the  question  this  year.  That  con- 
Btituted  the  justification  of  private  Mem- 
bers endeavouring  to  promote  a  settle- 
ment by  themselves  intiodudiig  Bills. 
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Those  Bills,  although  they  should  now 
be  withdrawn,  had  not  been  useless. 
The  discussion  they  had  provoked  had 
indeed  taken  place  at  most  inconve- 
nient  hours,  so  that  it  had  not  been  pos- 
sible to  do  justice  to  any  one  of  the  three 
Bills.  Yet  they  had  drawn  out  a  cer- 
tain amoimt  of  feeling  friendly  to  re- 
form, and  they  had  obtained  a  promise 
of  favourable  consideration  for  this  ques- 
tion from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  did  not  wish  to  r^resent  the  eng^e- 
ment  as  more  definite  than  it  was ;  but 
he  did  not  know  that  the  matter  could 
be  left  in  a  more  favourable  position 
than  this — ^that  the  Gkiverament  promised 
to  deal  with  the  question  in  the  best 
manner  circumstances  would  permit  in 
the  next  Session  ;  and  that,  meanwhile, 
those  Members  who  advocated  this  re- 
form would  endeavour  to  bring  about  aa 
much  unity  of  opinion  as  possible  among 
the  tenant-farmers,  and  also  amongst 
the  proprietors  of  Scotland,  so  that  next 
year  the  question  might  be  more  ripe 
for  legislation. 

Order  ditcharged :  BiU  mthdraum. 


COBIt  AKD  OBADI  MEABUREUENT  BILL. 

On  MotioD  of  Mr.  Hinbt  B.  SaiBiDur,  Bill  to 
establiah  an  uniform  ijatem  of  ineMunmsnt  in 
the  Hils  of  Cora  and  other  Grain,  ordered  to  b» 
brought  in  br  Ur.  Hutrt  B.  Sh«biiuii  and  Mr. 

Bill  j>r«MRt«d,  and  r«ad  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  ITT.] 

BTIPENDLASY  lUQISTnATES  (DEFCTIES) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Viiooant  Sunton,  Bill  to  amend 
tfas  Law  oonoerninj;  the  appointment  of  Deputiet 
bf  Stiprndlarf  tiagltteattt,  orderid  to  b*  brought 
in  bf  Viioount  Saniwir,  Mr.  Moan,  and  Mr, 
Rathbox. 

BiUprtMtded,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  1 T6.] 


HOUSE    or    LORDS, 
TAdrnJoy,  24th  J«nt,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— Pirauo  Btiii-F<Vi(  Beading— 
Companiei  Clioiei  Act  (1863)  AmenilinaDt* 
(IIT) :  Poor  Lav  Union  Loans  ■  (IIB). 

Sttond  Reading  —  Eccleaisitical  Dilnpidntioni 
(No.  3)  •  (83) ;  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Act 
(1862)  Amendment"  (12i);  ■  Pablio  Pwki 
(Inland)*  (131) ;  loam  LMida«(lU). 
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S-ipplpm^ml  •    (13i'); 

(IttliS)  Supplement!*!"  {132):    N.'W    Pnritlic* 

nni]  Cliiircli  UuilOinc  Acli  AiDtndmont'  (181). 

JUtxil-  Bcei'linDX-i,  *e.  •  { 1 45). 

H'ilA''raitn— Moirapolin  Loenl  Mina^nent  Aoti 
AmFiiilmcnt*(Sll) :  Meli'opaliinn  lU'^ul.itionB* 
(87) ;  Jualicei  oftlia  I'cncaQuuliflciiLjon  (n3|. 

Royal  Aitent  —  Cii«om»  nnd  Jnlnnd  llcreniie 
Dulici  [33^33  Viet.c.\i'\\  Ew  hcqucr  Bond* 
{i3,90U.000)  \Si  *  3:!  Vict.  0.  32] ;  Ci'il  Ser- 
Tieo  r«i»ior.>  [33  A  33  Viet.  o.  16] ;  Norfolk 
I>hn>l  Biihoprio  [33  *  33  Vict.  e.  ia|i  Be.t 
Bii'di  PreiL-rvALion  [33  &  33  Kiel.  o.  17]  :  0^- 
forJ  U->iT«'>iif  Siniuici  [33  A  39  Viet.  o.  201 : 
Klection  CoiniiiiuJoncn  Eipensas  [33  *  33 
Viet.  0.  31] :  SiBunnriM  [32  A  33  FuX.  e.  10] : 
Lundi  CIniim  Conwlidaiion  Aot  AmendjneLt 
[32  4  33  Via.  0.  18], 

JUSTICES  OP  TDE  PEACE  %UALmCA- 

TION  BILL— (No.  M.) 

(Tha   Earl   of   AlbtmarU.) 

SECOND  BEADmO. 

Ordei  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Seeding,  read. 

The  Eaei.  of  ALBEMASLE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  BUI  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  aud,  that  its  purpose  was  to  re- 
peal the  18  Gio.  n.  c.  20,  which  required 
a  property  qualification  for  all  pereona 
acting  ae  justices  of  tho  peace.  The 
effect  of  that  Act  was  to  place  the  local 

I'misdiction  of  the  rural  districts  of  Ens- 
and  and  Wales  ezdusiTely  in  the  hands 
of  landed  proprietors.  In  proposing  its 
repeal  he  soueht  to  divest  the  magiste- 
rial office  of  tois  exclusive  and  invidious 
character,  and  to  give  the  Lord  Ghan- 
oelloF  and  Lords  Lieutenant  of  counties 
power  to  appoint  any  persoos  qualified 
by  education,  character,  and  social  po- 
sition for  exercising  the  duties  of  that 
office  with  advantage  to  the  public. 
Several  of  these  property  qualifications 
existed  up  to  the  reign  of  William  lY., 
all  being  traceable  to  feudal  times, 
when  ogriculturo  was  the  principal  oc- 
cupation of  the  people,  and  when  the 
owners  of  land  were  tho  governing  class. 
Formerly,  for  instance,  no  person  was 
permitted,  unless  he  were  a  ^nded  pro- 

Erietor,  to  keep  game  or  to  ait  in  Far- 
ament.  But  those  Acts,  so  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  modem  legidation,  had  one 
by  one  been  abrogated.  Those  who  had 
not  given  attention  to  the  subject  might 
suppose,  indeed,  that  this  particular 
qualification  originated  in  the  reign  of 
Qeorge  11.,  and  was  therefore  compara- 
tively modem ;  but  it  was  really  more 


should  be  qualified  for  the  office  of  a 
justice  of  t£e  peace  who  did  not  pos- 
sess lands  or  tenements  of  the  value  of 
£20  a  year;  and  the  Act  of  IS  Gta.  II. 
simply  raised  the  qualification  to  £100> 
which  may  be  supposed  to  represent  the 
difference  in  the  value  of  money  betwefai 
the  two  periods.  Now  he  submitted  that 
an  Act_pasBed  at  the  time  of  the  Wars 
of  the  Koses  was  not  liliely  to  be  suited 
to  the  seventieth  year  of  ^e  nineteenth 
century,  and  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  maintain,  at  the  pre* 
sent  time,  a  law  which  was  merely  * 
remnant  of  the  feudal  system.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Act  of  Geoi^  11.  re- 
cited that  by  many  recent  Acts  of  Par- 
liament the  power  and  authority  of  the 
justices  of  the  peace  had  c^^tly  in- 
creased ;  and  this  was  one  of  hie  reasons 
for  introducing  this  Bill,  since  not  only 
had  that  power  and  authority  increased, 
but  the  number  of  country  geatlsmea 
to  undertake  the  duties  had  becomequita 
insufficient.  This  was  («»ved  by  tbo 
wholesale  introduction  of  country  dergy- 
men  into  the  oommiMions.  Why,  then, 
should  not  the  office  be  thrown  open, 
and  the  authorities  be  allowed  to  appoint 
persons  whom  the  enormous  increase  of 
wealth  and  the  spread  of  education  had 
called  into  existence  since  the  passing  of 
this  Act  ?  Their  Lordships*  eldest  eons 
were  specially  exempted  from  its  opera- 
tion ;  so  that  by  necessary  implication 
their  younger  sons,  unless  possessed  of 
real  proper^,  were  dedared  to  be  of  too 
mean  estate  to  sit  on  the  Bench  at  petty 
sessions.  Was  it  not  absurd  to  exclude 
lawyers  from  serving  on  the  county  ma- 
gistraiy?  Oke's  Maguterial  Synoptit, 
the  twie  wiecitm  of  county  magistrates, 
contained  1,20U  pages.  Now,  was  it  not 
absurd  to  expect  such  an  amount  of  pro- 
fessional knowledge  from  unprofessional 
men,  and  to  deprive  them  of  the  co- 
operation of  those  who  had  made  the 
law  their  profession?  The  only  quali* 
fication  for  the  office  of  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  England  was  fitness,  and  that 
surely  ought  to  be  the  sufficient  and  sole 

SuaMcation  of  these  inferior  criminal 
udges.  By  enabling  lawyers  to  be 
qualified  for  the  ofBoe  of  justice  of  tho 
peace,  we  should  only  be  reverting  to 
the  ancient  law  of  the  land ;  and  even 
in  the  comparatively  modem  Act  of 
Henry  YI.,  there  was  a  spedal  clause 
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point  anT  peiaoii  learssd  in  the  lav,  al- 
thot^ih  uiey  migM  not  liave  th.e  necea- 
my  property  qualification.  Were  ve  to 
be  more  ezdusiT«  than  the  Sdwaxds? 
To  paas  firom  tlia  learned  to  tke  unleamed 
pKnessiona — to  one  of  wliidL  he  belonged 
— he  vxHild  ask  why  o£Bceni  of  the  Amy 
and  Navy  were  to  be  excluded  from  act- 
ing aa  justices  of  the  peace  unlesa  they 
b^  property  qualification  ?  They  were 
aooustomed  to  act  jtidicislly  from  their 
boyhood  ;  and,  personally,  he  was  liable 
to  Da  ordered  on  a  court  martial  before 
he  had  attainsd  the  age  o£  sixteen.  His 
attentitMi  was  first  called  to  the  subject 
by  the  inconvenience  which  be  person- 
ally ezperienoed  when,  aa  an  acting  ma- 
eistrate  for  one  of  the  petty  sessional 
divisionB  of  the  county  of  Norfolk,  b( 
oUsa  found  himself  the  only  magiatratt 
who  answered  a  summons  to  attend  a 
petty  sessions.  In  that  district  there 
were  two  gentlemen,  one  a  lieutenant 
general  and  the  other  a  commander 
5ie  Navy,  and  although  both  were  in 
the  commission  of  the  peace  they  w«re 
disqualified  for  rendering  any  aaustaaee 
by  the  Act  which  he  sooght  to  repeal. 
Two  distingniehed  ornaments  of  this 
House,  both  of  whom  had  been.  Secre- 
taries of  State,  had  advocated  the  ad- 
mission into  that  House  of  mercantile 
representatives ;  and,  following  them  at 
a  humble  distance,  he  would  say  place 
mercantile  representatiTeB  cm  the  magis- 
terial Bench  m  petty  aessiona.  To  show 
how  this  class  viewed  their  ezelusion 
from  a  participation  in  labours  that 
onght  to  oe  common  to  all,  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  letter  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  in  the  district  in  which  the  writer 
lived  this  Bill  was  hailed  with  great 
satisfiulion,  because  it  had  long  been 
felt  a  great  hardship  that  merchants  and 
others,  who  invested  a  large  amount  of 
capital  in  giving  employment  to  thou- 
sands, could  not  take  part  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  ;  while  a  clergyman 
of  s  small  pariah,  the  tithes  of  which 
were  worth  £100  a  year,  waa  qualified 
to  do  so.  The  Act  of  Qeorge  II.  pro- 
duced great  dissatisfaction  in  the  dl»- 
triets  whne  game  abounds,  and  ee^w- 
eially  where  it  was  in  very  few  hands. 
Qame  was  the  ezclusiTe  property  of 
landed  proprietors ;  and  the  Act,  m  efiect, 
declared  that  they  were  to  be  the  sole 
Judges  in  the  rural  districts  of  offances 
against  the  Game  Laws.  The  feeling 
ma  general  that  the  landlord  was  more 
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or  less  an  interested  person;  and  the 
feeling  was  very  strong  in  Scotlaaid.  M 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  two  Billf 
before  the  other  House,  although  mate- 
rially different  from  each  other,  were  at 
one  in  regard  to  taking  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Game  Laws  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  oounly  justices.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Albemarle)  iMd  not  go  so  far;  but  hq 
asked  that  other  classes  besides  landh 
owners  should  be  allowed  to  take  part 
in  the  administration  of  them.  For  4 
similar  reason  the  ^stem  was  very  nn* 

aular  in  Wales.    Ihe  rivers  of  WalSB 
mged  to  landed  proprietors,  who  were 
justices  of  the  peace,  and  jueticea  of  thQ 

Ssace  were  ex  offioio  laembers  of  ths 
oaida  of  Conservators ;  so  that  aa  con- 
servators these  gentlemen  originated  pro- 
secutions, and  as  justices  of  the  peace 
theyadjudicat«d  upon  them.  A  case  had 
come  before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
in  which  a  millowner  was  convicted  by 
the  magistrates  for  an  offence  against 
the  Salmon  Fisheries  Act.  He  obtained 
a  writ  of  ewiiortu-t  on  the  ground  that  thq 
convicting  magistrates  were  interested 
persons.  The  case  was  argued  before 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  Mr.  JustieQ 
Blackburn,  and  Hr.  Justice  Mellor. 
They  were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
the  magistrates  were  interested,  and  that 
substantially  they  were  the  jvosecutors; 
and  the  conviction  was  quashed.  This 
would  probably  not  have  happened  if 
the  miUowners  had  been  represented  on 
the  Bench.  The  state  of  feehng  created 
by  this  state  of  things  was  evidenced 
by  a  statement  in  a  sporting  journal — 
Load  and  ^a<«r~~that  the  ^hermen  at 
a  certain  district,  considering  themselves 
persecuted  by  a  justice  of  the  peace,  re- 
venged themselves  when  he  was  ill  by 
holding  a  meeting  to  pray  that  he  miglit 

JSfoved,  "ThattheBiUbenowreadi"." 
— {2X*  £arl  of  AlbmarU.) 

The  Ddke  op  RICHMOND  said,  ha 
felt  bound  to  protest  sgainst  the  Bill, 
and  against  the  reasons  adduced  for 
bringing  it  forward.  He  had  listened 
in  vain  for  some  substantial  reason  and 
argument  for  altering  the  law,  and  had 
hrard  none  except  that  it  had  existed 
for  four  centuries.  But  there  were 
many  laws  far  older  than  that  which 
their  Lordships  would  be  unwilling  to 
abolish  for  no  better  reasons.  He  pro- 
tested Bfainst  the  position  in  which  the 
proposea  change  would  place  any  nobU 
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and  learned  Lord  who  sat  npon  the 
"Woolsack — not  to  mention  the  Lords 
Lieutenant  of  countiee.  For  himself,  if 
this  Act  were  repealed  it  would  be  a 
puzzle  to  him  to  tmow  whom  he  ehould 
recommend  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  ho- 
nour of  bein^  placed  in  the  commiseion 
of  the  peace.  The  noble  Earl  eaid  that 
the  present  ma^etrat«s  were  unfit  to  do 
discharge  their  dutiee. 

The  t^.*t»  of  ALBEMAItLE  said, 
that  what  he  aaid  was  that  they  were  in- 
sufficient in  number  to  discharge  their 
duties.  

The  DnxE  of  RICHMOND  said,  the 
noble  Earl  had,  as  he  had  referred  to  a 
oopy  of  Oke's  MaguUrial  Synopm  con- 
taining something  like  1,200  pages, 
asked  their  Lordships  if  they  had  read 
the  work.  Did  the  noble  Earl  think 
that  Lords  Lieutenant  should  pass  an 
examination  like  candidates  for  the  Army 
and  Navy  or  for  the  Civil  Service,  and 
that  the  routine  of  examination  should 
comprise  questions  on  this  book  ?  With 
regard  to  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said 
about  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
those  officers  were  for  the  most  part  en- 
gaged in  serving  their  coun^  else- 
where; but  the  noble  Earl's  argument 
would  not  apply,  because  in  the  differ- 
ent Benches  of  ma^strates  in  this  coun- 
ti7  many  retired  officers  of  both  services 
were  to  be  found.  Again,  the  noble 
Earl  had  said  that  magistrates  ought 
not,  in  counties  where  there  was  game, 
to  deal  with  game  cases,  because  they 
were  interested  parties. 

The  T.a-ht.  of  ALBEMARLE  said,  he 
had  carefully  avoided  insinuating  that 
justice  in  such  cases  was  not  adminis- 
tered. He  had  simply  stated  that  such 
was  the  impression  which  prevailed  in 
many  quarters. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said, 
that  unless  it  was  urged  that  in  these 
cases  justice  was  not  administered,  the 
argument  fell  to  the  ground — if  it  was 
administered  properly  it  did  not  matter 
whether  the  manstratee  were  interested 
parties  or  not.  He  believed  there  was 
no  difficulty  where  magistrates  were  re- 
quired in  getting  fit  and  proper  persons 
to  perform  the  duties.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment mocA^,  to  leave  out  "now," 
and  insert  "this  day  three  months." 
~[T^  Dukg  of  Richmond.) 

Tht  Ihh  o/Mhmetul 


LoBo  FORTMAN  observed  that  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Albemarle)  in 
advocating  the  abolition  of  the  existing 
qualification  for  magistrates,  appeared  to 
forget  that  some  qualification  was  neces- 
sary, because  it  was  by  the  magistrates 
that  the  county  finances  were  adminis- 
tered. "While  these  finances  were  ad- 
niinist«red  by  the  magistrates  qualified 
by  estate,  no  one  comd  say  that  they 
were  not  adminiatered  by  the  rat«-payer9 
of  the  county,  because  almost  all  the 
magistrates,  under  their  qualification, 
were  rate-payers.  The  mE^etrates  were 
soon  to  be  assisted  in  their  financial 
administration  by  financial  Boards,  and 
if  they  took  away  the  qualification  of  the 
magistrates,  how  could  they  ask  for  a 
qu^ification  on  the  part  of  the  elected 
members  of  those  Boards  ?  The  magis- 
trates ought  to  have  such  a  qualification 
as  would  enable  them  for  the  sake  of 
their  own  interests  to  take  care  that  not 
It.  of  the  rate-payers'  money  was  wasted. 
None  of  the  ai^nments  employed  in 
favour  of  the  establishment  of  county 
financial  Boards  went  the  length  of  say- 
ing that  a  single  Hhilling  was  wasted  or 
misspent  under  the  existing  system. 
The  Bill  was  inopportune,  because  it 
was  introduced  at  the  very  time  when  a 
Bill  relating  to  the  odnunistration  of 
coimty  finances  was  engaging  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
Scotland  there  was  no  qualification  re- 
quired, except  a  negative  prohibition  of 
some  persons ;  so  that  his  noble  Friend's 
argument  with  reference  to  the  Game 
Laws  had  certainly  no  application  there. 
His  noble  Friend  had  discovered  that 
this  qualification  had  existed  since  the 
"Wars  of  the  Roses,  but  he  (Lord  Port- 
man)  certainly  believed  that  if  the  sys- 
tem was  really  attended  with  any  in- 
justice orinconvenience,  his  noble  !FViond 
would  not  have  been  the  first  person  to 
propose  its  repeal.  His  experience  as  a 
Lo^  Lieutenant  enabled  Iiim  to  state 
that  the  qualification  was  a  great  safe- 
guard against  appointments  of  men  who 
were  casual  residents  in  a  county  and 
desired  to  act  as  justices  of  Uie  peace 
because  they  had  no  occupations,  and 
these  became  Guardians  of  the  Poor  as 
well  as  magistrates,  and,  having  no  per- 
manent interest  in  the  union,  would  not 
be  acceptable  to  the  elected  guardians 
nor  to  the  rate-payers,  but  woiSdbe  dis- 
posed to  intereiere  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  rates  of  those  whose  tennze  was  more 
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permaneiLt.  He  tmsted  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  withdraw  hie  Bill,  and 
not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
divieion. 

The  Eapl  of  ALBEMAELE  said,  he 
was  far  from  being;  conTinced  by  the 
arguments  to  which  he  had  listened. 
He  did  not,  howeTer,  desire  to  give 
their  Lordships  unnecessary  trouble,  and 
would  therefore  for  the  present  with- 
draw the  Bill — though  he  hoped  at  some 
future  time  a^ain  to  introduce  it,  and  to 
fortify  its  claim  to  their  Lordships'  at- 
tention by  stronger  aiguments. 

Then  the  said  Amendment,  original 
Motion,  and  BUI  (by  leave  of  the 
House),  withdraum. 

BENGAL  BANE  AT  BOMBAT, 

QUESnOK. 

The  MAKdUESs  of  SAUSBUET  rose 
to  ask  the  noble  Ihke  the  Secretary  for 
India,  Whether  the  OoTemment  have 
sent  out  any  instructionB  to  the  authori- 
ties at  Calcutta  to  giTe  directions  for  the 
dosing  of  tbe  branch  of  the  Bengal  Bank 
now  at  Bombay ;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  on  the  Table  any  Correspondence 
whicli  has  passed  on  the  subject?  He 
merely  wished  to  ascertain  what  ^ture 
policy  the  OoTemment  contemplated 
pursuing  with  reference  to  the  branch 
Banks  in  India  7 

Tbe  Duke  of  AUGYLL  replied  that 
the  Oovemmeut  had  sent  despatelies 
upon  the  subject  to  the  {Jovemment  of 
India,  desiring  them  to  use  all  their  in- 
fluence with  the  Bank  of  Bengal  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  them  to  withdraw 
the  agencies  they  had  established  in 
Bombay.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Uarquesa  would  not  press  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Correspondence,  which 
was  of  rather  a  confidential  nature. 
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Pdblio  Bulb  —  Second  Reading  —  Beferred  (o 

StUct  Commiltee— Pullio  OSk«>  Cono«ntra- 
tion«[10Bl. 

Cominittee — Report — AaieB»d  Ratei  (r«>conuH.) 
[148-176];  Groenxich  lliupilnl  [lUS]  ;  l.und 
■r»iCominiHionor»'Nninc<*  [S4ji  PnikGats 
Chapel  M.irringei,  Ao,  (re-eomin  ]*  [H  I]. 

Coniiaered  atamtnded — CiTil  Ufflcra  (Pensions) 
[133);  Priiong  (SooLlnnd}  AdmLDittrntion  Act 
(leeU)  Aniendment*  [113];  Fiaei  and  Feei 
Collection  '[171]. 

Third  Reading~i-ai\ii\tX  StktiitiM  {Scotland}* 
[142],  apd  patted. 

BETTING  HOUSES.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  EYETN  said,  he  would  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  By  what  authority  the  Po- 
lice have  been  instructed  to  take  legal 
proceedings  against  certain  Commission 
Agents  who  were  brought  before  Sir 
Thomas  Heniy  on  Saturday  last ;  whe- 
ther these  proceedings  were  based  on 
the  1st  or  the  Srd  section  of  the  Act  of 
1853  for  the  Suppression  of  Betting 
Houses;  and,  further,  if  he  will  state 
how  far  the  interpretation  which  has 
been  now  put  upon  these  sections  will 
affect  other  establishments  where  bet* 
ting  is  carried  on  ? 

Me.  BBUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
prosecutions  against  the  persons  to  whom 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question  referred 
were  instituted  on  the  authority  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  and  with 
his  own  full  consent  and  approval. 
Those  proseoutiona  were  based  generally 
upon  the  Act  for  the  Suppression  of  Bet- 
ting Houses.  He  was  not  aware  that  it 
was  necessary  to  lay  information  under 
any  particular  section.  As  no  decision 
had  yet  been  amTcd  at,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  him  to  say  how  far  other 
establishments  might  be  affected,  espe- 
cially as  he  did  not  know  the  special 
circumstances  under  which  betting  was 
carried  on  in  them,  or  whether  they 
would  come  tmder  the  Betting  House 
Act. 


THE  MORTALITY  AT  BARKING. 


Mb.  EASTWICK  said,  he  would  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  not 
desirable  &at  the  Medical  Officer  to  the 
Privy  Council,  and  a  chemist  of  eminence, 
should  be  associated  with  the  Civil  En- 
gineer sent  down  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  Barking,  in  order  ^at  authorita- 
tive evidence  may  be  obtained  as  to  the 
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cauaeg  of  &a  mortality  at  Barking,  and 
as  to  the  chemical  state  of  the  water  ix 
the  adjoining  creek  ;  and  vhether,  oon- 
Bidering;  tlie  importance  of  the  Bubject, 
the  Counssl  &om  the  Home  Office  should 
not  also  be  afleooiated  vith  the  Commifi- 
sion  aa  assessor  ? 

Mk.  BEUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  as 
&r  as  he  was  at  present  advised,  he 
thought  that  Mr.  Eawliusou,  the  gentle- 
man to  whom  the  matter  was  committed, 
fully  competent  to  c<Hiduct  ths  whole 
inquiiT.  If  he  wished  for  any  assistaace, 
or  if  the  inhabitants  were  desirous  that 
there  should  be  a  special  machineiy  of 
inquiry,  they  mi^ht  communicate  eittier 
wiuihimselfor  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Tioe  President  of  the  Council,  who 
would  direct  the  medical  officer  of  the 
Council  to  have  an  inquiry  made.  It 
did  not  appear  at  all  necessaiy  that  any 
legal  assessor  should  be  added  to  the 
person  sow  conducting  the  inquiry. 

EDDCATION  VOTES^ftUESTION. 

Me.  SAMTJELSON  swd,  he  wished 
to  ask  theTice  President  of  the  Council, 
"Whether  a  special  day  will  be  fixed  for 
taking  the  Oivil  Service  Votes  relating 
to  Education;  and,  whether  he  is  able 
to  name  the  d!ay  on  which  he  will  intro- 
duce those  Votes  f 

Ma.  W.  E.  EOfiSTER  said,  his  pre- 
sent intention  was  to  propose  the  Edu- 
cation Votee  on  Monday,  but  he  could 
not  fix  the  day  positively. 

HOTTNSLOV  POWDER  MILLS. 
QUEsnoir. 

ViscouKT  ENFIELD  said,  he  would 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  any  Oo- 
vemment  Inspector  has  lately  visited 
the  Powder  Mills  at  Hounslow,  the  scene 
of  a  receut  explosion  attended  with  lose 
of  life,  and  has  reported  as  to  the  pro- 
bable security  of  that  establishment; 
and,  whether  the  regulations  of  the  Gun- 
powder Act  (23  and  24  Vict.  c.  139)  are 
or  are  not  habitually  enforced  for  the 
proper  management  and  supervision  of 
Ounpowder  Mills  and  Magazines,  and 
the  protection  of  the  lives  of  all  employed 
in  them,  and  of  those  who  live  in  their 
neighbourhood  ? 

Mb.  BltUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  there 
was  no  pennanent  inspector  of  gun- 


fowder  manufactories  at  tlieHomeOfflce; 
ut  whenever  application  fbr  inspection 
was  made  directions  were  given  dt  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  purpose,  if  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  case  appeared 
to  warrant  it.  Such  a  demand  was  made 
about  three  years  ago.  A  compet«nt 
officer  was  sent  thereupon  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  and  management  of  the 
powder  mills  at  Hounsbw,  and  hia  JEte- 
port  was  entirely  satisfectory.  The  ex- 
plosion to  which  the  question  referred 
appeared,  as  ftir  as  had  been  ascertained 
— for  OS  yet  there  had  not  been  a  i^ill 
inquiiT  before  the  coronB^— to  have  been 
caused  by  some  acddent  to  the  ma- 
chinery ;  the  loss  of  life  and  injuries  in- 
dieted  were  confined  to  the  premises  of 
the  powder  mills  thjemaelvM,  and  there 
did  not  appear  to  be  any  danger  to  those 
residing  m  the  neighbourhood.  Witli 
respect  to  the  regulations  under  the 
Gunpowder  Act,  he  had  no  reason  to 
believe  that  they  had  not  been  regulariy 
observed.  The  gentlemen  to  whom  the 
establishmentbeKinged  had  always  ^Qwn 
a  great  desire  to  do  everything  in  their 
power  to  protect  their  workmen,  and 
from  all  he  could  hear  there  had  been 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT.— QDESTION. 
Mr.  NEVTLLE-GEENVILLE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Who  is  to  be  the  Secretary 
to  the  Conunissioners  under  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act;  what  salary  the 
Treasury  proposes  to  give  to  the  Com- 
missioners and  Seeretaiy  respectively; 
and,  in  the  event  of  any  of  them  holding 
another  Grown  appointment,  whether 
suoh  salary  is  to  be  in  addition  to,  or  in- 
cluded in,  the  remuneration  at  presrait 


Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  in  meeting  the  demand  of  bis  hon. 
Friend  he  must  do  so  under  protest — 
that  was  to  say,  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
immunicate  to  Parliament  the  names 
'  persons  who  might  be  appointed  to 
assist  the  Oommissioners  in  their  inquiiy 
before  the  Act  relating  to  them  was 
passed.  It  might,  in  many  casee,  be  in- 
'enientto  do  so.  There  were,  how- 
ever, considerations  of  previous  ex- 
perience, skill,  and  knowledge,  which 
plainly  indioat«d  the  gentleman  who,  for 
the  public  Bdvantage,  should  hold  the 
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office  of  Secreto^  to  the  OommiBcaonere 
in  question.  He  bad,  therefbre,  no 
diffioultf  in  Bamine  the  gentleman.  He 
hoped  that  Mr.  Eooy,  who  bad  been  for- 
merly the  Seoretaiy  of  the  Schools  In- 
qoiry,  would  accept  that  office  with  a 
salary  of  £1,000  a  year.  The  Gorera- 
ment  anticipated  ^at  advanta^  to  the 
Oommiseioii  from  his  co-operation.  In 
respect  to  the  salaries  of  the  Commis- 
doners,  Lord  Lyttelton  would  he  Chief 
Commissioner  with  a  salary  of  £1,500 
a  year;  Mr.  Bobinson,  a  Junior  Com- 
missioner, would  receive  £1,200  a  year; 
and  Mr.  Hobhonse,  though  a  Junior 
Commissioner  also,  yet  being  in  the 
l^al  profession,  and  posseasinK  high 
l^al  atttunmenta,  and  nis  emohimenta 
therefore,  being  governed  by  different 
considerations,  would  receive  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a  year.  The  OommissionerB 
would  not  receive  any  other  public 
emoluments,  nor  hold  any  other  salaried 
office  whatever  in  addition  to  their  office. 


IRELAND— SEDITIOUS  LANGUAGE  IN 
THE  QUEEN'S  COLLEGES.  — QUESTION. 

Ms.  DAWSON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretaiyfor  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Government 
has  been  directed  to  the  deUvery  in  the 
Halls  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  at  Oalway 
and  Belfast  of  very  questionable  expres- 
sions  on  the  part  of  certain  students  and 
others,  especially  in  connection  with  the 
literuy  and  Scientific  Society  in  the 
Oalway  Queen's  College ;  and,  whether 
the  Qovemment  will  not  consider  it  de- 
sirable in  such  seminaries,  supported  by 
Imperial  taxation,  to  require  from  the 
College  authorities  a  stricter  fulfilment 
of  the  prohibition  against  the  discussion 
of  political  and  party  questions  within 
the  lecture  rooms  of  the  Colleges,  and 
as  set  forth  in  one  of  the  Statutes  of  the 
Queen's  University  ? 

Ms.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCtJE, 
in  reply,  said,  hia  attention  had  been 
flist  called  to  the  subject  by  this  Ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend,  when  he  at  once 
took  measures  to  ascertain  the  facts. 
He  put  himself  in  communication  with 
the  Vice  Chancellor  of  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity,  and  through  htm  with  the  Preai- 
dents  of  the  Colleges.  He  would  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  result  of  those 
inquiries.  First,  as  to  Qalway,  it  ap- 
peared that  at  the  Queen's  College  there. 
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and,  he  believed,  in  the  other  Queen's 
Colleges,  there  existed  a  so-called  Lite- 
rary and  Scientific  Society  among  the 
students,  one  of  the  rules  of  which  had 
been  the  absolute  exclusion  of  party  and 
polemical  subjects.  But  the  President 
of  the  College  informed  hini  tiiat  in  con- 
sequence of  a  statement  in  the  Irish 
Daily  Ej^mm  of  the  9th  of  March, 
characterizing  the  tone  of  a  recent  de- 
bate in  that  Society  as  seditious,  a  meet- 
ing of  the  College  Council  was  convened 
to  consider  the  matter,  when  it  was  dis- 
covered that,  without  their  knowledge, 
and  no  doubt,  in  a  very  improper  man- 
ner, the  rule  prohibiting  tne  introduc- 
tion of  political  and  party  subjects  had 
been  abrogated  by  the  Society  itself, 
and  that,  on  the  occasion  in  question, 
subjects  of  that  nature  had  been  intro- 
duced and  discussed.  Upon  that  the 
College  Council  took  severe  measures, 
and  prohibited  the  meetings  of  the  So- 
ciety for  some  time.  Afterwards  they 
took  care  that  the  rule  should  be  re- 
enacted  in  a  very  stringent  form,  in- 
cluding the  necessity  of  Uie  presence  of 
a  College  Professor  or  other  officer  on 
all  occasions,  and  requiring  him  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  introduction  of  any  such  sub* 
jects,  if  it  should  be  attempted.  But  the 
President,  he  must  say,  added  that  the 
College  CouncQ,  having  examined  with 
great  care  the  charges  made  against  that 
particular  meeting  of  the  Society,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  allegation  that 
seditious  or  treasonable  language  had 
been  used  was  unfounded,  and  was  dis- 
proved by  every  witness  who  appeared 
before  the  Council.  It  was  also  denied 
by  the  chairman,  by  the  secretary,  and 
also  by  the  gentieman  who  read  the 
paper  in  question.  In  respect  to  Belfast, 
it  appeared  that  on  an  occasion  which 
was  also  noticed  in  the  public  Press  a 
lecture  was  delivered  by  a  Mr.  Killean, 
who  was  not  a  member  of  the  College, 
although  for  a  short  time  he  had  been  a 
member,  and  that  lecture  undoubtedly 
violated  that  same  rule  of  the  exclusion 
of  political  and  party  subjects.  But  Dr. 
Henry,  the  President  of  the  College  at 
Belfast,  assured  hJTn  that  great  care 
would  be  taken  that  such  an  occurrence 
should  not  happen  again,  and  promised 
that  measures  would  be  adopted  to  pre- 
vent in  fiitilre  even  outsiders  from  thus 
violating  the  College  rules,  thereby  im- 
pairing the  utility  of  a  valuable  society, 
and  infiicting  an  injury  on  a  body  of 
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loyal  and  exemplary  students.  The  re- 
sult waa  that  violations  of  the  rule 
against  tlieiiita>duetion  of  party  polities 
did  not  recur.  Whether  absolutely 
seditious  and  treasonable  language  was 
used  or  not  was  more  than  doubtfiil; 
and  they  might  hope  that  there  was 
very  tittle,  if  anything,  of  that  kind 
going  so  far  as  that.  But,  at  all  events, 
— and  this  was  the  most  important  point 
— ttiere  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
there  was  no  risk  of  a  future  recur- 
rence of  any  such  proceedings. 


ASSESSED  RATES  {rfamaiiitUii  BILL. 

(Ur.  OMcKin,  Mr.  Stertlarj/  Bruce,  Mr.  John 

Bright.) 

{_ProgreM  2\»t  Jun».'\ 

[mLL   149.]      COMMITTEE, 

BUI  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Constructive  payment  of  the 
rate). 

Mb.  VEENON  HAECOUBT  said,  he 
had  given  notice  of  an  Amendment 
which  raised  a  very  important  question. 
When  this  Bill  was  brought  forward  in 
its  amended  shape  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  had  charge  of  it  said  it  had  two 
aspects — the  first  being  its  economical 
aspect,  and  the  second  being  its  political 
bearing  on  the  franchise.  As  far  as  they 
had  hitherto  gone  they  had  dealt  with 
the  economics  a^>ect  of  the  measure, 
and  had  determined  to  restore  the  sys- 
tem of  compounding  that  was  abolished 
by  the  Beform  Bill  of  1867.  They  had 
resolved  to  retrieve  that  which,  "by  the 
admission  of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
waa  acknowledged  to  have  been  a  great 
economical  blunder  produced  by  the 
political  necessities  of  the  day.  Th^  had 
been  occupied  last  Honday  in  assisting 
at  the  obsequies  of  that  once  famous 
principle — "the  personal  payment  of 
rates."  Besides  the  active  part  taken 
on  the  Liberal  side  in  that  proceeding, 
they  had  bad  the  additional  advantage 
of  the  tacit  consent  of  hon.  and  rignt 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  might  be 
said  to  have  assisted  as  mutes  at  the 
funeral  of  a  personage  who  had  been 
once  so  dear  to  them.  The  result  of 
connecting  the  political  franchise  with 
the  payment  of  parochial  rates  had  been 
that  the  rating   system  could   not  be 

{ilaced  on  a  sound  footing  without  revo- 
utionizing  the  whole  basis  of  the  poli- 
Mr,  Chiehitter  Forttteu* 


tical  franchise,  and  for  this  reason  the 
House  of  Commons  had  restored  the 
system  of  composition.  The  efTect  of  the 
fu«t  three  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  of  the 
new  clause  of  which  notice  had  been 
given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  would, 
unless  fiirther  precautions  were  taken, 
be  to  deprive  the  whole  of  the  opera- 
tive classes  of  the  country  of  the  poli- 
tical franchise.  The  first  two  clausea 
provided  tliat  the  occupier  should  pay 
the  rate  and  re-coup  himself  afterwards 
from  his  landlord,  while  the  3rd  clause 
enacted  that  by  agreement  between  the 
occupier  and  the  owner  the  rate  might 
be  paid  by  the  owner  and  not  by  the 
occupier.  But  the  really  operative  clause 
of  the  Bill  would  be  that  of  which  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  had  given  notice,  for 
it  proposed  to  give  to  the  vestries  a  com- 
pmsoiy  power  to  rate  the  owner  instead 
of  the  occupier,  and  that  clause  would,  if 
the  law  remained  as  it  at  present  stood,  in 
point  of  fact,  produce  the  result  to  which 
ne  had  just  referred.  Indeed,  this  new 
clause  would  sweep  away  Clause  3  alto- 
gether, though,  he  confessed,  he  did  not 
complain  of  this,  because  he  had  always 
I  in  favour  of  compulsion.  But,  in 
)  of  the  fiesolution  of  the  House  of 
dommons  last  Monday  night  not  to  give 
more  than  25  per  cent  as  a  bonus  to  the 
owner,  the  new  clause  proposed  to  give 
him  30  per  cent,  thus  reversing  the 
former  decision  of  the  House.  Now,  if 
a  man  who  was  coerced  by  the  vestry 
was  to  have  30  per  cent,  and  if  he  agreed 
voluntarily  wiui  the  overseers  only  25 
per  cent,  was  it  at  all  likely  that  any  man 
would  come  to  a  voluntary  agreement  P 
The  other  evening  he  had  stated  his  ob- 
jection to  making  the  fato  of  the  occu- 
piers dependent  on  the  discretion  of 
vestries  in  which  the  owners  predomi- 
nated by  their  pluraUty  of  votes. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN,  interposing,  re- 
minded the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that   the  owners  had  no  vote  in  the 


Mb.  VERNON  HAECOURT  said,  he 
was  glad  to  be  corrected  on  such  high 
authority;  but  he  had  always  been  under 
the  impression  that  the  owners  of  house 
property  possessed  a  plurality  of  votea 
--  Uie  parochial  francluse.    In  his  opi- 

ya,  the  position  of  the  occupiers  ought 
to  be  under  the  guardianship  of  Par- 
liament, and  not  left  to  the  discretion  of 
vestries.    Hie  right  hon.  IViend  hoped. 
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wiih  MmBelf,  that  by  these  clauses 
theywould  Bubstantially  effect  the  ratmg 
of  the  owners  inBtead  of  the  occu- 
piers ;  but  the  difference  between  them 
was  the  method  by  which  that  result 
waa  to  be  produced.  Supposing  the  plan 
of  hia  right  hon.  Friend  to  be  successiul, 
the  owner  of  every  house  under  £20 
rateable  value  in  the  metropohs,  and 
under  £8  rateable  value  in  the  country, 
would  be  rated  instead  of  the  occupier, 
and  as  long  as  the  Reform  Acts  of  1832 
and  1867  were  adhered  to,  this  would 
amount  to  a  complete  disfranchisement  of 
every  occupier  of  a  tenement  which  came 
under  the  operation  of  the  clause.  That 
being  so,  let  them  consider  the  roagni- 
tnde  of  the  question.  When  they  were 
dealing  with  the  compound-householder 
below  £6  it  was  estimated  that  it  affected 
480,000  votes ;  but  in  dealing  with  occu- 
piers up  to  £8  in  the  country,  and  £20  in 
the  metrox>olJs,  the  number  affected  would 
not  be  far  short  of  1,000,000.  By  this 
Assessed  Bates  Bill  they  proposed  there- 
ibre  practically  to  determine  the  political 
rights  of  the  working  classes  for  the 
future.  They  might  call  the  Bill  what , 
they  Uked,  but  there  could  be  no  doubt 
it  was  a  new  Eeform  Bill,  necessitated 
by  the  errors  of  the  Bill  of  1867.  Clause 
4  gave  the  title  to  vote,  and  Clause  12 
provided  the  manner  in  which  that  title 
was  to  be  recorded.  Clause  4  proposed 
to  deal  with  two  questionB.  It  stated 
that — 

"  Erer;  parniMit  of  ■  nCa  bf  nieh  ooonpicr, 
BotwithiUnding  the  snionnt  thereof  msj  b«  de- 
duoted  from  hii  rent  u  berain  provided,  iball  be 
regardadupajmoDtoftherate  bf  th«  oooapier ;" 

and  then  they  came  to  the  words  which 
he   proposed  to  alter  by  his  Amend- 

"  Aod  OTerj  p«jniBEt  of  ».  rate  by  the  owner, 
notwithatanding  the  aUovBnoa  of  tha  commiuion 
Diider  thil  Act,  aball  be  deemed  n  pajmeDt  of  the 
full  rale." 

If  there  was  one  principle  to  which  the 
Liberal  party  were  committed  more  than 
any  other,  it  was  that  they  should  not 
seek  tA  establish  the  political  franchise 
upon  the  basis  of  payment  of  rates ; 
hut  in  this  enfranchising  clause  of  this 
Liberal  Beform  Bill,  it  was  proposed  to 
make  the  title  of  the  occupier  depend 
on  the  payment  of  rates  by  the  owner. 
He  quite  admitted  that  so  long  as  the 
owner  paid  the  rate  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  made  provision  that  the  occupier 


should  have  the  franchise ;  but  that  was 
no  more  than  the  law  already  did  for 
him,  when  it  said  that  a  payment  by  the 
owner  on  behalf  of  the  occupier  should 
be  deemed  equivalent  to  a  payment  by 
the  occupier  himself.  There  was,  how- 
ever, a  case  for  which  Clause  4  made  no 
provision.  Let  him  suppose  that  tha 
owner  did  not  pay  the  rates — ^what  would 
happen  ?  The  question  was  one  which 
affected  thousands  and  tens  of  thousanda 
of  votes  throughout  the  country,  for  the 
result  of  the  non-payment  of  the  rate  by 
the  owner  would  be  that  the  occupietr, 
who  was  not  liable  for  its  payment,  would 
be  disfranchised.  But  then  it  might  be 
contended  that  the  owner  would  be  sim- 
ply an  agent  for  the  parish  to  collect 
the  rate,  and  that  the  person  who 
really  owed  it  was  the  occupier.  The 
consequence  would  in  either  case  be 
precisely  the  same.  If  .the  owner  was 
to  be  tjie  agent  for  the  parish  in  the 
collection  of  the  rate,  and  that  he  made 
de&ult,  he  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
payment  of  the  rate  to  him  was  not  to 
be  regarded  as  a  payment  to  the  parish 
BO  iar  as  the  occupier  was  concerned  ? 
Could  anybody  deny  that  when  the  owner 
collected  the  weekly  rent,  which  included 
the  rate,  he  being  appointed  by  the 
vestry  to  collect  the  rate,  the  payment  of 
it  to  him  by  the  occupier  was  not  a  com- 
plete payment  of  the  rate  ?  If  that 
were  so,  ttte  occupier  was,  he  maintained, 
as  fullv  entitled  to  his  vote  as  if  he  had 
paid  tae  money  into  the  hands  of  the 
vestry  itself,  or  into  those  of  the  over- 
seer, and  it  would  be  not  more  absurd  to 
disfranchise  him  because  the  overseer  ran, 
away  with  the  rate,  than  as  in  the  present 
case  to  disfranchise  the  occupier  because 
default  happened  to  be  made  by  the 
owner.  The  occupiers  having  paid  their 
rate  in  their  rent,  ought  not,  he  main- 
tained, to  bo  affected  by  the  default  of  the 
owner,  but  until  that  morning  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  contained  no  sort  of  pro- 
vision for  securing  them  a  vot«.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  ths 
Poor  Law  Board  had  now  admitted  Uiat 
some  protection  was  due  to  occupiers  in. 
the  case  of  default  on  the  part  of  the 
owner.  He  had  given  notice  of  a 
clause  which  provided  that  where  owners 
omitted  to  pay  rates  the  occupiers  nught 
pay  the  same  and  deduct  the  amount 
from  the  rent.  "Was  that  an  effective 
remedy  ?  It  was  an  old  remedy  which, 
had  been  proved  over  ajid  over  again  tOi 
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be  ineffectaal,  and,  in  fact,  inoperatiTe. 
Under  the  Small  TenementB  Act  of  1 850 
every  tiacUity  was  given  to  the  occupiers 


to  get  ujwn  the  register,  by  paying 
"  "  'e  default  iapai 


the 


rate  if  the  owner  made  default  iapajini^ 
it ;  but  no  occupier  did  anything  of  the 
sort,  and  the  whole  of  those  men  were 
disfranchised. '  It  was  offering  these 
people  stone  for  bread.  He  could  not 
help  regretting  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  proposed  a  remedy  for  them  which 
was  known  to  be  practically  inefficient. 
The  scheme  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
much  the  same  as  saying  to  a  man — ' '  Be- 
fore you  drink  a  glass  of  beer  you  shall 
pay  tiie  malt  tax  upon  the  whole  barrel ; 
but  when  you  have  paid  the  malt  tax 
apon  the  whole  barrel,  you  may  deduct 
it  from  the  publican."  That  would 
place  a  working  man  who  wanted  to 
drink  a  glass  of  beer  in  a  considerable 
state  of  embarrassmeat.  An  owner  of 
houses,  for  political  reasofis,  might  not 
choose  to  pay  the  rate,  or  might  become 
bankrupt,  bo  that  the  flitt  of  the  working 
classes  might  be  disfranchised  under  the 
Bill  OS  it  stood.  The  Amendment  which 
he  proposed  would  provide  that  where 
the  owner  made  default  the  occupier 
should  have  Hs  vote  in  the  same  manner 
as  if  the  owner  had  paid  the  rate,  and 
this,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  fair  provision. 
It  would,  perhaps,  be  said — "  The  re- 
sult will  be  to  produce  residential  house- 
hold suf&age  with  reference  to  the  work- 
ing classes."  Ifo  doubt,  and  he  was  in 
favour  of  that  conclusion.  Otherwise 
the  Bill  would  give,  not  household  suf- 
frage dependent  on  the  payment  of  rates, 
but  household  su&^e  dependent  on 
the  solvency  of  landlords,  or  on  their 
choosing  or  not  choosing  to  enfranchise 
their  t«nants.  This  was,  in  fact,  a  new 
Reform  Bill  under  Clause  4.  Ho  did 
not  wish,  from  their  side  of  the  House, 
to  re-enact  the  paymoit  of  rates  at  all  as 
a  condition  of  the  franchise  ;  but,  if  that 
principle  were  adopted,  it  should  be  pay- 
ment of  rates  by  the  person  liable.  The 
clause  as  it  stood  was  wholly  inconsistent 
with  the  pledges  of  those  who  had 
undertaken  to  repeal  the  principle  of  the 
payment  of  rates  as  the  foundation  for 
the  franchise.  So  far  as  this  clause  was 
concerned,  allhe  could  saywas — "  lihtrtui 
animam  truapt,"  and  he  now  left  the 
matter  to  the  candid  consideration  of  the 
House  and  the  Qovemment.  He  moved 
an  Amendment  to  leave  out  in  Clause  4, 
and  in  lines  14  and  IS,  the  words — 

Jfr.   Vtrncn  S^eourt 


"  And  BTai?  pkTmeDt  of  >  nte  bj  th»  ovdm-, 

noCwitbrtMidlDS  tha  >]lo«uio«  of  tha  oommiMiiM 
aoder  this  Aot," 

for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the  words  of 
which  he  had  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  png«3,  line  14,  to  leare  oat  the  vordl "  and 
ever/  piymeot  of  a  rata  bj  tha  owner,  notwilb- 
aUnding  the  alloirance  of  the  oommiaaion  nnder 
thi*  Act."  in  ordar  to  inaert  the  vordi  "uidflTerr 
ooeupier  of  Mf  retMble  hareditamant  in  reipaot 
oF  whioh  bj  agreement  betveen  tha  owner  and 
Iha  oierseeni,  or  otherwiae,  the  owner  ia  made 
liable  to  the  ralo,  or  in  reipeot  of  which,  in  eoa- 
BJderation  of  the  pajroant  b;  the  ooonpier  of  a 
groaa  >om  nndrr  the  name  of  rent,  the  owner, 
with  the  coaaent  of  the  oreraeen,  nndsrtaket  to 
pn;  the  rate,  ahatl  be  entitled  to  all  Municipal 
and  Parliamentarj  ^nohiaet  in  aa  full  a  manner 
aa  if  Bueh  oeonpier  had  been  bimaalf  liable  to  and 
had  pnid  the  rate,  whether  aneh  owner  ahall  b*>« 
made  debnlt  in  the  parment  of  Uw  rate  or  not" 
(^Mr,  VerncH  BareourL) 

Mr.  G08CHEN  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  loomed  Member  for  Oxford  in  think- 
ing this  point  important,  because  if  the 
indictment  just  brought  against  Clause  4 
were  true  great  injustice  would  be  done 
by  it ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  rested  his  indictment  against 
the  Bill  on  both  an  erroneous  assumption 
and  a  misconception  of  the  facts  of  the 
case  and  of  the  present  state  of  the  law. 
The  new  clauses  did  not  amount  to  s 
reversal  of  the  decision  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said  that 
owners  had  a  plurality  of  votes  in  the 
vestry;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  seemed  to  confound  the  vote  in  tlja 
vestry  with  the  vote  in  respect  to  Ghuu^ 
dians  of  the  Poor,  and  it  was  in  the 
latter  case  only  that  plurality  of  votes 
was  allowed.  Ho  {Mr.  Qosohen)  wanted 
to  know  in  what  way,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, the  owners  of  compound  housea 
would  be  represented  P  Not  only  would 
they  be  unre^esented  in  the  vestry,  but 
even  at  the  Board  of  Guardians.  The 
really  important  point  raised  by  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  whether  the  non-payment  of  ratea 
by  the  owner  would  disqualify  the  tenant 
&om  voting.  That  required  to  be  met 
at  once.  He  was  no  more  afraid  of  resi- 
dential Buffittge  than  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  but  he  differed  ftom  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  when  he  described 
the  Bill  as  a  new  Beform  BiU.  He 
treated  the  question,  in  fact,  as  if  the 
Beform  Bill  were  entirely  swept  away, 
and  as  if  the  clause  now  propooed  were 
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SB  en&anoHuiig  Amendmeat.  The  bet 
iras  that  notluDg  more  was  proposed  to 
be  done  thui  to  get  rid  of  an  economical 
grievance,  and  to  take  care,  at  tfae  same 
time,  that  in  effecting'  that  object  thoie 
entitled  to  the  &aacHise  should  not  be 
deprived  of  it.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Fneod  was  for  giving  the  vota  to  the 
oooapier,  when  the  owner  agreed  to  pay 
the  Tatea,  whether  the  rates  were  paid  or 
»ot.  The  natural  consequence  of  this 
would  be  that  those  who  did  not  com- 
pound at  all  should  also  vote  without 
being  eompelted  to  pay  their  rates.  The 
question  involved  in  the  Amendment  wan 
whether,  bj  a  Bill  introduced  to  remedy 
tax  economical  ^evance,  the  rate-paying 
clauses  of  the  Beform  Bill  of  1867,  and 
of  die  Reform  Bill  of  1S32  should  be 
r^raaled.  The  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  do  that  which  they  scarcely 
thought  would  be  consistent  with  good 
foith  to  pro^e  in  tfae  present  sti^  of 
the  proceedings.  If  it  were  tme  that 
the  occupiers  were  liable  to  be  disfran- 
chised under  the  present  clause,  it  would 
then  certainly  be  a  question  whether  the 
Qovemment  should  proceed  with  it,  be- 
cause to  such  difi&anchisement  it  would 
beeonte  neither  a  Liberal  Government 
nor  the  Liberal  par^  to  consent.  But 
what  were  the  facts  f  In  order  to  qualify 
the  occupier  to  be  put  upon  the  register 
on  the  Ist  of  Auffust,  the  rates  previously 
due  on  the  Sth  of  January  must  be  paid ; 
and  if  the  rates  were  not  paid  by  the 
20th  of  June  notice  of  that  fact  was  to 
be  given  to  the  tenant,  who  would  then 
have  all  the  time  &om  the  20th  of  June 
till  the  let  of  Anguet  to  pay  the  rates, 
deducting  them  anerwarda  bvm  the  rent. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  said 
thai  until  that  morning  there  was  no 
proviskm  as  to  how  the  occupier  was  ia 
get  his  veto  in  the  case  of  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rates  by  the  landlord ;  but,  as 
a  Btatter  of  fact,  the  Government  had 
intended  to  adopt  an  Amendment  on  that 
subject,  notice  ra  which  had  been  given 
by  the  htm.  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Dent).  He  knew  of  no  reason 
why,  even  in  case  of  a  bankrupt  owner, 
the  rate  might  not  be  deducted  &om  the 
rent.  He,  therefore,  could  not  agree  in 
the  statement  that  the  precautions  taken 
by  the  Government  to  presorve  the  poli- 
tical franchise  would  be  perfectly  nn^- 
tory.  He  thought  he  had  shown  Om 
Oommittee  that  the  danger  auticipatod 
\pf  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend — ^wtiioh, 
if  real,  would  be  a  very  serioiia  one — 


was  practically  not  likely  to  occur.  The 
tion  really  before  the  Committee 
was  this — was  that  danger  so  great  as 
to  compel  them  at  that  moment  to  re- 
consider thequestion  of  the  fiefbrm  Act 
of  1 867  ?    That  there  were  many  points 

that  Act  which  at  the  proper  lime 
might  require  re-consideration  was  (dear 
to  everyone  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House ;  but  the  Qovemment  must  really 
claim,  on  their  responsibility,  to  choose 
the  time  for  introducing  sudi  alterations 
as  they  thoi^ht  proper.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  felt  that  they  had  been 
remiss  in  their  attention  to  matters 
during  this  Session.  They  had  dealt 
with  as  many  questions  as  they  thought 
could  fairly  be  dealt  with  this  Session. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  intro- 
duced new  issues  which  would  impede 
and  perhaps  imperil  the  Bill  ahogether. 
What  was  now  proposed  was  to  remedy, 
as  far  as  they  could,  those  dangers  and 
inconveniences  that  had  revolted  from 
the  abolition  of  compounding.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  consider  the  matter 
iairly,  and  not  give  a  vote  which  would 
really  impede  the  carrying  of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  GORRANCE  said,  that  aa  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  been  accused  of  sitting 
like  mutes  at  &e  discussion,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  making  a  few  ob- 
servations. He  could  see  nothii^  in 
the  Bill  to  over-ride  the  provisions  of 
Sir  WiUiam  day's  Act';  but  the  result 
of  the  Amendment  under  consideration 
would  virtually  be,  that  every  one  not 
an  owner  would  be  an  occupier;  that 
eveiT  occupier,  under  any  dicomstancea, 
would  become  a  voter ;  and  that  all 
those  should  be  accounted  rate-payers 
who  did  not  pay  any  rates.  That  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment,  against 
which  he  should  be  obbged  to  record  his 
vote.  He  was  ^lad  to  know  that  the 
Government  declined  to  re-open  the  po- 
litical question,  but  would  confine  itself 
for  the  present  to  the  more  limited  part 
of  the  subject. 

Mk.  CiJIDZJSn  said,  that  though, 
like  moat  other  Liberal  Members,  he  was 
pledged  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the 
rating  clauses,  he  was  unable  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Haxcourt),  because  it 
raised  that  important  question  in  an  in- 
cidental and  fragmentary  manner,  and 
proposed  to  confer  the  franchise  on  a 
sm^  claes  of  persons,  and  differently  to 
the  way  in  which  it  was  enjoyed  by  the 
mass  of  the  people.     But  he  should  b9 
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prepared,  at  the  proper  time,  to  support  I  and  not  confined   to   "  some 


any  Motion  for  tlie  abolition  of  the  rate-    only.     It  waa  perfectly  well  understood 

; 1 — .„_  j  that  their  intention  was  to  ask  the  assent 

of  the  House  to  a  measure  which  aimed 
at  remedying  hardships  unforeseen  by 


paymg. 

Me.  HADFIELD  said,  it  was  in  vain 
to  expect  that  the  electors  would  be  satis- 
fied until  the  rate-paying  clauses  of  the 
Befonn  Act  were  done  away  with.  They 
might  as  well  ask  a  man  to  pay  his 
butcher's  bill  before  he  could  vote. 

Me.  E.  TOEEENS  said,  he  thought  no 
portion  of  the  Ministerial  scheme  had 
caused  so  much  disappointment  to  the 
Liberal  pai-tj  as  the  manner  in  which 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had  dealt  with  this  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  this  case  putting 
the  screw  on  the  wrong  man — the  BmaU 
occupier — and  not  being  satisfied  with 
lie  explanation  which  had  been  given, 
be  should  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford. 
Notwithatandiug  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  about  the  notice  to  the 
occupier  from  the  20th  of  June  to  the 
1st  of  August,  the  effect  would  be  that 
the  tenant,  having  paid  the  rates  in  his 
rent,  would  have  to  pay  them  again  in 
order  to  obtain  the  right  to  vote. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  urged  the  import- 
ance of  making  the  Bill  complete  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  introduced. 
Eon.  Members  had  drifted  from  the 
consideration  of  this  simple  purpose  into 
the  discussion  of  the  wider  and  strictly 
political  question  whether  the  rate-pay- 
ing clauses  should  be  abolished.  No 
doubt  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  enter 
upon  this  discussion,  and  so  to  mark  the 
Bill  as  to  make  it  serve  a  strictly  political 
end;  but  he  suggested  that  this  more 
ambitious  coiirse  might  prevent  the  ap- 
plication of  an  immediate  and  complete 
remedy  to  a  serious  practical  grievance. 
Li  order  that  it  might  not  be  supposed 
that  the  Government  had  any  desire  to 
shirk  a  discussion  of  the  rat«-paying 
clauses,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  they 
had  no  choice.  In  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  a  paragraph  was  inserted,  stating 
that— 

"  A  inH'iin  will  be  brought  noder  joat  natiM 
tor  tha  rsli«f  of  >oni«  olaau*  o(  ocoapien  from 
bnrdaliipi  in  respect  of  Rating,  whiob  appear  to 
bo  capable  of  remedy." 

That  was  a  distinct  pledge  as  to  the 
character  and  scope  of  the  measure ;  and 
no  one  who  read  the  paragraph  could 
for  a  moment  suppose  that  it  embraced 
the  repeal  of  tlie  rate-paying  clauses, 
because  the  condition  involved  in  those 
clauses  was  universal  in  its  operation, 
J&.  Candliih 


many,  and  which  had  grown  out  of  the 
operation  of  Uie  Eeform  Act  of  1867. 
If  it  had  been  intended  to  te-open  poli- 
tical questions  connected  with  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people,  it  would  have 
been  their  duty  to  make  an  intJmatioa 
of  a  totally  different  nature  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  As  they  had  not  done 
so,  it  was  necessary  to  limit  themselves 
to  applying  a  practical  remedy  to  a  prac- 
tical grievance,  and  leave  the  discussion 
of  the  general  question  of  the  payment 
of  rates  as  a  condition  of  the  franchise 
to  be  dealt  with  on  another  occasion, 
which  was  hardlj  likely  to  arise  during 
the  present  Session.  They  were  not  by 
the  present  vote  asking  the  House 
to  express  any  opinion,  favourable  or 
otherwise,  on  the  question  of  the  rate- 

Eaying  clauses.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
od  shown  that  the  Bill  would  provide 
an  effective  remedy  for  a  practical  griev- 
ance, and  he  very  much  mistook  the  dis- 
position of  the  House  of  Commons  if, 
in  order  to  attain  a  good  which  was  not 
in  immediate  prospect,  th^  would  put 
in  hazard  the  realizatloD  of  a  practical 
and  important  measure. 

Mr-  VEENON  HAECODET  said, 
that  he  was  unable  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  because  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  had  faUed  to  satisfy 
bini  that  the  Bill  really  accomplished 
the  object  aimed  at  in  hie  Amendment. 
Supposing  the  case  of  a  weekly  tenant 
who  had  paid  the  rate  to  his  landlord ; 
the  landlord  became  bankrupt,  say  on 
the  24th  of  June,  or  failed  to  pay  over 
the  amount  to  the  overseer ;  the  result 
would  he  that  the  name  of  the  tenant 
would  be  struck  off  the  register,  unless 
he  was  willing  to  pay  a  second  time  ths 
rate  that  he  had  already  paid  once.  He 
would  not  be  deterred  from  dividing 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  it  would  be  necessary,  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried,  to  dojustice 
to  all  classes  of  rate-payeis.  He  was 
prepared  for  that. 

Me.  GOSCKEN  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  declared  that  he 
would  not  divide  if  he  should  receive 
an  assurance  that  the  occupier  would 
not  have  to  pay  the  rate  out  of  hia 
own  pocket.    Tlut  aesorance  he  would 
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give  his  tion.  and  learned  Friend,  there- 
fore he  felt  sure  no  diriBioii  would  take 
place.  The  occupier  would  not  have  to 
pay  the  rate  out  of  his  own  pocket,  for 
he  would  pay  it  out  of  the  rent.  There 
would  be  four  or  five  weeks  to  deduct 


that  was  afterwards  construed  to  mean 
that  the  landlord  might  be  the  agent  of 
the  occupier,  and  practically  the  rates 
were  paid  to  a  very  large  extent  by  the 
landlord  for  the  occupier.  That  in- 
creased the  firanchise  to  a  very  consider' 


the  rate,  and  there  was  no  case  where !  able  extent.     To  that,  however,  he  did 


the  quarterly  rate  would  exceed  four 
weeks'  rent.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  Amendment  ought  not  to  be  pressed 
after  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated,  and  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  be  called  upon  now  to 
divide  upon  the  question  of  the  rate-pay- 
ing clauses  of  the  Beform  Act. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  'and 
every  payment  of  a  rate  by  the  owner ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  291 ; 
Noes  42 :  Majority  249. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  jnoted,  in  page  2, 
line  14,  to  leave  out  after  "owner"  to 
"  shall,"  in  line  15,  and  insert — 

■•Whether  ha  in  htmsetf  ritted  initend  of  the 
occupier,  or  hoa  Bereed  with  (ha  occupier  or  with 
the  oTerieeri  to  pay  >uch  rate,  nnd  notwithitond- 
ing  nnynllowinaD  or  deduction  which  the  OTsnaari 
arc  ein  powered  to  make  from  the  rate." 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  whether  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  expedient  to  debar  small  occupiers 
whose  rates  were  compounded  for  from 
voting  at  the  election  of  guardians  or 
parish  officers.  Such  occupiers,  not 
paying  the  rate  themselves,  might  be 
under  a  great  temptation  to  vote  lor  an; 
guardian  who,  for  example,  would  sup- 
port the  absence  of  any  labour  test  or 
the  indiscriminate  grant  of  out-door 
relief 

Mn.  OOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  it 
was  not  desirable  altogether  to  disqualify 
■mall  occupiers  whose  rates  were  com- 
pounded for  from  voting  for  guardians 
of  the  poor.  On  a  future  occasion,  how- 
ever, it  might  be  important  to  consider 
whether  the  owners  should  not  be  placed 
in  a  different  position  in  respect  to 
Boards  of  Guardians. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

8ra  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH, 
in  moving  the  addition  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  of  the  proviso  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  said  the  Reform  Act  of 
1667  had  originally  proposed  to  base  the 
franchise  on  the  personal  payment  of  rates 
by  the  occupier.  There  was,  however,  a 
ehose  in  that  Act  which  enabled  rates  to 


not  object.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  wished  by  that  clause  to 
preserve  the  political  rights  of  all  oc- 
cupiers enfranchised  by  the  Beform  Act 
of  1867,  while,  at  the  same  time,  secur- 
ing to  them  the  economical  advantages 
of  this  Bill.  The  clause,  however,  would 
not  only  preserve  for  the  occupiers  en- 
franchised by  the  Eeform  Act  of  1867 
the  franchise  which  they  already  held, 
but  would  operate  in  many  boroughs  aa 
a  large  measure  of  further  enfranchise- 
ment It  had  been  repeatedly  stated 
that  the  grievance  to  be  remedied  was 
this — Many  small  occupiers  were  unable 
to  pay  their  rates  directly  to  the  overseer, 
and  were  either  excused  from  payment ; 
or,  after  the  process  of  summons,  had 
distress  warrante  executed  against  them, 
thereby  forcing  them  into  pauperism. 
If  those  occupiers  were  excused  from 
payment  or  were  compelled  to  receive 

iiarish  relief,  they  would,  in  either  case, 
ose  their  votes  under  the  existing  law. 
But  the  efTect  of  this  Bill  in  enfranchis- 
ing the  small  occupiers  would  be  pro- 
portionate to  the  amount  of  distress 
which  had  existed  in  certiain  boroughs. 
In  boroughs  like  Birmingham  or  Hack- 
ney, where  large  numbers  of  persoM 
had  been  excused  from  tlie  payment  of 
rates,  or  driven  info  pauperism  by  being 
compelled  to  pay,  this  measure  would 
produce  a  great  efTect,  because  all  such 
persons  would  become  voters  under  this 
Bill;  and,  therefore,  the  House  ought 
to  consider  whether  some  limit  ought 
not  to  be  put  on  the  proposed  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise.  Who  were  the 
persons  on  whom  the  franchise  would 
thus  be  bestowed?  They  were  per- 
sons not  removed  in  reality  from  the 
pauper  class ;  for  he  held  that  persona 
who  were  excused  from  the  payment  of 
rates  were  practically  in  receipt  of  paro- 
chial rehef.  Another  qualification  of 
the  franchise — namely,  reaidence — was 
also  interfered  with  by  this  Bill.  The 
Beform  Act  of  1867  provided  that  the 
residence  should  be  for  a  year,  and 
further  that  reddence  in  different  houses 
in  immediate  succession  in  the  same 
borough  should  be  equivalent  to  a  eon- 


be  paid  by  the  agent  of  the  occupier;  and  tinuoos  residence  for  twelve  months  in 
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one  dweUing-houBB.  This  proviso,  whidi 
]iad  cosfiiderabk  connection  with  rating, 
vas  neoesear;  to  meet  the  ease  of  work- 
men who  were  compelled  to  chanoo 
their  residenco  in  order  to  be  near  t£e 
place  of  their  employment ;  but  he  de- 
sired to  point  out  that,  under  the  present 
Bill,  it  would  be  poesible,  in  a  town  where 
all  the  low  class  property  was  com- 
pounded for  by  the  undlorde,  for  a  nuoi 
to  occupy  several  of  such  houses  during 
a  year,  each  for  a  month  or  two  at  a 
time,  and  to  obtain  a  vote  in  respect  of 
such  residence,  although  he  would  have 
paid  no  rates,  and  might  not  have  pud 
more  tlian  a  very  email  amount  of  rent 
to  any  of  his  landlords.  This  waa  surely 
a  class  of  persons  who  ought  not  to  be 
placed  on  the  Parliamentary  register, 
and  he  b^^;ed,  therefore,  to  move  to  add 
to  the  cWae  the  following  words : — 

"  Provided,  That  no  ooeapation  of  any  tene- 
Oflnt  vith  napeot  to  whioh  tha  ownsr  (bill  luTS 
made  luoh  igresm^nt  vitb  the  oierseera  aj  ii 
f  rovided  for  under  the  third  section  of  this  Act . 
■ball  bs  taken  into  nooonnt  in  nnkoning  the 
period  of  oooDpation  of  diffenmt  prepumla  im- 
mediate raooeasion  Deoeiwry  for  tbs  purpose  of 
anj  aucli  qaaliScation  or  franchise,  unless  tba 
eocapatioa  of  such  tenement  shall  hnre  been  con- 
tiaooni  fors  pniod  of  not  less  that  >ii  maotbi." 

OoLOHiL  BAETTELOT  said,  he  hoped 
{he  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  would  agree  to 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  be- 
cause he  wa«  strongly  of  opinion  that 
some  restriction  ought  to  be  placed  upon 
this  class  of  people.  It  might,  however, 
be  desirable  to  nx  the  limit  at  three,  in- 
stead of  six  months.  If  a  man  did  not 
pay  either  his  rent  or  his  rates  for  three 
months,  no  one  could  pretend  that  he 
had  fairly  entitled  himself  to  the  fran- 
chise. It  might  be  urged  that  many 
people  had  to  move  about  &om  one 
house  to  another  in  order  to  bo  near 
their  work ;  but  he  thooght  that,  gene- 
rally speaking,  a  man  who  took  a  bouae 
for  less  than  six  months  could  hardly  be 
what  he  should  call  respectable. 

Loao  HENLEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, which  proposed  that  residences 
ef  less  than  six  mouths  should  not  be 
counted  in  making  up  the  year  which 
was  necessary  for  eniranchisement.  In 
canvassing  a  large  town  he  had  found 
that  some  of  the  most  respectable  work- 
ing men  were  in  the  habit  of  moving 
about  in  order  to  be  near  their  work. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  he  hoped  the 
hoo.  Baronet  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
Sir  Miehatt  Sieh-SMh 


tion,  not  tmlyon  account  of  the  exoeD«it 
reasons  given  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Henley),  but  also  because  the  proposed 
clause  was  open  to  the  same  objection 
that  was  applied  to  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxford  (Mr.  Harcourt).  If  this  had 
been  a  new  Beform  Bill  the  htm.  Ba- 
ronet might  very  properly,  from  a  Con- 
servative point  of  view,  have  raised  the 
present  issue ;  but,  aa  the  Goremmuit 
bad  endeavoured  to  keep  the  political 
element  out  of  the  BiU,  he  trusted  thai 
no  extraneous  matter  would  be  intro- 
duced into  it  in  the  shape  of  disfranchise- 
ment, or  the  establi^mient  of  a  new 
qualification. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  icitMraten. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (liabili^  of  owner  under 
agreement). 

Mb.  TERNON  HAHCOUBT  said, 
that  he  had  prepared  a  plan  whereby 
existing  bardsMps  on  smalTtenaats  oould 
be  avoided.  That  plan  was  that,  in- 
stead of  distraining  on  a  tenant  as  at 


present,  the  rent  shonld  for  a  given  tims 
be  paid  over  to  the  pariah  authorities, 
the  landlord.    In  that  way 


he  thought  the  obj  eot  of  the  clause  could 
be  secured,  without  undue  injury  ia  the 
occupiers.  He  was,  however,  glad  to 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Qontieman  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  that  would 
meet  the  point.  He  was  ready  to  waive 
his  plan  for  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.      

Mb.  CAWLEY  said,  that  the  words 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa 
about  to  introduce  completely  protected 
the  occupier;  but  he  thought  ttmt  power 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  overseers  to 
attach  the  rents  of  a  Uock  of  houses,  and 
not  merely  of  one  house,  when  the  mtea 
were  unpaid. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  claTue  as 
originally  worded  waa  taken  from  the 
Small  Tenements  Act ;  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  suggestions  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford,  Amendments  had  been  framed 
which  be  hoped  would  prevent  any  hard- 
ship to  the  poorer  class  of  ocou|aerB. 
But  to  attach  the  r«ita  of  one  house  for 
the  rates  due  upon  another  house  would 
be  to  introduce  an  entirely  new  jHincaple, 
and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Membw  would 
not  press  his  Amendment. 
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"ilL^  OAWLET  Baid,  that  an  agree- 
ment vaa  often  made  hj  a  landlotd  in 
reapeot,  say,  of  the  rates  of  twenty 
bouaes,  for  whidi  he  woa  allowed  a  dis- 
count. His  san;estion  was  merely  that 
the  rents  of  those  houses   should  he 

t'ointly  liable  for  the  rates  which 
le  jointly  paid,  and  that  vhen  the  time 
ior  payment  came  the  collector  should 
not  soffra  loss  by  those  that  were  unoccu- 
pied. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  {Becovery  of  rates  unpaid 
-" er). 


n  line  SO,  after 


by  the  owner] 

ME.GOSCHEN; 
"  owner,"  insert — 

"  Sabjnt  (o  tba  following  proTiuoni : — I.  ThAt 
no  luoh  diitran  iIibII  be  Isried  nnlsn  th«  rats 
Yaa  been  demanded  in  writing  bf  th«  OTenecra 
from  the  ooenpier.  and  the  ocoapier  hu  &iled  to 
pif  tha  Hma  witliio  faarteea  dajg  after  the  Hr- 
rioii  of  laah  demand  ;  3.  That  no  gn*tar  inm 
ihall  be  railed  bj  eaeli  diitreie  than  ihall  at  the 
time  of  making  ihe  eame  be  aatually  doa  from 
the  occnpier  for  rant  of  ^pramitet  ODWhioh  the 
diatreu  ii  made." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  dent  moved,  in  page  2,  at  end, 
add — 

"  Provided  alwafg,  Th>t  anj  tooh  ooenpiar  ihall 
be  entitled  to  deduct  the  amount  of  ratei  for 
which  >uch  distraint  Ii  made,  and  the  expense  of 
dlitnint,  from  the  rent  dae  or  acoming  dne  lo 
the  owner,  and  everr  looh  pajment  iholl  be  a 
valid  diecharge  of  IIm  not  l«  the  extent  of  the 
rate  and  expeniee  paid." 

Araendm^it  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  9,  inclusiTe,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Frorisiou  for  suoceasive 
occupiers  and  for  occupiers  coming  into 
unoccupied  hereditaments). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sathbonx,  an 
Amendment  was  introduced  to  the  effect 
tiiat  an  out-going  occupier  should  rranain 
liable  for  so  much  and  no  more  of  the 
rate  as  was  proportionate  to  the  time  of 
his  occupation  witbin  the  period  for  which 
the  rate  was  made. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11  and  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Interpretation  clause). 

Mb.  DIXON  utoved,  in  line  fi,  leave 
out  "who  shall  not  be  usually  resident 
within  the  parish  in  which  the  heredita- 
ment shall  be  situated,"  and  insert  "for 
whom  he  is  acting  as  agent." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clause  agreed  to. 


Ma.  QOSCHEN  proposed  a  new  dauee 
(Vestries  may  order  the  owner  to  be 
rated  instead  of  the  occupier),  in  redemp- 
tion of  his  pledge  that  he  would  give 
the  vestries  power  to  rate  the  owners 
compulsorily,  and  thanked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  WftlsaU  (Mr.  0.  Forster)  for  his 
exertions  on  this  question.  The  owners 
were  to  receive  15  per  cent  for  being  com- 
pulsorily  rated  instead  of  the  occupier; 
and  if  lien  they  chose  to  compound  for 
the  empty  houses,  another  allowance  of 
15  per  cent  would  be  made  to  them. 

Mr.  CHAELES  F0E8TEE  said,  the 
clause  ^ave  effect  to  bis  suggestions  on 
this  subject,  and  on  his  own  behalf  and 
that  of  several  other  representatives  of 
boroughs  he  expressed  his  obligations  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  for  having  carried 
it  out.  At  the  same  time  he  felt  Uiat 
this  was  only  a  temporary  measure,  and 
would  avail  himself  of  any  future  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  rid  of  the  payment  of 
rates  as  a  condition  of  the  fi^nchise. 

Mb.  VERNON  HAECOUET  asked 
what  was  to  be  the  inducement  to  own- 
ers to  agree  to  compound  under  Clause  3 
with  an  allowance  of  25  per  cent,  whereas, 
if  they  held  on,  under  this  new  clause, 
they  would  get  30  per  cent? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  were  many 
places  where  the  vestries  would  not  act 
at  all  under  the  powers  now  given  to 
them  by  this  clause ;  while  Clause  3  was 
optionu  both  with  owners  and  orer- 

ers. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ob- 
jected to  the  allowance  of  30  per  cent 
m  faoe  of  the  decision  of  the  Commit- 
tee that  25  was  sufficient;  and  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  with  the  al- 
lowance of  30  per  cent  under  the  Valu- 
ation of  Property  Act,  it  would  in 
reality  make  50  per  cent.  If  he  had  the 
slightest  hope  of^suocess,  he  would  move 
that  the  allowance  to  tha  owners  for 

Lpulsory  rating  should  be  10  per  cent 

instead  of  15,  so  as  to  reduce  the  total 
allowance  under  this  Bill  to  26  per  cent, 
the  original  proposal  of  the  Qovemment. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  tliat  the  20  per 
cent  under  the  Valuation  of  Property 
Act  was  merely  legalizing  the  practioe 
which  now  existed,  of  considering  that 
the  value  of  a  tenement  let  at  a  certain 
by  the  week  was  less  thai^the  value 
of  a  tenement  lei  at  the  same  sum  by 
the  year.         

M&.  CHADWICE  remarked  that  they 
allowed  the  oompodtioQ  to  be  made  in 
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the  metropolitan  parishes  up  to  £20, 
and  askea  why  they  should  limit  it  in 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and 
such  towns  to  £8  ?  He  was  quite  sure 
that  if  this  provision  wore  adhered  tc 
it  would  create  a  sense  of  injustice  in 
the  minds  of  persons  in  the  country. 
He  suggested  that  the  Teatries  should 
be  allowed  to  decide  whether  the  com- 
pounding ou^tnotto  exteuduptofld. 

Mr.  COLUNS  supported  the  Com- 
mittee's limitation,  and  said,  that  to  give 
such  power  to  the  vestries  would  be  to  in- 
troduce all  the  old  evils  and  difficulties 
which  existed  under  the  local  acta,  by 
which,  in  some  cases,  deductions  of  66^ 
per  cent  were  made. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  the  observations  of  the  hon, 
Member(Mr.  Collins).  In  the  speech  made 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  this  point,  he  distinctly  stated  that 
where  the  line  should  be  drawn  was  a 
matter  on  which  the  (Sovemment  would 
be  willing  to  act  in  accord  with  the 
general  sense  of  the  Committee,  and  they 
thooght  that  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  decisive  upon  the  point. 
It  would  not  be  expedient  to  give  power 
to  the  vestries  to  make  any  change,  be- 
cause it  would  give  rise  to  a  suspicion  of 
jobbery,  though  he  would  admit  that 
it  would  not  necessarily  lead  to  jobbery. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  adhere  to  the  £8  prin- 
ciple in  the  provinces. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Goschek,  a  new 
clause  was  added — 

{EvLdence  of  making  and  publication  of  raUi.) 

"  Tha  produetion  of  tha  book  purporting  to 
oontnin  a  poor  rote,  wilh  tha  aUowaaoa  of  thi 
rnte  bj  the  jaitieei  ahal],  if  the  rote  ii  mndo  In 
ths  form  preieribed  bf  !■«,  be  primi  faoie  eri- 
denoe  of  the  due  making  and  pabliMtion  of  aneb 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  then  vmed  a  new 


{Pen. 


m)  Bin. 


(Notice  to  occupiera  of  ralea  in  arrear.) 
"  Seation  twentj-eight  of 'The  Repreaentation  of 
the  People  Act,  1B3T,'  with  reapcct  to  notice  to  be 
giiCD  of  rate!  in  nrrear,  (hall  apply  to  oocupiera 
of  premisea  capable  of  coafcrring  the  parlianien- 
tarx  franchitc,  altbough  the  Ownen  of  luch  pre- 
miies  halo  bectme  liable  for  the  rale*  aueiied 
tbereon  under  the  proiisiona  of  thia  Act." 

Mr.  VERNON  HAECOURT  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  give  a 
little  more  time.  Notice  was  to  be  given 
on  the  20th  of  June,  and  that  was  the 

Mr.  Chadicick 


ordinary  notice,  no  doubt;  bat  aa  Uie 
lists  were  made  up  on  the  Slst  of  Ju^, 
only  five  weeks  were  left  to  enable  the 
occupier,  who  had  already  paid  his  rates 
to  the  owner,  to  find  the  ™oney  to  pay 
them  ^;ain  t«  the  overseer.  The  rate 
being  Vtie  January  rat«,  notice  might 
very  well  be  given  in  March  or  ApriL 

Mr.  GOSCTEN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  productive  of  much  conmsion 
if  they  fixed  one  day  for  the  owner  and 
another  for  the  occupier.  He  would 
consider  the  matter,  and  if  it  could  be 
easily  done  would  cheerfully  accede  to 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  thought  more  haim 
than  good  would  result  from  introducing 
a  new  time  of  notice  to  the  occupier. 

Dr.  brewer  said,  he  did  not  con- 
sider any  longer  notice  necessary,  as  ona 
week's  rent  would  be  sufficient  to  pay 
the  rates  due,  which  could  be  deducted 
from  the  five  weeks'  rent  a 


Gioasa  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  proposed  a  new 
clause  after  Clause  9  (One  justice  may 
act  in  certain  oases). 

Mb.  COLLINS  objected  to  the  clanse. 
It  would  place  the  borough  and  coun^ 
ma^trates  in  a  different  position  ;  and 
besides  that,  it  would  give  justices,  in 
these  particulBr  instances,  powers  which 
they  Old  not  possess  under  the  general 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  afraid 

I  could  not  accept  the  clause,  which 
gave  yery  extensive  powers;  among 
others,  that  of  committing  a  man  to  pri- 
which  it  was  very  undesirable  to 
^ve  to  one  justice. 

Clause  negatived. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported :  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  b« 
printed.     [Bill  178.] 

CIVIL  OFFICES  (PENSI0N8)  BILL. 

(Mr.  Dadion,  Mr.  OladHone,  Mr.  ChanetSor  af 

the  Exchtquer.) 

[bill  133.]    coirsmERATion. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

A   Clause  (Pensions  under  this  Act 

ayable  quarterly  out  of  Consolidated 

'und,)  —  {Mr.    Gladetone,) — brought  wp, 

and  read  the  first  and  sacood   time; 

amended,  and  added. 
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Mb.  FAWGETT  moved  the  inseiiioii 
of  a  clause,  that — 

■'  Nans  of  th»  proTitioni  of  thii  Aot  ihall  oppl; 
to  tha  tenara  of  tho  offices  of  Cbancellor  of  ttas 
Doohj  of  LftDoister  lud  Lord  Priv;  SbuI." 
He  said  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to 
preveiit  the  holders  of  einecure  Offices 
from  receiving  pensioiis  mider  this  Bill ; 
and  even  &om  the  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister  he  thought  he  should  be  able 
to  show  that  the  two  Offices  named  ought 
to  be  excluded  from  the  privilege  of  pea- 
Kona.  He  objected  to  the  whole  Bill, 
believing  that  it  was  viciouH  in  principle 
and  fragmentary,  and  that  it  met  want 
in  a  very  bad  way,  and  thinking  that  if 
people  were  to  have  pensions  for  holding 
political  Offices,  they  ought  not  to  obtain 
^eta.  in  the  manner  provided  and  under 
the  conditions  imposed  by  the  Bill. 
What  it  did  was  to  give  a  man  a  right 
to  a  pension  under  certain  conditions, 
which  were  extremely  objectionable ; 
and  it  robbed  these  pensions  of  their 
great  recommendation,  because  it  gave 
no  security  that  a  poor  man  who  really 
wanted  and  deserved  a  pension  should 
be  able  to  obtain  one,  for  it  limited  the 
pensions  to  one  a  year,  to  be  given  at 
die  option  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
chief  arguments  advanced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  introduced 
the  Bill,  were  that  they  were  about  to 
amend  an  Act  which  was  passedin  1835, 
and  that  there  was  not  to  be  found  in 
the  history  of  Parliament  one  so  good, 
so  economical,  so  wise  as  that  of  1835. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  also 
to  assume  that,  because  that  Parliament 
passed  that  Act,  this  Parliament  could 
not  do  wrong  in  following  its  example. 
They  would,  however,  find  that  this 
^ood,  economical,  and  wise  Parliament 
m  1 635  excluded  the  offices  of  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  Lord 
Privy  Seal  &om  all  claims  to  pensions, 
because  they  were  sinecure  Offices,  and 
the  holders  ought  not  to  be  entitled  to 
pensions.  Then  the  defence  of  these 
Offices  was  that  they  were  held  by  men 
who  could  not  do  much  administrative 
work  for  the  sake  of  the  value  of  their  ad- 
vice. That  was  all  very  good  in  theory ; 
but  how  was  it  carried  out  in  practice  ? 
The  Offices  were  now  held  by  Lord 
DofCerin  and  the  Earl  of  Kimberloy,  two 
of  the  youngest  men  in  the  Administra- 
tion, who  were  perhaps  as  capable  as 
any  in  the  Qoveniment  of  doing  adminis- 
trative work,  and  who  were,  it  might  be 
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supposed,  anxious  to  have  it.  Vor  was 
this  an  exceptional  case,  for  the  Chancel- 
lorship of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  in  the 
last  Liberal  Administration  was  held  by 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
(Mr.  Goschen),  one  of  the  youngest  and 
most  active  Members  of  it,  and  the  Office 
of  Iiord  Privy  Seal  in  the  same  Govern- 
ment was  held  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
who  was  by  no  means  a  worn-out  man. 
Therefore  the  plea  of  these  Offices  being 
required  to  provide  places  for  men  who 
could  not  undertake  odminifitrative  work 
or  departmental  labour  absolutely  fell 
to  the  ground.  The  second  objection  to 
the  BiU  was,  that  as  the  stipend  paid  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter was  paid  by  the  Queen,  it  was  intro- 
ducing a  new  and  a  bad  principle,  as 
stated  on  a  former  occa^on  by  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  pension 
a  man  from  one  source  of  revenue  when 
his  stipend  was  provided  from  another, 
but  that  the  pension  ought  to  be  mid 
from  the  revenues  of  the  Queen.  The 
Prime  Minister  on  that  occasion  said  it 
would  be  interfering  with  the  Preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  and  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  have  the  point  raised.  As  to  the 
Office  of  Privy  Seal,  a  Select  Committee, 
of  which  the  present  Earl  Russell  was 
Chairman,  and  of  which  Mr.  Cobden, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Bright),  Sir  William  Molesworth, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  0:d'ordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  were 
Members,  had  reported,  in  1850,  that 
the  Office  was  a  sinecure  and  ought  to 
be  abolished ;  but  that  recommendation 
had  received  no  attention,  and,  so  far 
fr«m  abohshing  the  Office,  we  were,  for 
the  first  time,  about  to  confer  upon  it  the 
privilege  of  a  pension.  The  pensions 
might  involve  but  a  small  amount ;  but 
a  great  principle  was  involved  in  the 
Bin.  The  Government  had  resolved  to 
carry  out  economy  and  retrenchment, 
but  we  could  not  do  that  unless  our  eco- 
nomy and  retrenchment  were  strictly  im- 
partial and  just.  If  a  discharged  dock- 
yard labourer  cametoaMemberandsaid 
— "  It  is  extremely  hard  that  I,  who  have 
been  in  the  service  of  the  Government 
so  many  years,  should  be  thrown  out 
of  it  when  labour  is  abundant,  and  that 
I  should  not  have  the  means  of  main- 
taining myself  and  family;"  the  reply 
would  be — "The  interests  of  economy 
absolutely  demand  that  not  a  single 
person  should  be  employed  by  the  Go- 
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venunent  if  the  eervioee  of  that  pereon 
can  poadbly  be  dispensed  with.  If 
the  vorkmaii  rejeined — "  While  jow  are 
discharging-  me  yoa  are  inoreasiug  the 
number  and  area  of  the  penatona  vhich 
you  are  Kiriiig  to  Members  of  your  own 
body;"  &e  Member  could  only  say — "It 
is  impossible  Ibr  me  to  reply  to  your 
objections;  if  yon  wish  for  an  answer 
you  must  go  to  the  economists  on  the 
Treasuiy  Itonch."  He  should  certainly 
ask  the  House  to  express  an  opinion  on 
the  clause,  which  he  concluded  by 
moving. 

Mb.  monk  seconded  the  Motion. 

Clause  (Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  &c.,)—{Mr.  Fawettt,) — brought 
tip,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  think  him  disre- 
spectfiil  when  he  pointed  out  to  him  that 
no  portion  of  his  speech  applied  to  the 
proposal  he  had  made.  Hishon.  Friend's 
speech  was  divisible  into  two  parts.  He 
objected  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
added  that  the  Oovemment  were  increas- 
ing the  nnmber  of  pensions,  and  that 
they  were  giving  them  to  persons  of 
their  own  class.  That  was  not  the  case. 
His  hon.  Friend's  speech  was,  in  fact, 
full  of  inaecurato  references.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  praised  the  Parliament  of  1835  for 
passmg  the  Pensions  Act.  Now  it  was 
not  passed  at  that  time,  and  he  never 
praised  the  Parliament  of  183S.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  also  said  that  he  ob- 
jected to  the  arrangement  proposed  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
about  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  because  it 
interfered  with  the  Prerogatives  of  the 
Grown,  but  the  fact  was  he  made  no 
such  objection ;  it  did  not  interfere  in 
the  ali^test  degree  with  the  Prerogative 
of  the  Crown.  He  must  enter  a  general 
protest  against  being  bound  by  the  re- 
citals the  hon.  Member  had  made. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  eKplain©*!-  He  might 
have  misqaoted  the  date  of  the  Act.  It 
was  either  1833  or  1835. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  never 
mentioned  the  Parliament  at  all,  and  it 
was  most  important  that  the  error  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  present  Government 
were  increasing  the  number  of  pensions, 
should  not  go  forth  without  correction  ; 
because  the  fact  was  that  the  Bill  di- 
minished instead  of  increased  the  nnm- 
ber of  pensions,  equalized  the  applioa- 

Mr.  FoKcat 
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tion  of  the  principle  of  law,  and  im- 
posed restrictions  and  greater  reeponsi- 
bilitiea  in  granting  them.  He  did  not 
at  all  mean  to  say  that  the  existence  of 
these  Offices  was  not  a  fair  subject  of  dis- 
cussion by  the  House ;  but  the  balance 
of  argument  preponderated  in  Me  mind 
in  favour  of  their  maintenance.  He 
would,  however,  not  say  much  in  favour 
of  their  maintenance  then,  beoause  it 
waa  irrelevant ;  but  he  would  be  ready 
to  discuss  it  on  another  occasion.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment defended  the  maintenance  of  these 
Offices  in  order  that  they  might  be  held 
by  persons  who  were  not  etroi^  enough 
for  administrative  duty.  He  defended 
them  on  totally  different  grounds.  His 
hon.  Friend  said  that  Uie  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal  was  held  in  the  last  Govern- 
ment by  the  Duke  of  Aivyll.  That  was 
quite  true;  and  while  me  noble  Duke 
held  it  he  applied  himself  to  the  study  of 
the  affairs  of  India,  and  conducted  the 
whole  busineBs  of  India  in  the  House  of 
Lords  in  the  face  of  great  authorities  on 
Indian  matters,  and  the  knowledge  that 
he  acquired  at  that  time  enabled  nim  to 
carry  out  all  the  great  transactions  con- 
nected with  the  change  in  the  manage-. 
ment.  He  mentioned  that  to  show  that 
it  was  not  a  mere  pretence,  but  that 
there  was  a  reality  in  the  allegation  that 
the  holders  of  these  Offices,  having  re- 
gard to  the  dual  character  of  our  Legis- 
lature, and  the  due  representation  of  the 
Government  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, had  constantly  to  perform  most 
valuable  public  duties.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Secretary  for  War 
held  the  Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  under  the  Government  ot 
Lord  Palmerston,  and  at  that  time  he 
had  applied  to  him  he  beheved  more 
than  once,  but  certainly  on  one  most  im- 
portant occasion,  when  he  found  that  it 
was  impossible  for  himself  or  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  undertake  the 
task,  to  conduct  the  inquiry  with  re- 
spect to  the  most  difficult  and  complicated 
questions  connected  with  the  adjustment 
of  the  sugar  duties.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  undertook  the  conduct  of  the  in- 
quiry, and  brought  that  long  contro- 
verted matter  to  a  terminatios,  which 
was  regarded  as  perfectly  satisfiKtory, 
on  the  whole,  to  all  the  parties  conoemed. 
These  were  not  by  any  means  the  only 
a^^nments  he  coiud  adduce  in  justifica- 
tion of  his  poution ;  the;  were  only  m- 
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stancefi  whiob  he  Iiad  duwen  in  order 
iiiat  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
inigbt  not  remain  wholly  unnoticed.  But 
that  yn&  not  the  question  then  before 
them.  If  the  House  should  at  any  time 
think  that  the  political  staff  of  the  Ad- 
ministration ought  to  be  reduced  in 
nmnbero,  and  that  those  Offices  ought  to 
disappear,  let  them  disappear.  He,  for 
<me,  did  not  think  that  it  would  be  the 
death  of  the  Constitution  if  thev  did. 
Bat  it  a|^>eared  to  him  to  be  whoUy  un- 
necessary to  mix  up  with  that  question 
any  eentunental  almaioit  to  the  condition 
of  the  dockyard  labourers ;  and  he  should 
say,  with  great  respect  fbr  hia  hon. 
Friend,  that  it  wae  hardly  worthy  of  him 
to  introduce  upon  the  present  occasion 
any  such  inridioUB  topic.  The  question 
was  if  they  were  to  maintain  a  law  of 
political  pensions  in  their  statute  book, 
what  was  to  be  the  ground  of  that  law  ? 
That  ground,  as  it  had  hitherto  been 
reoc^nized,  was  that  persons  who  had 
held  high  Offices  in  the  State  might  be 
without  private  means,  although  they  had 
shown  great  capacity  in  the  pubhc  ser- 
vice, and  that  after  they  had  held  those 
Offices  it  would  not  be  for  the  credit 
and  therefore  not  for  the  advantage  of 
the  country,  that  they  should  be  left  in  a 
state  approaching  to  destitution.  That 
was  the  ai^ument  on  which  the  present 
law  stood,  and  if  his  hon.  Friena  disap- 
prored  of  that  law  let  him  propose  its 
repeal.  The  Qovemment  were  then  only 
endeavouring  to  improve  the  existing 
law,  and  to  make  it  more  consistent  in 
its  application.  The  argument  of  the 
rfiscrecut  which  would  fae  reflected  upon 
the  country  by  the  need  and  penury  of 
persons  who  had  held  high  pubhc  Offices 
was  just  as  applicable  to  the  Offices  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
and  Lord  Privy  Seal  as  to  any  other 
Offices  in  the  State.  If  they  disapproved 
of  those  Offices  let  them  abohsh  them, 
and  then  the  pensions  that  attached  to 
them  would,  of  course,  also  be  abolished. 
What  he  contended  was,  that  as  long  as 
those  Offices  existed  their  holders  ought 
not  to  be  excluded  from  the  rieht  to  a 

Snraon.  That  was  the  jooint  which  was 
en  really  at  issue,  and  it  was  one  upon 
whidi  he  thought  the  House  was  com- 
petent at  onoe  ta  decide. 

Ua.    WHITE    said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  informed  the  ]£use  that 


for  the  first  time  to  certain  Offices  by  a 
reference  to  the  Parliament  of  1834, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  however. 
pointed  to  that  Parliament  as  a  model 
Parliament.  [Mr.  Oladstoxe  :  I  used 
the  word  "  period,"  not  Pwliament.] 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  aD 
events,  spoke  of  that  period  as  being 
characterized  by  the  existence  of  one  <S 
"the  most  honest,  upright,  and  thriftr 
Administrations  everknown  in  England. 
Yet,  although  during  that  "model  pe- 
riod "  a  BQl  was  brought  in  with  the 
object  of  conferring  pensions  on  no- 
ble Lords,  right  hon.,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  filled  sund^  Offices,  yet 
the  "  honest,  upright,  and  thrifty  Ad- 
ministration "  of  that  day  did  not  think 
proper  to  include  the  holders  oS  the 
Offices  of  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Dttchy  of  Lancaster  in  the  list 
of  those  who  should  be  eligible  for  pen- 
sions. He  hoped  the  honest  and  up- 
right Parliament  of.  the  present  day 
would  imitate  their  example. 

Me.  M.  chambers  said,  the  argu- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Brighton  was,  as  he  understood  it,  that 
those  were  sinecure  Offices,  and  that  no 
pensions  oueht,  therefore,  to  be  attached 
to  them.  Tne  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Prime  Minister  said,  that  after  persons 
had  been  appointed  to  high  Offices,  it 
wotdd  be  wrong  that  they  should  not 
have  pensions  granted  to  them.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  No !]  Well,  if  that  was 
not  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  his  (Mr.  Chambers')  intel- 
lect was  very  ooni^ed. 

Mk.  GIADSTONE  :  Shall  I  expltun  f 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBEBS  :  By  all  means. 

Me.  GLADSTONE ;  I  stated  in  Uie 
most  distinct  and  explicit  manner  tiiat 
DO  man,  whether  he  holds  a  dnecnre 
Office  or  any  other  Office,  acquires,  in  my 
judgment,  under  the  existing  law,  or 
would  acquire  by  the  present  Bill,  any 
titie  to  obtain  a  pension. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBEBS;  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman,  at  all  events,  said  uat 
it  would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  country  if, 
aft«r  a  man  had  held  high  political 
Office,  a  pension  were  not  granted  to 
him,  and  ne  was  left  in  a  state  of  desti- 
tution. It  was  true  that  by  this  Bill  no 
absolute  titie  to  pensions  was  given ;  but 
certain  named  officials  after  a  certain 
period  of  service  were  qualified  to  receive 
them.  They  had  heat^  &om  the  Prime 
Minister  that,  while  filling  the  Office  of 
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Lord  FriTy  Seal,  the  Duke  of  AigjU 
iLad  time  to  devote  himself  to  the  study 
of  Indian  affairs.  Bad  to  transact  a  great 
deal  of  the  business  connected  with  the 
gOTBmment  of  ludia.  Now,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  right  to  give  any  man  a 
pension  or  a  claim  to  a  pension  for  having 
mled  an  Office  which  was  so  much  of  a 
Btneouro  that  the  holder  waa  able  to  be 
a  student  in  acquiring  knowledge  not 
connected  with  the  duties  of  that  Office. 
He  considered,  therefore,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton  was  a  reasonable  one,  and 
that  it  ought  not  to  have  been  treated 
—he  would  not  say  contemptuously,  be- 
cause there  was  no  such  thing  as  con- 
tempt in  that  House — but  coldly  by  the 
Government.    He  could  understand  the 

Sopriety  of  granting  a  pension  to  a 
lancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  a  Se- 
cretary of  State — Ministers  who  worked 
hard  and  rendered  great  serrice  to  the 
country ;  but  as,  whenever  peasioite  were 
asked  for  persons  who  had  filled  humble 
positioiie,  the  economists  were  sure  to 
object,  he  could  not  understand  the 
proposal  of  the  Oovemment  to  give 
pensions  to  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster ;  or,  as  the  number  of  pen- 
sions was  limited,  the  justice  of  placing 
them  upon  an  equality  with  the  more 
laborious  and  responsible  Members  of 

the  Cabinet, 

Dk.  BKEWEE  was  of  opinion  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  was  a 
concession  to  public  opinion.  That  pro- 
posal was  not  to  give  pensions  to  persons 
who  had  held  sinecure  Offices,  but  to  en- 
able the  Gtovemment  to  give  peneions  to 
men  who  had  held  high  Offices  in  which 
they  performed  service  to  the  State,  and 
whose  circumstances  rendered  it  desir- 
able that  they  should  receive  pensions. 
They  might  have  such  a  man  as  Mr. 
Burke  in  the  House — a  man  occupying 
an  inferior  position  in  the  House,  but 
taking  a  leading  part  and  occupying 
himself  in  most  laborious  labour ;  and 
that  man  might  suddenly  become  para- 
lyzed, and  it  would  not  be  endurable 
uiat  such  a  man  should  find  himself 
without  the  assistance  which  the  country 
could  render  him.  His  talents  might 
even  have  saved  the  country  irom  an  en- 
gs^ment  in  an  unjust  war.  Such  a 
man  should  have  an  tntportunity  of  ap- 
plying to  the  Prime  lunister  for  a  na- 
tional allowance. 

Mr.  M.  Chamhm 
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The  CHANCEIXOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  pohcy  of  this  Bill 
was  not,  as  the  hon.  and  teamed  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr,  M.  Chambers) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  seemed  to  suppose,  &at  certain 
persons  should  become  entitled  to  pen- 
sions. No  title  to  a  pension  was  given 
to  anyone  by  this  Bill.  That  was  to  be 
clearly  understood.  No  person,  no  mat- 
ter how  great  or  how  bnlliant  his  ser- 
vices, or  now  abject  his  poverty,  would 
be  entitled  to  a  pension  by  reason  of  the 
passing  of  this  BiU.  tinder  certain 
condibone  the  holders  of  particular 
offices  might  became  recipients  of  peU' 
sions.  Among  those  Offices  were  thatol 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter and  that  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  It 
was  argued  that  those  two  Offices  ought 
not  to  exist,  and  that,  therefore,  no  pen- 
sion should  be  given  to  persona  who  had 
held  them.  That  was  not  the  question. 
The  Offices  existed,  and  the  question  was 
whether  they  should  come  within  the 
meaning  of  this  Bill.  What  was  the 
policy  01  the  Bill  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Devonport  said  it  was  this 
— that  when  a  man  had  held  high  Office 
of  any  kind  he  should  have  a  pension. 
With  great  submission  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qeutleman,  that  was  not  the 
policy  of  the  Bill.  The  policy  of  tha 
Bill  was  that  when  a  man  had  held  an 
Office  of  importance  and  dignity  it  was 
not  to  the  credit  of  the  countty  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  fall  into  abject 
poverty ;  and  that,  in  the  rare  and  singu- 
lar cases  where  there  was  a  danger  of 
such  a  thing  happening,  it  should  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
day,  he  being  satisfied  that  the  person 
was  unable  to  maintain  his  position  in 
life,  to  give  him  a  pension.  But  this 
Bill  did  not  entitle  anyone  to  a  pension 
for  any  service,  however  long,  or  how- 
ever laborious.  He  could  not  doubt 
that  the  Offices  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  should  come  within  the  Bill  when 
it  went  so  much  lower  in  the  official 
hierarchy.  That  was  the  question — 
whether  those  two  Offices  were  of  suffici- 
ent dignity  to  render  it  desirable  that 
persons  who  had  held  them  should  be 
placed  among  those  to  whom  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  mentioned  the 
Prime  Minister  might  give  pensiona. 
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Motionmade,  and Questioii put,  "That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  36  j  Noes 
66 :  Majority  32. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  rose  to  propose  the 
iiisertion  of  the  following  clause  : — 

"  After  the  paiiing  of  thii  Act  anj  penon  nbo 
■pplie*  far  a  Pollcical  OfBce  PsDiioa  thall  make 
inch  an  appiicatioa  in  writing  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
niiter  ;  lhi>  ipplicBtion  ■hsll  oontnin  a  atatement 
of  the  rariouB  political  offlcn  which  the  applicant 
hsi  held,  and  the  time  during  which  he  ha«  con- 
tinned  in  each  offloe  ;  the  applioant  for  a  peniion 
■hall  deolare  that  in  coni«quence  of  accepting  a 
political  oSlce  under  the  Crown  he  waa  obliged  to 
nlioquiih  ■oms  trade,  employment,  or  praleuion, 
iTom  which  he  obtained  a  maintenance  ;  and  that 
npan  teaiiog  office  he  ii  left  without  adequate 
maintenance,  bocau»  he  cannot  reiutne  the  trade, 
cmplojincnt,  or  profeuion  which  ha  had  preti- 
ousl;  relinquiihed." 

His  object  in  proposing  the  clause  was 
to  strike  a  direct  olow  at  the  whole  of 
the  pension  system.  If  hon.  Members 
would  recollect  what  the  present  decla- 
ration was  and  some  of  the  results  to 
which  it  led,  they  would  agree  with  him 
that  this  FensionB  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  pass  until  that  declaration 
was  repealed.  They  had  been  told  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent 
distinguished  men  from  falling  into  po- 
verty. If  the  operation  of  the  pension 
^stem  was  to  give  pensions  to  poor  men 
only,  who  had  rendered  distinguished 
seirice  to  the  country,  he  should  be  the 
last  to  object  to  that  system,  because  he 
^reed  with  the  Prime  Minister  that  it 
would  be  a  scandal  to  the  nation  if  men, 
after  holding  distinguished  Offices,  and 
after  having  renders  distinguished  ser- 
vices, shomd  he  allowed  to  sink  into 
S)Terty.  In  his  opinion,  the  present 
ill  would  not  have  that  effect  as  long 
as  the  present  declaration  was  retained, 
because  it  allowed  the  pensions  to  be 
given  to  those  who  did  not  require 
ttiem.  The  present  declaration  merely 
required  a  man  to  stato  that  a  pension 
was  necessary  to  enable  bim  to  maintain 
his-  station ;  and,  therefore,  it  established 
the  vicious  and  bad  principle  that  the 
position  of  an  fx-oMdo  Meniber  was  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  a  private  Member  of 
that  House.  To  illustrate  his  argument 
he  would  refer  to  two  or  three  cases ; 
hut,  as  it  would  be  invidious  to  mention 
names  unnecessarily,  he  shoidd  retrain 
from  doing  so,  unless  the  House  re- 
qoired  him  to  stato  them.  An  hon. 
Member   sat  for  many  years  in   this 

VOL.  OXCm.    [tbibo  exBiBS.] 
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House.  He  was  in  no  profession.  He 
never  relinquished  an  iota  of  income. 
He  held  Office  for  six  or  seven  years.  At 
the  expiration  of  that  time  he  made  a 
declaration  that  the  pension  wus  neces- 
sary to  enable  him  to  maintain  his 
station.  Now  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  would 
like  to  ask  what  was  the  position  of  that 
Oentleman  when  he  made  that  declara- 
tion ?  Why  he  had  his  town  house,  his 
country  house,  his  shooting  box,  and  his 
yacht ;  and  yet  he  declared  that  a  pen- 
sion was  necessary  to  support  his  station 
in  life,  and  he  was  allowed  a  pension  of 
£2,000  a  year.  The  reason  he  was  op- 
posing this  BUI  was  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion of  such  gross  scandals  as  that  to 
which  he  referred.  He  would  mention 
another  case,  and  as  the  circumstances 
attending  it  were  matters  of  notoriety,  he 
had  no  difficulty  about  acknowledging 
that  he  referred  to  that  of  Lord  Clarence 
Paget.  That  nobleman  left  the  Navy 
for  a  time,  and  came  into  that  House. 
By  doing  ao,  he  rather  gained  than  lost 
promotion  in  his  profession.  Not  only 
did  he  enjoy  a  high  salary  while  in  the 
House,  but  when  he  resigned  hie  seat 
in  order  to  take  the  command  of  the 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  having  made  the 
necessary  declaration,  he  obtained  a 
pension  of  £1,200  per  annum,  to  com- 
mence when  he  relinquished  his  naval 
command.  He  (Mr.  Fawcett)  main- 
tained that  this  was  a  state  of  things 
which  could  not  be  defended.  But  how 
had  the  subject  been  treated  in  the  pub- 
he  newspapers  ?  Why,  that  very  news- 
paper which  supported  the  policy  of  the 
Administratioa  with  ecstatic  and  senti- 
mental enthusiasm,  after  he  had  raised 
the  discussion,  took  the  ground  that  as 
seats  in  the  House  were  becoming  more 
costly  every  year,  it  was  only  right  that 
pensions  should  be  granted  to  those  who 
succeeded  in  obtaining  Office.  Through- 
out the  whole  argument  it  was  assumed 
that  the  end  of  every  successful  and 
usefU  politician  must  be  to  obtain  Office. 
But  were  there  no  men  in  that  House 
who  had  been  successful  and  useful  poli- 
ticians except  those  who  obtained  Office  ? 
He  maintained  that  all  the  arguments 
employed  in  favour  of  this  Bill  could 
equally  be  apphed  in  favour  of  the  pay- 
ment of  Members.  He  did  not  mean  to 
declare  that  a  poor  man  who  had  served 
his  country  faithfully  should  be  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  of  obtaining  a  pen- 
sion ;  but  he  meant  to  say  that  the  Bill 
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-did  not  give  eufficient  aeourity  that  the 
peasions  vhich  were  granted  would 
really  be  enjoyed  by  poor  men.  On  the 
contrary,  he  waa  oonvineed  that,  if  the 
declaration  were  not  altered,  peneiona 
would  be  granted  to  men  who  ought 
certainly  not  to  receive  ttiem.  It  waa 
rather  a  dangerous  doctrine  to  lay  down, 
aa  this  Bill  tended  to  do,  that  those  only 
were  aucoeaaful  politicians  who  took 
Office.  All  the  experience  of  the  laat 
century  went  to  prove  the  contrary.  No 
one,  for  inatanoe,  could  be  pointed  out 
witiin  that  period  who  was  more  dia- 
tingoiahed,  or  who  had  done  more  valu- 
able political  aervicea  to  the  country 
than  Richard  Cobden.    And  with  auch 


State  ?  He  by  no  means  wished  to  put 
an  end  to  pensions  altogether,  but  nis 
object  waa  to  do  away  with  the  present 
declaration,  and  to  substitute  for  it  a 
declaration  to  the  effect  that  the  Mem- 
ber on  taking  Office  was  obliged  to  re- 
linquish some  trade,  employment,  or 
profession  —  not  some  lucrative  trade, 
employment,  or  profession,  as  he  was 
represented  to  have  said,  but  one  which 
provided  the  Member,  at  the  time  of 
taking  Office,  with  a  maintenance — and 
which,  on  quitting  Office,  he  could  not 
resume,  and  waa,  therefore,  left  without 
adequate  means.  A  declaration  of  this 
character  would  have  prevented  the  oc- 
currence of  a  scandal  like  the  case  of 
Lord  dareace  Paget.  From  the  whole 
tone  of  discussion  in  the  House,  aa  well 
aa  in  the  public  Press,  the  Fensiona  Bill 
would  aeem  to  have  been  defended  upon 
the  plea  that  men  required  pecuniary 
rewards  to  induce  them  to  do  their  duty 
in  Parliament,  He  asserted  that  the 
moment  pecuniaiy  inducements  to  entor 
the  House  of  Commons  were  held  out, 
a  blow,  well-nigh  fatal,  was  struck  at 
Parliamentary  government.  At  the 
height  of  the  finandal  mania,  in  1865, 
an  impression  sprang  up  throughout  the 
conntry  that  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  was  of  considerable  pecuniary 
Talue,  owing  to  the  income  which  it  en- 
abled men  to  make  out  of  directorships, 
and  a  feeling  of  distrust  was  excited, 
which  it  would  take  long  to  eradicate, 
irith  regard  to  all  commercial  legisla- 
tion. It  was  therefore  of  great  moment 
to  discourage,  as  much  as  possible,  the 
prospect  of  pecuniaiy  emoluments  being 
obtained  by  men  who  entered  Parlia- 
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ment.  If  ever  there  waa  a  fn^gmeatuty 
and  unsatisfactory  measure  he  believed 
it  to  be  the  present  Bill.  With  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  a  man  having  once  held  Ugh  Office 
should  not  be  allowed  to  sink  into  po- 
verty, he  entirely  agreed ;  but  how  did 
this  measure  meet  the  supposed  case  ? 
Aa  far  aa  he  could  understaud,  the  pen- 
sions were  absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
the  IVime  Miniater,  Therefore,  how- 
ever poor  a  man  might  be,  his  obtaining 
a  pension  at  all  was  a  matter  of  great 
uncertainty.  If  he  should  happen,  juat 
before  he  became  entitled,  to  displease 
the  Prime  Minister,  he  might  lose  his 

Csion,  which  might  be  given  to  aome- 
y  who  had  shown  himself  more  sub- 
servient. Ihe  declaration  was  left  by 
the  BiU  in  such  a  form  fbat  the  evila 
which  had  happened  in  the  past  might 
happen  again  in  the  fiiture,  and  ta^ 
might  have  the  scandal  repeated  of  a 
man  who  hved  with  all  the  appearance 
of  wealth  and  luxury,  who  kept  a  town 
house,  a  country  house,  and  a  yacht, 
retiring  on  £1,500  or  £2,000  a  year 
pension,  which  he  declared  to  be  neces- 
sary to  the  maintenance  of  his  position. 
The  hon.  Member  oonclnded  by  moving 
his  clause. 

Clause  (Declaration  of  relinquishment 
of  trade,) — {Mr.  Fawcett,) — hrot^ht  igi, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  he  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  hia  hon. 
Friend  had  referred  to  what  was  un- 
doubtedly the  most  intricate  part  of  the 
whole  question.  He  wished  to  point  out, 
however,  that,  if  there  were  difficulties 
in  connection  with  the  declaration,  they 
had  arisen  in  consequence  of  the  indis- 
position of  Parliament — a  wise  and  inat 
indispoaition,  he  ooneidered  —  to  adjaait 
the  dignity  of  the  Offioe  held  by  any 
public  man,  the  length  of  time  he  had 
eerved,  or  the  amount  of  service  he  had 
rendered,  to  constitute  in  themselves  a 
titie  to  a  pension.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  object  extremely  to  admit  any 
of  these  grounds  as  a  title  to  a  pension, 
and  the  phrase  itself  had  been  errone- 
ously used  in  debate.  The  question 
really  was  how  they  could  most  effectu- 
ally hedge  about  the  pensions  granted 
by  the  BHl,  under  certain  drcumstaaces, 
so  as  to  prevent  abosea.  His  hon.  fViend 
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had  selected  two  cases  for  remark.  It 
was  invidious  to  the  last  degree  to  make 
observations  upon  particular  caees ;  and 
had  his  hon.  Friend  been  in  a  mood  of 
perfect  impartiality,  while  condemning; 
the  Bin  as  fragmentaiy  and  mentiomng 
the  case  of  a  gentleman  who,  having 
had  a  salair  of  £2,000  a  year,  took  a 
pension  of  like  amount,  he  would  have 
remembered  that  under  the  present  Bill 
nothing  of  the  kind  could  happen.  [Mr. 
Fawcett  said  he  was  aware  of  that,] 
And,  further,  he  would  have  remem- 
bered that  the  particular  abuse  which 
he  denounced  would  beprevented  by  the 
Bill.  L"  No,  no  !"]  YeB,  as  far  as  the 
culminating  point  of  the  case  went — 
which  certainly  was  a  very  staggering 
one  —  of  a  gentleman  with  a  salary  of 
£2,000  obtaining  a  pension  of  £2,000  a 
year,  for  the  pension  in  respect  of  such 
a  salary  would  not  at  the  utmost  exceed 
£1,200.  He  confessed  that  he  did  not 
see  his  way  to  any  provision  for  substi- 
tuting machinery  of  any  other  kind  for 
the  declaration  at  present  taken,  though 
the  point  no  doubt  deserved  considera- 
tion. But  when  the  House  came  to 
judge  of  the  operation  of  any  measure 
they  would  naturally  look  at  its  whole 
scope,  and  if  reference  were  made  to  the 
list  of  pensions,  granted  under  the  Act 
of  1834,  though  they  might  not  have 
succeeded  in  excluding  every  qxiestion- 
able  case,  the  real  question  was  whe- 
ther the  object  of  that  Act  had  not  been 
attained.  He  greatly  doubted  whether, 
at   any  period  since  the  Act  had  been 

fOBsed,  one-half  the  pensions  authorized 
y  its  terms  had  been  in  existence,  a 
fact  the  significance  of  which  could  not 
be  too  weU  weighed  by  hon.  Members. 
He  hoped  that,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Bill,  at  least  a  similar  re- 
serve would  be  maintained  in  future. 
His  hon.  Friend  by  the  clause  which  he 
proposed  had  not  got  rid  of  axiy  portion 
of  ie  difficulty  of  the  declaration,  and 
the  clause  seemed  to  rest  upon  a  prin- 
ciple which  could  not  be  sufficiently  de- 
fended in  argument.  Any  honourable 
and  right-minded  man  ought  to  have 
no  very  great  difficulty,  ho  thought,  in 
forming  a  conscientious  and  intelligent 
judgment  as  to  whether  his  private  for- 
tune was  adequate  to  the  maintenance 
of  his  station  or  not.  The  large  majo- 
rity of  those  who  had  received  pensions 
under  the  Act  had  made  the  declaration 
ondeT  conditions  with  which,  he  thought. 
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the  most  fastidious  could  not  find  fault. 
It  would  often  be  a  difficult  thing,  how- 
ever, for  a  man  to  say  that  he  had  re- 
linquished a  trade,  profession,  or  em- 
ployment. He  had  been  told  by  one  of 
the  most  eminent  surgeons  in  London 
that  a  medical  man  required  to  have  his 
brass  plate  on  his  door  and  to  challenge 
lublic  approval  for  twelve  years  before 
!e  could  expect  to  pay  his  way.  Could 
such  a  gentleman,  although  by  invest- 
ing his  capital  and  walking  the  hospitals 
he  might  insure  a  future  fortune,  be  said 
to  have  relinquished  a  trade  or  profes- 
sion by  which  he  made  his  livelihood? 
Take  a  case  in  mercantile  life.  Take 
the  case  of  one  of  these  directors,  to 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  referred. 
He  did  not  know  into  what  pitfalls  a  ' 
man  might  not  slip  if  he  were  called 
upon  to  declare  that  he  had  relinquished 
a  employment  from  which  he  obtained 
maintenance,  when  they  considered  how 
precarious  and  doubtful  the  sources  of 
maintenance  must  be  in  the  present  com- 
plicated state  of  society.  He  admitted 
his  hon.  Friend's  object  to  be  good,  but 
he  objected  to  the  principle  of  his  clause; 
because  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise 
to  say  that  they  would  recognize  the 
title  of  men  who,  provided  with  ample 
means,  came  into  that  House  and  ob- 
tained pensions  in  case  of  their  need, 
but  that  they  would  not  recognize  the 
title  of  men  who  had  never  had  a  trade, 
employment,  or  profession  in  the  strict 
sense,  but  who  from  the  earliest  days  of 
their  manhood  had  devoted  their  time, 
mind,  thought,  and  all  the  powers  of 
their  body  and  soul  to  the  service  of 
their  country.  Was  that  an  unimpor- 
tant class  of  public  men  P  Let  them  turn 
to  the  page  of  history,  and  they  would 
find  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
men  who  had  conferred  the  most  dis- 
tinguished services  upon  their  country 
were  men  who  had  never  relinquished 
a  trade,  profession,  or  employment  which 
had  afibrded  them  a  maintenance,  and 
yet  they  were  the  very  men  on  whom  a 
pension  ought  to  be  conferred.  He  would 
not  enter  into  minute  details,  he  would 
only  take  four  names  which  occurred  to 
him  at  the  moment — Burke,  Fox,  Pitt, 
and  Canning.  He  would  rather  erase 
from  the  statute  book  the  whole  of  this 
legislation  on  pensions  than  have  a  sys- 
tem of  legislation  so  clumsily  contrived 
as  to  be  incapable  of  including  them. 
Under  these  circumstances,  although  ha 
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did  Dot  deny  the  difficulties  of  thequee- 
tion,  be  was  willing  to  consider  whe- 
ther any  practical  improvement  could 
be  made  in  the  machinery  of  the  law, 
and  he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend 
vould  not  require  the  House  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  clause  he  had  pro- 
posed. He  fiilly  admitted  the  justice 
of  purpose  with  which  he  had  framed 
it ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
adequate  to  attain  the  end  he  had  in 
view. 

Me.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Oentleman  would  withdraw  the 
clause ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  very  desirable  that  gen- 
tlemen claiming  pensions  should  be  re- 
quired to  put  into  writing  the  length  of 
time  th^  had  served  in  any  Office,  and 
that  they  were  not  in  a  position  to  main- 
tain themselveB,  on  their  own  resources, 
in  a  position  of  comfort  and  respect- 
ability. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  not 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  divi- 
sion. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  mth- 
drawn. 

Clause  3  (Limit  of  amount  of  peneion). 

Mr.  FAWOETT  said,  that  he  had 
three  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  Government  had  con- 
eented  to  meet  him  half-way.  The  House 
would  remember  that  under  this  Bill 
there  were  three  classes  of  pensions.  In 
the  first  class,  pensions  were  granted 
after  "four"  gears'  eervice;  he  pro- 
posed "five"  metead  of  "four;"  but 
the  Prime  Minister  had  objected,  and 
therefore  he  should  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Bill  proposed,  in  the  case 
of  second-class  pensions,  that  the  time 
of  service  should  be  "five"  years;  he 
proposed  "seven;"  the  Prime  Minister 
baa  consented  to  "six,"  and  to  that 
compromise  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  gladly  as- 
sented. As  to  the  third  class  of  pen- 
sions, the  Bill  fixed  "  five "  years  of 
service;  he  proposed  "ten,"  and  the 
Prime  Minister  had  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment. Hebegged  to  move  these  Amend- 
ments respectively. 

Mr.  8CLATEE  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  that  this  was  rather  a  serious 
change,  and  would  exclude  almost  every 
claimant  from  the  third-class  pensions. 
The  House  ought  to  know  on  what 
ground  the  Government  had  acceded 
to  it. 

Mr.  Olaittone 


Me.  GLADSTONE  replied  that  tea 
years  was  the  term  fixed  by  the  existing 
law;  and,  after  consideration,  thoGovem- 
ment  did  not  think  they  would  be  jus- 
tified in  departing  from  it. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Pensioner  not  to  hold  pen- 
sion under  another  Act). 

Me.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving  an 
Amendment,  to  the  effect  that  any  salary 
received  by  a  pensioner  from  the  public 
service  shall  go  in  suspension  or  abate- 
ment of  his  pension,  said,  that  if  this 
Act  purported  to  give  pensions  as  of 
right,  and  earned  by  service,  they  must 
be  given  whether  the  persons  receiving 
them  had  other  public  employments  or 
not.  Inasmuch,  however,  as  it  depended 
upon  the  actual  need  of  the  pension,  it 
would  be  right  to  declare  that  this  pen- 
sion ought  to  be  a  pensioner's  only 
public  emolument,  or  that,  if  he  received 
any  other  emolument,  it  should  go  in 
suspension  or  abatement  of  hia  pension. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved,  in 
page  3,  line  1,  after  "Act,"  leave  out 
to  end  of  clause,  and  insert- — 

"  Wm  »(  tbe  time  or  hii  Bpplicfttion  for  raoh 
pcDiian,  or  ia  afterwnrdi  antitled  to  uuf  emolu- 
ment (inolading  in  the  tsrm  nnf  ularf,  eompcD- 
■iiliDn,  lupernnnuation  alloiranoe  or  penaion), 
whicb  ia  paynble  out  of  anj  moniea  raiaed  bf 
taxation  or  of  other  public  rerenue  in  any  part  of 
Her  Mnjeaty'a  dominioni,  or  i>  reoeiTed  \>y  way 
of  feei  or  otherwiae  ie  reapect  of  his  holding  any 
public  office  or  «niptojment  in  any  part  of  Htt 
.Mnjeaty's  dominiona,  Ibe  paymeat  of  the  pcnaioa 
under  tbia  Aat  ihnll,  ao  long  31  he  recelTCi  auch 
emolument  if  the  amount  thereof  ia  greater  than 
or  equal  to  (he  penaion  under  (hii  Aot  be  aaa- 
pended,  and  if  leta  be  diiDiaiabed  bj  the  amoDDt 
of  Bueh  emotument ;  nnd  if  any  penoa  la  nt  tb« 
time  of  hia  appUoation  for  or  while  receiving  ■ 
penaion  under  tfiia  Aot  entitled  lo  any  auch  emola- 
ment,  he  ahsll  forthwith  deliver  to  the  Commia- 
lioner  of  Her  Mojeaty'a  Treaturf  a  declaration 
under  hia  hand  Uating  tbe  nature  and  unoant 
thereof." 

Me.  FAWCETT  stated  that  this  clause 
was  brought  up  to  remedy  the  defect  he 
pointed  out  in  the  original  Bill,  which 
would  permit  a  man  to  hold  two  pen- 
sions. One  instance  of  this  kind  was 
well  known  to  the  Government ;  a  man 
holding  a  diplomatic  pension  also  held 
a  Civil  Service  pension  as  a  permanent 
Under  Secretary  of  twelve  years'  stand- 
ing. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  expressed  his  ob- 
ligations to  the  hon.  Member  for  having 
called  attention  to  the  matter. 

Claoae  added  to  the  BUI. 
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Mh.  RU98ELL  GUENEY  asked  Hie 
Prims  Minister  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  Ihe  GoTemment  to  exclude 
the  holders  of  the  Office  of  Judg:e  Advo- 
cate General  irom  those  entitled  to  pen- 
donB,  and  suggested  the  propriety  of 
including  it  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  bound 
to  confess  that  his  arguments  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  on 
this  point  upon  a  former  occasion  were 
not  well  founded,  and  he  would  gladly 
indude  the  Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  if  the  feeling  of  the  House  were 
in  favour  of  doing  bo. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  nest. 

GBEENWICH  HOSPITAL  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Trevtlsan.  Mr.  Childert,  Jfr.  Adam.) 

[bill  105.3      COMMITTEE, 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Me.  LIDDELL  rose  to  move  that  the 
Bill  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
This  Bill  involved  questions  of  a  finan- 
cial character,  qnestiona  of  a  national 
character,  and  it  also  involved  considera- 
tions of  a  personal  character;  and,  oi.  . 

these  grounds,  he  wished  to  obtain  for  this 
Bill  careful  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  House.  Tho  great  complaint 
against  this  Bill  was  that  it  was  at 
variance  in  its  main  provisions  with  the 
Report  which  had  been  presented,  and 
he  thought  the  Admiralty  were  bound 
to  adduce  good  reasons  for  departing  so 
widely  as  this  Bill  proposed  from  the  re- 
commendations therein  contained.  One 
of  the  recommendations  was  that  Green- 
wich Hospital  should  continue  as  an 
infirmary,  but  on  a  much  lai^er  scale 
than  at  present ;  and  it  was  proposed  to 
facilitate  admission  to  the  infirmaiy  by 
requiring  less  harsh  conditions ;  and  it 
was  proposed  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
to  uie  lowest  point  consistent  with 
proper  care  and  attendance  upon  those 
who  would  become  inmates  by  right  of 
the  infirmary.  What  did  the  Bifl  do? 
It  proposed,  in  very  few  years.  Us  abolish 
Greenwich  Hospital  as  an  institution 
altogether.  It  proponed  to  induce  the 
largest  number  possible  of  the  present 
inmatos,  by  a  bribe,  or  at  ail  events  by 
a  very  liberal  scale  of  pensions,  to  leave 
the  Hospital,  and  it  proposed  to  distri- 


bute among  the  hospitals  of  the  country 
those  infirm  and  disabled  men  who  had 
been  maintained  at  the  expense  of 
Greenwich  Hospital.  The  case  turned 
upon  the  question  whether  the  House 
should  be  guided  by  medical  evidence  in 
the  decision  it  might  arrive  at  as  to  men 
disabled  in  the  service ;  and  as  to  these 
men  the  head  surgeon  of  Haslar  Hos- 
pital (Sir  David  Deae)  declared  he  would 
not  undertake  to  maintain  the  proper 
discipline  of  the  Hospital  if  pensioners 
were  admitted  to  it ;  and  when  asked 
whether  an  additional  ward  would  alter 
the  ease,  he  asked— ""What  am  I  to  do 
with  the  many  applications  which  are 
constantly  made  by  disabled  men,  inca- 
pacitated from  maintaining  themselves 
through  disease  contracted  in  the  ser- 
vice? In  fact,  all  medical  men  were 
against  the  scheme.  The  present  Bill 
proposed  to  manage  Greenwich  Hospital 
as  a  subordinate  department  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  proposed  that  the  audit  of 
its  ea^tes  should  be  conducted  by  the 
Admiralty.  It  was  proposed  to  repeal 
the  4  &  5  WiU.  IV..  c.  4,  an  Act  which 
was  foimded  on  a  scheme  of  deep  and 
wise  State  policy,  the  object  of  which 
was,  first  of  ell,  to  encourage  men  to 
enter  the  naval  service,  and  £en  Xa  call 
upon  the  tar-payers  of  the  country  to 
contribute  their  quota  towards  the  main- 
tenance and  comfort  of  those  who  had 
been  disabled  in  the  public  service, 
l^at  was  a  burden  against  which  no 
tax-payer  ever  had  raised,  or,  he  believed, 
ever  would  raise  a  single  note  of  com- 
plaint. The  tax-payers  of  the  country 
were  proud  of  their  Navy,  and,  provided 
the  resources  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
were  wisely  distributed,  no  word  of  com- 
plaint would  be  ever  heard.  And  now 
we  were  about  to  deprive  Greenwich 
Hospital  of  a  sum  of  £16,000  in  hard 
cash.  By  the  Act  of  1865,  the  Exchequer 
claimed  £  1 5  per  head  for  every  man  that 
fell  short  of  1,400,  which  was  held  to 
be  the  average  number  that  Greenwich 
Hospital  was  bound  to  maintain.  This 
claim  of  the  Exchequer  to  relieve  itself 
from  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  public  servants  had  been  regarded 
by  every  one  who  had  inquired  into  the 
lubject  as  inequitable.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  1859  condemned  such  a 
plan,  and  expressed  their  opinion  that, 
in  the  question  between  the  Crown  and 
the  Hospital,  the  pensions  saved  by 
the  exchange  ought  to  be  applied  not 
the  benefit  of  the  Crown,  but   ot 
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yeca  also  said  that  thej  were  unabli 
to  admit  the  justice  to  the  Hospital 
of  a  claim  which  required  that  £15 
per  head  should  be  paid  to  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  every  man  short  of 
1,400.  And  the  Accountant  General, 
Mr.  Walter,  said  he  could  tell  the  facts ; 
as  to  the  principle  he  could  not  explain 
it,  because  there  was  no  principle  in  it, 
and  he  considered  it  an  inequitable  ar- 
rangement. Now,  he  asked  the  House 
to  pause  before  it  relieved  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  this  charge  which  was 
applied  to  the  benefit  of  the  Navy.  This 
was  a  bad  time  for  reducing  the  income 
of  the  Hospital  by  this  large  sum  of 
£16,000;  because  there  would  be  a  much 
greater  strain  upon  ita  resources  for  the 
luture,  in  consequence  of  the  terms  of 
the  Act,  which  made  it  easier  for  the 
sailor  to  acquire  admission ;  the  result  of 
which  would  be  that  there  would  be  s 
greater  number  of  applications  than  be- 
fore. Another  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  was  that  the  Bill  re- 
cognized for  the  first  time,  and  most 
justly  recognized,  the  claims  of  merchant 
seamen  to  some  share  in  the  emoluments 
of  that  Hospital,  especially  now  that  its 
finances  were  in  a  flourishing  condition. 
A  sum  of  £4,000  a  year  was  to  be  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
the  benefit  of  merchant  seamen,  espe- 
cially of  those  who  had  formerly  paid  Gd. 
a  month  out  of  their  wages  towM^s  the 
Hospital.  He  had  o^y  wished  the 
amount  was  larger ;  but  he  apprehended 
if  would  be  found  that  the  number  of 
men  entitled  to  be  pensioned  out  of  the 
sum  was  considerably  larger  than  the 
Government  anticipated.  There  was  a 
financial  point  also  that  ought  not  to  be 
overlooked.  By  the  13th  clause  of  that 
Bill  a  new  mode  of  account  was  pro- 
posed that  he  thought  a  most  objection- 
able one  ;  which  was  that  in  future  the 
proceeds  of  the  rent  and  profits  arising 
from  the  estates  were  to  be  paid  to  the 
account  of  tho  Paymaster  General  at 
the  Bank  of  England,  after  deducting  aU 
the  costs  of  the  estates.  It  was  very  ob- 
jectionable that  any  part  of  their  control 
over  those  revenues  should  be  with- 
drawn. Mr.  Anderson  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  Comnussioners  of  Audit 
were  the  proper  persons  to  audit  those 
accounts,  as  they  embraced  transactions 
which  were  better  audited  by  an  inde- 
pendent department,  more  especially 
when  they  came  to  deal,  as  waa  the  case 
M-.  Ziddell 


in  this  instance,  with  questioiis  of  capital 
and  income.  But  under  that  Bill  mere 
would  be  no  independent  audit  at  all  of 
those  accounts ;  and  unless  the  Committee 
of  Public  Accounts  were  satisfied  with 
the  efficacy  of  the  audit  under  that  mea- 
sure, he  thought  it  would  be  their  duty 
to  direct  attention  to  the  matter.  The 
nezt  point  to  which  he  came  was  a  na- 
tional one.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  with  the 
building;  because  he  need  not  remind  the 
House  that  Greenwich  Hospital  had  in 
the  mind  of  the  country  peculiar  afisooa* 
tions,  and  was  endeared  to  it  by  its  many 
traditions  ?  The  Bill  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  building  in  a  very  off-hand 
manner.  It  took  power  to  hand  it  over 
to  any  charitable  or  public  purpose,  with 
or  without  requiring  rent,  ana  on  such 
terms  respecting  repairs  as  the  Admiralty 
might  think  fit.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  country  would  not  approve  of 
the  building  being  applied  in  that  off- 
hand manner  to  any  purpoee  to  which 
the  Admiralty  might  tbink  fit  to  apply 
it.  He  should  like  to  know  what 
purpose  it  would  really  be  turned  to; 
for  if  tiiey  once  parted  with  the  build- 
ing, and  located  there  anybody,  how- 
ever useM  or  charitable  its  purport 
might  be,  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  getting  it  out  again  ?  Questions  (u 
compensations  arose,  and  the  country 
might  at  any  time  have  1 ,  000  men  landed 
on  its  shores  in  a  disabled  state  without 
having  an  available  place  to  receive 
them.  The  House  ought,  therefore,  to 
be  told  distinctly  to  ■frtiat  purpose  the 
building  was  to  be  applied  b^ore  the 
Government  parted  wiUi  it.  The  Ho«- 
pital,  moreover,  waa  constructed  out  of 
endowments,  and  ought  not  to  be  trans- 
ferred ae  a  free  gift  to  any  body  that 
wished  to  have  it.  Again,  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  office  of  Mr.  Leth^ 
bridge,  the  controller,  who  also  filled 
the  office  of  solicitor.  Those  two  offlcee 
were  combined  under  the  Act  of  1865, 
and  a  salary  of  £500  was  attached  to 
each  of  them.  Mr.  Lethbridge's  total 
official  income  was,  therefore,  £1,000  a 
year.  Although  he  might  not  have  a 
legal  claim  to  compensation,  he  had  » 
strong  moral  claim  to  it ;  for  he  had 
filled  the  office  of  solicitor  for  twenty- 
four  years,  during  the  last  four  of  which 
he  had  also  acted  as  controller,  and 
attention  to  his  official  duties  had  to  » 
great  extent  involved  the  abandonmeirt 
of  his  private  practice.    He  waa  to  hold 


5S7  ereenwieU  (Juke  24,  1869J 

Iiis  appointmeat  dvin  »e  btue  ffeieii,  and 
had  aerer  coutem])lated  its  abolitioa  hj 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  LiddeU) 
also  viBhed  to  know  under  what  circum- 
stances Mr.  Bristowe,  the  solicitor  to  the 
Admiralty,  was  to  undertake  the  further 
duties  of  solicitor  to  the  Hospital.  A 
few  years  ago  Mr.  Bristowe  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  Admiralty  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  overworked,  and  had  asked 
for  help.  The  result  of  the  appeal  was 
that  an  allowance  of  £300  a  year  for  the 

g.yment  of  a  clerk  was  made  to  him. 
e  had  asked  to  be  permitted  to  appoint 
his  son  asaiatant  solicitor ;  but  to  this 
the  Duke  of  Somerset  objected,  and  he 
then  appointed  his  son  as  his  clerk,  at 
the  salary  of  £300  a  year.  How  was  it 
that  Mr.  Bristowe,  aAer  declaring  that 
he  was  overworked,  had  undertaken 
these  additional  duties?  He  admitted 
that  the  pensions  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  bestow  on  those  who  were 
disabled  in  the  service  were  very  liberal; 
but  these  were  men  borne  down  in  the 
service  by  such  diseases  as  rheumatism, 
ague,  asthma,  or  consumption,  to  whom 
no  money  allowance  would  make  up  for 
the  loss  of  good  beds,  comfortable  well- 
ventilated  chambers,  wholesome  diet, 
and  regular  and  tender  medical  adminis- 
tration. We  had  the  best  infirmary  in 
the  world,  and  we  should  continue  to 
maintain  it  for  the  benefit  of  these  suf- 
ferers in  our  service.  Believing  that  the 
right  hon.  0«ntleman  the  First  Lord 
waewise  in  his  legislation  of  1865,  he 
was,  nevertheless,  of  opinion  that  he 
was  now  riding  bis  hobby  too  hard,  and 
pushing  his  policy  to  such  an  extent 
that  he  would  do  violence  to  the  feelings 
of  the  nation,  and  prejudice  the  interests 
of  the  British  Navy.  In  conclusion,  the 
hen.  (lentleman  appealed  to  the  House 
to  support  him  in  the  Motion  be  now 
begged  to  make — namely,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to    a  Select  Com- 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "Tnat"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee,"  —  (J/r.  LiddeU,) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Captak  STANLEY  said,  the  obser- 
vations he  was  about  to  make  must  only 
he  accepted  as  the  expression  of  his  own 
opinion,  inasmuch  as,  &om  the  excep- 


tional circumstances  of  the  late  Parlia- 
itary  !Recess,  be  had  been  unable  to 
hold  any  consultation  with  his  late  Col- 
leagues on  the  subject.  He  had  never- 
th^ess  thought  it  his  duty  to  consider 
as  fuUy  as  possible  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  and  to  see  how  far  any 
sufficient  legislation  could  be  founded 
upon  them ;  and  he  wished  here  to  ex- 
press his  sense  of  the  extreme  ability 
and  enet^  of  the  Committee,  and  of  the 
abihty  with  which  his  predecessor,  Mr. 
Du  Cane,  presided  over  it,  and  drew  up 
its  B«port.  The  treatment  of  this  ques- 
tion appeared  to  have  been  a  hobby  with 
every  CAvil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  They 
had  all  tried  to  introduce  some  new  plan 
of  regulations  for  the  Hospital,  and  he 
thought  it  was  generally  agreed  that 
Greenwich  Hospital  had  in  some  degree 
suffered  from  the  treatment.  He  might 
classify  all  the  recommendations  which 
had  been  made  as  coming  under  two 
heads — first,  those  which  tended  to  fill 
the  Hospital,  and  utilize  all  the  large 
buildings  of  which  it  was  composed ;  and 
secondly,  those  plans  which  were  rather 
directed  to  extending  the  benefits  of  the 
institution,  without  much  reference  to 
the  great  central  establishment.  He 
admitted  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committoe  of  1867  pointed  to  the 
first  of  these  courses  ;  but  he  confessed 
he  should  not  have  felt  justified  in  em- 
bodying those  recommendations  in  a  Bill 
without  first  carefully  examining  the  es- 
timates and  ascertaining  as  far  as  he 
could  what  they  would  be  likely  to 
amount  to  in  future  years.  There  was 
invariably  a  tendency  in  estabHshments 
of  this  kind  for  salaries  to  increase ;  and 
the  First  Lord  would  bear  him  out  in 
the  assertion  that  no  inconsiderable  por- 
tion of  the  duly  of  the  Admiralty  autho- 
rities was  to  resist  the  constant  and 
urgent  appeals  which  were  made  for  the 
increase  of  salaries.  In  his  opinion  a 
wider  mai^^  should  have  been  allowed 
for  possible  variations  under  this  head. 
Another  objection  to  the  re-creation  of 
of  such  a  great  estabfishment  was  that 
such  establiahments  could  not  well  be 
elastic  in  their  nature.  It  was  necessary 
to  draw  a  "give-and-take"  line  between 
the  minimum  and  maximum  require- 
ments of  the  institution.  The  operation 
of  the  Act  of  1865  at  once  produced  a 
very  considerable  diminution  in  the  num- 
ber of  in-pensionera,  the  number  falling 
from  1,382  to  395  ;  while  of  those  left  in 
the  Hospital  not  a  few  were  left  merely 
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made  ty  the  Hon.  Member  wlien  the  Bill 
was  laid  on  the  table.  It  -would  appear 
by  that  speech  that  the  object  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  to  gather  together  the 
greatest  amount  of  money  he  could,  and 
to  apply  it  to  the  vante  of  those  whom 
the  GoTemment  believed  to  be  entitled 
morally  or  otherwiBe  to  the  benefits  of 
this  institution.  The  Oovemment  were 
the  best  judges  as  to  whether  the  cases 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  be  sent  to  a  Oovemment  hospital  or 
to  Greenwich.  With  regard  to  what  had 
been  said  a^  to  the  accounts,  with  some 
exceptions,  he  thought  that  on  the  whole 
the  system  of  accounts  referred  to  in  the 
Bill  would  be  found  to  be  advantageous, 
particularly  if  they  were  kept  with  re- 
ference to  the  system  in  the  department 
of  the  Accountant  Gteneral  likely  to  be 
adopted.  One  point  he  did  not  contem- 
plate with  so  much  pleasure  was  the  ap- 
plication of  the  building.  He  thought 
it  would  be  more  satisfactory,  supposing 
the  Government  were  not  in  a  position 
to  inform  the  House  what  they  meant 
to  do  as  to  the  building,  if  the  clause 
respecting  it  were  struck  out  of  the  SiU, 
and  if  a  separate  Bill  with  respect  to  it 
were  brought  in  at  a  future  day.  To 
whatever  purpose  the  building  might  be 
applied  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  di- 
verted from  those  naval  purposes  for 
which  the  Hospital  funds  were  originally 
given,  but  that  it  would  be  devoted  for 
the  benefit,  if  not  exclusively  of  the 
Hoyal  Navy,  at  least  for  the  benefit  of 
seafaring  men.  It  had  been  said  that 
considerable  inconvenience  would  arise 
if  the  building  were  given  over  for  the 

Surposes  of  any  particular  society.  He 
id  not  speak  without  some  knowledge 
of  this  part  of  the  question ;  and  he  con- 
fessed that  he  had  not  been  able  to 
latisfy  himself  as  to  the  possibility  of 
giving  it  up  entirely  to  the  use  of  any 
society.  He  need  not  say  more  than  a 
few  words  as  to  the  controllership.  He 
certainly  did  think  that  it  was  rather  a 
matter  of  hardship,  because  an  addi- 
tional appointment  was  given  to  the  pre- 
sent controller  four  years  ago,  that  that 
officer  should  lose  not  only  the  appoint- 
ment then  created,  but  the  appointment 
which  he  held,  he  believed  without  com- 
plaint, for  a  long  time  prior  to  that  when 
the  affaire  of  Greenwich  Hospital  were 
brought  under  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  |;lad  his  hon.  Friend 
{Mr.  Trevelyan)  did  not  propose  in  the 
Bill  any  forced  sale  of  the  Greenwich 


because  they  could  not  comply  ■with  the 
conditions  which  were  necessary  to  allow 
them  to  leave  it.  From  those  who  had 
left  the  Hospital  there  had  been  but  few 
applications  for  re-admission,  and  the 
rate  of  mortality  among  them  had  been 
only  about  half  what  it  was  in  the  Hos- 
pital. He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Act 
of  1865  had  operated  very  farvourably 
for  the  interests  of  those  who  were  prin- 
cipally concerned — namely,  the  pension- 
ers themselves.  The  Duke  of  Somerset, 
in  a  memorandum  dated  April,  1864, 
said  that  one  portion  of  the  Hospital 
had  been  well  administered,  and  that 
while  the  great  body  of  pensioners  could 
only  obtain  the  advant^^e  of  residence 
in  tiie  institution  by  the  sacrifice  of  free- 
dom, domestic  comfort,  and  social  inde- 
pendence, the  helpless  and  infirm,  who 
who  had  no  relations,  found  judicious 
care  and  kindly  attention  there,  and  his 
Grace  recommended  that  the  Hospital 
should  be  restricted  to  the  latter  use, 
and  that  any  surplus  should  be  applied 
for  the  advant^^  of  the  fleet.  If  &ose 
observations  applied  to  the  class  of  pen- 
sioners which  then  existed,  they  appli^ 
more  forcibly  to  the  present  class  of 
men,  whose  daims  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble wholly  to  ignore.  Those  expressions 
applied  to  old  men-of-war's  men,  who, 
however  much  they  might  object  to  re- 
straint, were  not  unaccustomed  to  it. 
In  any  legislation  upon  the  subject  at 
the  present  time  it  would  be  necessary 
to  provide  for  the  participation  of  the 
merchant  navy,  who  would  find  the  ne- 
cessary restraint  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
much  more  irksome,  as  they  would  not 
be  used  to  the  same  amount  of  disci- 
pline, and  Irom  their  previous  habits 
and  lives  they  would  not  be  as  likely  as 
men-of-war's  men  to  conform  to  such 
restraint  and  discipline.  He  attached 
much  importance  to  the  provision  re- 
specting the  admission  of  invalids  to 
Greenwich  Hospital.  He  thought  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  attach 
undue  importance  as  to  those  apphcants 
who  were  not  entitled  under  the  pendou 
rules  to  the  benefits  of  the  institution," 
but  who,  nevertheless,  had  seriously 
damaged  their  health  either  by  service 
or  by  disease.  He  understood  that  under 
this  Bill  it  was  propoBed  in  some  mea- 
sure to  recognize  not  the  legal,  but  the 
moral  claims  of  these  applicants,  and 
therefore  the  question  of  hardship  raised 
by  his  hon.  Friend  fell  to  the  ground 
when  read  by  the  light  of  the  apeech 
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Hospital  estate,  and  looking  to  the  re- 
sults, either  in  a  commercial  view  or 
with  reference  to  the  interests  of 
Hospital,  of  former  proceedings  on  that 
point,  he  thought  tiie  hon.  Oontlemai 
had  done  better  by  keeping  the  estate  ii 
hia  own  hands.  With  respect  to  the 
Greenwich  livings,  there  appeared  to  be 
amoD^  naval  men  a  remarsable  unani- 
mity m  favour  of  conferring  them  upon 
naval  chaplains  who  had  efficiently 
served  their  country  afloat,  and  who  in 
their  old  age  were  anxious  to  settle  down 
to  a  somewhat  less  roving  life;  but 
certainly  felt  bound  ta  confess  that  the 
interests  of  the  future  pendoners  ought, 
whatever  arrangements  might  be  made, 
to  receive  careful  consideration.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  paid  much 
regard  to  the  su^estions  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  respect  to  the  schools.  There 
was  much  to  be  done  on  that  point,  ably 
as  the  schools  had  been  hitherto  ma- 
naged. If  the  hon.  Gontleman  wished 
to  carry  the  Bill  this  Session  he  ought 
not  to  attempt  to  do  too  much  at  once. 
He  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.  Liddell)  whether  any  definite  ad- 
vantage would  be  gained,  which  could 
not  be  gained  in  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  by  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Si*Iect 
Committee.  Considering  the  time  of  the 
year  he  doubted  whether  any  practical 
result  would  follow  the  sending  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  Though  not 
concurring  in  aU  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  he  still  had  every  confidence  in  his 
hon.  Friend,  who,  he  believed,  desired 
to  carry  out  this  measure  as  a  continua- 
tion of  the  Bill  of  1866,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  details  might  be  so  ad- 
justed as  to  lead  to  the  benefits  of  the 
mstitution  being  conferred  upon  those 
entitled  to  them.  He  had  not,  there- 
fore, felt  it  his  duty  to  ofTer  any  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure,  which  he  believed 
was  capable  of  being  properly  moulded 
in  Committee,  without  adapting  a  course 
which  would  probably  lead  to  its  post- 


Kit.  TEEVELYAN  believed,  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  down,  that  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  it  would  be 
much  better  for  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  than  to  send  it 
upstairs.  There  were  three  sets  of  cir- 
cumstances under  which  a  Bill  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  When 
the  subject  was  fresh,  and  information 
was  needed ;  when  the  details  were  ab- 
rtruse  and  comphcated,   and  could  he 


discussed  better  in  a  room  upstairs  than 
in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House ;  and 
when  the  Government  wished  to  shift 
responsibility.  None  of  these  conditions 
existed  here.  The  subject  had  been 
well  thrashed  out  by  previous  Commit- 
tees and  Commissions.  The  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  were  simple,  and  the 
(Jovemment  were  quite  prepared  to 
treat  the  question  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibihty,  and  he  submitted  that 
that  was  the  proper  mode  of  proceed- 
ing. As  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it 
was  this — There  were  at  present  large 
numbers  of  permanently  invalided  men 
who  had  lost  their  health  in  the  service 
of  the  country,  but  who  had  no  valid 
claim  under  existing  regulations,  though 
they  had  a  strong  moral  claim.  Too 
Admiralty  could  only  benefit  these  men 
by  scraping  together  all  the  money  upon 
which  the;  could  lay  their  hands,  and 
this  was  exactly  what  they  had  done, 
The  savings  pointed  out  by  the  Com- 
mittee were  savings  ou  paper  only ;  but 
the  saving  shown  by  the  Government 
was  a  genuine  saving,  which  would  be 
effected  by  inducing  men  to  leave  the 
Hospital,  where  they  were  kept  at  great 
expense  to  the  country,  and  go  to  their 
homes,  where  they  were  more  comfort- 
able and  were  maintained  at  a  much 
smaller  expense.  That  was  the  key-note 
of  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Government. 
The  money  they  had  to  spend  would  be 
spent  in  the  way  the  men  liked  beet; 
not  in  keeping  up  a  Hospital  at  a  great 
expense  to  the  country,  and  with  no  spe- 
ci(U  benefit  to  the  men  themselves.  With 
regard  to  Mr.  Lethbridge,  whose  claim 
for  compensation  had  been  mentioned, 
that  gentleman,  up  to  1865,  was  merely 
paid  fees  for  work  done,  like  any  other 
solicitor  employed  by  a  private  client. 
In  1865  he  was  appointed  a  salaried 
officer  at  £500  a  year,  but  it  was  spe- 
cially provided  at  that  time  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  a  personal  one,  giving 
no  claim  to  compensation  or  a  retiring 
allowance.  It  was  true  that  Mr.  Leth- 
bridge was  also  appointed  coutroller  at  a 
salary  of  £500  a  year,  but  that  appoint- 
ment rather  weakened  than  strengttiened 
the  claim,  for  the  office  was  uncommonly 
like  a  sinecure.  In  proof  of  this,  he  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  was  going  to  undertake  the 
duties  without  a  farUiing  of  additional 
remuneration,  while  Mr.  Bristow,  the 
sohcitor  to  the  Admiralty,  was  going  to 
undertake  the  legal  duties,  the  heavy 
part  of  the  work  being  done,  aa  a  rule, 
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by  the  eoKcitors  in  the  North.  How  ■ 
could  the  Government,  under  these  cir- 
cumataneea,  he  asked  to  give  any  com- 
pensation  to  Mr.  Lethhridge?  If  they 
did,  the  Government  would  be  the  only 
body  of  persona  in  the  country  who 
were  not  protected  by  the  black  and 
white  of  a  written  contract?  His  hon. 
Friend  had  complained  that  the  audit 
had  been  proposed  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Treasury  Department.  The  clause 
authoriziag  that  transfer  had  been  re- 
commended by  the  CommisMonerB ;  but, 
on  consideration,  the  Treasury  had 
dropped  that  clause.  He  considered  the 
proposed  measure,  to  use  the  words  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Northumberland, 
economical  and  lenient — economical,  be- 
cause it  made  the  money  go  as  far  as 
possible ;  and  lenient,  because  it  made 
the  money  go  aa  far  aa  posaibL 
direction  in  which  the  recipients  desired 
it  to  go.  He  therefore  confidently  re- 
commended the  measure  to  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  having  been 
on  the  Commission  in  1859  and  1860 
which  considered  the  subject  of  Green, 
wich  Hospital,  and  having  also  been  a 
Member  of  the  late  Government  which 
took  this  matter  into  consideration,  he 
could  not  give  a  silent  vote  upon  it. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  further  in- 
quiry into  the  matter  was  necessary,  be. 
fore  legislation  was  adopted.  The  pre. 
eent  Bfll  carried  oat,  but  not  in  the  way 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners,  cer- 
tain of  the  principles  laid  down  by  thorn, 
but  it  was  directly  in  the  teeth  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  late  Board  of  Admiral^. 
The  Bill  contained  many  points  worthy 
of  acceptance,  and,  if  two  or  three  clauses 
were  omitted,  would  be  of  considerable 
value ;  but  he  thought  that  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  a  measure 
of  this  special  character  could  not  have 
the  attention  it  deserved,  whereas  in  a 
Committee  upstairs  the  whole  thing 
might  be  settled  in  two  days.  The  4th 
clause  was  that — 

"  Tbe  Admirtiltj  miijr,  under  rcgnlationa  to  b« 
from  lime  to  time  made  by  tbem,  tend  an;  noD- 
eommiMloned  offlceri  ar  men   admitted   to   the 
benefila  of  Groenwicb  Hoipital  to  >  naial  hos- 
pirnl  or  inHrmsi?,  to  he  there  maintaioed  d 
cxpeQie  orGraenwioh  HOBpitat." 
But  it  was  necessary  that  a  great 
of  room  should  always  be  kept  in  the 
hospitab  to  meet  sudden  demands  upon 
it.  He  remembered  dose  upon  500  men 
Mr.  Trtvtlyan 


being  sent  to  Haslar  in  one  day,  and 
great  room  would  be  suddenly  required 
in  the  event  of  an  epidemic  like  scarlet 
fever  breaking  out  among  the  boys  upon 
the  training  ship,  because  it  would  be 
very  necessary  to  isolate  such  cases.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Report  of  the  Greenwich 
Hospital  Commission  of  1859  and  1860 
there  were  1,100  and  odd  persons  who 
had  served  in  the  Navy  receiving  relief 
workhouses.  Those  persons  would 
now  have  the  right  to  receive  assistance 
from  Greenwich  Hospital.  With  refer- 
to  the  7th  clause,  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  placing  a  Notice  of  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  because  he  thought 
the  proposition  that — 

"  The  Admiralty  mnj  from  time  to  lime  permit 
Greenwich  Uoipital  or  an;  part  thcTeor,  with  tha 
Appurlenanoea,  to  be  occupied  and  uied  tciopo- 
rariljF  far  the  purposee  of  the  Dnnil  UTvtce  or  of 
nny  department  o(  Her  Mnjeitj'e  GoTernment.or 
iji  public  or  charitable  or  other  owiol  poi^ 

was  going  entirely  beyond  the  puipoaea 
for  which  the  Hospital  was  founded. 
Under  such  a  clause  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  might  entertain  them  all 
to  a  fish  dinner  m  the  Painted  HalL 
In  short,  there  was  no  aort  of  protection 
aa  to  the  use  to  which  the  Hospital 
might  be  put.  His  Amendment,  there- 
fore, would  insert  these  words — 

"  For  nny  charitable  or  benevolent  purpnie  lor 
the  benefit  of  pereone  engaged  In  aeataring  pur- 
raita,  or  tbeir  widowa." 

He  should  propose  that  Amendment  if 
it  should  be  the  decision  of  the  Bouse 
to  consider  the  Bill  in  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Houae ;  but  he  thought  the 
better  course  would  be  to  send  it  to  a 
Committee  upstairs.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  clause  as  to  audit  was  to 
be  altered ;  but  he  should  also  be  glad 
if  the  £16,000  of  which  the  Hospital 
had  been  deprived  was  to  be  given  back 
to  it.  The  reasons  for  giving  fliis  money 
to  the  seamen  of  this  country  were  in- 
disputable. When  the  First  Lord  in- 
troduced his  Bill,  in  1 865,  he  had  joined 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
a  point  which,  perhaps,  the  House  would 
not  remember.  The  Bill,  contrary  to  tha 
opinion  of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  ap- 
propriated a  portion  of  the  money  taken 
from  the  Hospital  to  the  payment  of 
pensions  to  officers.  That  seemed  to  him 
a  wrong  appropriation,  although  it  waa 
a  relief  to  the  country;  the  pensiona 
were  well  deserved,  but  they  ought  not 
to  have  been  paid  from  the  funds  of 
Oieenwich  Hospital.    That  was  entirely 
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different  irora  the  ntisappropriatloii  by 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentjeman  reftiBed 
to  pay  the  GfoTemor  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital his  salary.  That  position  had  al- 
ways been  considered  the  due  reward  of 
the  most  efficient  officer  in  the  Navy. 
"When  Sir  Jamea  Gordon  died  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  selected  as  Governor  a 
most  distinguished  officer,  the  second  in 
command  of  the  Black  Sea  Fleet,  Sir 
Houston  Stewart,  but  instead  of  giving 
kim  £1,000  ayear,  which  the  late  House 
of  Commons  voted  he  should  have,  he 
gave  him  a  sum  of  £1,200,  but  deprived 
him  of  his  good  service  pension  and  all 
his  pay  and  emoluments,  so  that  he  ac- 
tualfy  rewarded  the  distinguished  ser- 
vices of  this  gallant  officer  with  only 
£132  a  year.  That  was  not  carrying 
out  the  spirit  of  generosity  in  which  the 
House  had  determined  that  the  office  of 
Governor  of  Greenwich  Hospital  should 
be  continued.  That  was  not  due  and 
just  economy.  He  therefore  felt  bound, 
as  this  Bill  ratified  that  unjustifiable 
transaction,  to  second  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northum- 
berland (Mr.  Liddell)  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  upstairs. 

Sib  JAMES  EIPHIN8T0NE  said, 
he  rose  to  support  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nortbumberland  (Mr. 
Liddell)  because  the  Bill  appeared  to 
biin  to  be  one  to  confiscate  the  revenues 
of  Greenwich  Hospital.  He  strongly 
disapproved  the  measure,  and  would  give 
it  all  the  opposition  in  his  power.  No 
provision  was  made  for  extending  the 
schools  at  Greenwich,  nor  was  there  any 
provision  made  for  a  girl's  school,  which 
was  urgently  required.  The  deprivation 
of  a  retiring  pension  to  the  controller  he 
thought  a  very  harsh  measure.  But 
the  principles  of  the  Government  were 
principles  of  confiscation.  These  prin- 
dples  pervaded  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government.  It  was  most  unjust  to  de- 
prive the  Governor  of  the  salary  hitherto 
attached  to  the  office,  particularly  when 
they  knew  that  some  of  the  most  distin- 
guished men  in  tie  countiy  had  filled 
that  office.  The  Government  had  de- 
graded the  naval  service  by  reducing 
Sie  pay  of  such  ofBeera  and  depriving 
them  of  their  other  emoluments.  Sir 
Houston  Stewart,  the  distinguished  man 
who  now  filled  the  office  of  Governor, 
had  been  deprived  of  Ms  salary,  and 
was  reduced  to  a  mere  nominal  salary. 
He  (Sir  James  EHphiiiBtone)  had  accom- 
panied that  eminent  man  on  his  appoint- 


ment to  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  his 
inauguration  there  was  more  like  a 
funeral  than  the  reception  to  which  he 
was  entitied.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  committed  that 
day  six  months,  he  should  have  sup- 
ported him. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  expressed  his  hope 
tbat  the  House  would  go  into  Committee 
on  this  Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
!ir  James  Glphinstone)  had  not  ventured 
to  refer  to  any  of  the  clauses  of  tbe  BUI, 
but  rather  to  deliver  a  formal  oration  on 
the  departed  splendour  which  usually 
surrounded  the  installation  of  the  Gover- 
of  Greenwich  Hospital.  The  Act 
of  1865  reduced  the  numbers  from  1 ,500 
to  400,  and  at  the  same  time  took  away 
all  the  duties,  and  he  could  not  feel  much 
surprise  if,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  inauguration  of  the  Governor  was 
rather  a  quiet  affair.  The  only  other 
remark  he  had  to  make  was  that  he  stood 
between  those  who  wished  to  get  £15,000 
more  from  the  Exchequer  for  Green- 
wich, and  those  who  desired  to  deprive 
the  Homital  of  £20,000  a  year  paid  by 
the  Exchequer,  and  that  he  hoped  to 
have  the  assistance  of  each  against  the 
other.  All  the  other  objections  w^^  of 
merest  detail ;  but,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  deal  with  the 
criticisms  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friends 
in  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  diviiUd  .-—Ayes  124 ;  Noes 
43:  Majority  81. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  pu^  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  eontiderei  in  Committee. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported:  aa'amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

ABYSSINIAN  WAR. 
NomwATioN  OF  sei:ect  coumttteb. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Sir  Stafiford  Northcote  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Abyssinian  War." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  IwTB  out  from  Ibe  word  "Thst"  to  the 
end  of  tho  Qusation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  order  [SJ>C  Jana]  that  tbe  Select  Commitles 
on  the  AbjHlnian  War  do  oonsiit  of  nineteea 
Meaib«n  be  dUoharged,"— (ifr.  Onaifiird,) 
— instead  thereof.  „  ' 
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Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  SiiFFOBD  NoTiTBCoti.  Mr.  Grakv  Ttzrr, 
Sir  JoHK  Hit,  Mr.  Siei.t,  Mr.  Eutwice,  Major 
AmoN,  Ur.  CHRiaTOPHER  Dkkiboh,  Hr.  Wditi, 
Mr.  HovEB,  Sir  Patbice  O'Bmtii,  Lord  Elcbo, 
Captain  Beiuuokt,  Mr.  CiUKLEa  Turhee,  Mr. 
Mdhdilli,  Sir  JiuEi  ELPHiiisToni,  Mr.  llouii, 
Colanel  BiRTtELOT,  and  Mr.  Cincliiu,  nominaUd 
other  Mombsra  oF  the  mid  Committee  : — Power 
to  lend  for  persoDl,  papers,  and  reoordi ;  Five  to 
be  the  quorum. 

Home  adjoamed  ata  quarter 
after  Two  o'cloolt. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  25th  Jme,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— PtTBUO  Bii-M— FiV*(  Beading— 
Judicial  Stali<tic>(ScotiaTid}*{IGl). 

Second  Btading  —  Diplomatic  SaUriei,  ie.' 
<ia8). 

Cammillee— Report— Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
ConflrmBtion  *  (134)  ;  Eocleainatieal  Dilapida- 
tions (No.  2)*  (83-U3) ;  Poor  Reiier  (Ireland) 
Act,  1863,  Amendment*  (13J) :  Inam  Landa* 
(143). 

Third  ReaAng — Ojrster  and  Musael  Fisberies 
SupplemenUt  ■  (136) ;  Sea  Fiaheriei  AcC(ieSe) 
Sapplemeot>l*(133  uiipaned). 

RELIGIODS,  EDUCATIONAL,  Ac, 

SOCIETIES     INCORPORATION    BILL. 

(The  Lard  RomxUy.) 

(no.  U6.)    couutttee. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Gonunittee  {on  Jte-commitmtnt) 
read. 

Moved  that  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Conunittee. 

Xx>&D  BOMXLLY  said,  that  he  had  en- 
deaTOured  to  meet  the  objections  pointed 
out  on  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI, 
and  he  hoped  that,  in  its  present  shape, 
it  would  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House.  The  object  of  the  measure  waa 
to  remedy  the  expense  and  inconvenience 
experienced  by  ^most  all  public  institu- 
tions, the  property  of  which  was  vested 
in  trustees,  in  having  to  resort  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  the  appointment 
of  new  trustees.  These  expenses  were 
quite  unnecessaiy  and  bore  very  heavily 
on  the  fiuds  of  charitable  endowments. 


corporations,  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  to  vest  the  property  in  the  institution 
without  the  expense  of  tranemiesion, 
thus  avoiding  all  these  difficulties,  and 

there  were  several  precedents  for  this 
course.  Byan  Act  of  1862  industrial  and 
provident  societies  were  created  bodies 
coiporate,  with  power  to  hold  lands  and 
to  sue  and  be  sued  in  their  corporate 
names;  and  the  Limited  Liability  Act 
allowed  companies,  consisting  of  more 
than  nine  persons,  to  become  a  cor- 
poration, to  sue  and  be  sued  by  their 
corporate  name,  and  also  to  hold  lands 
to  a  limited  extent.  The  Compulsory 
Church  Kates  Abolition  Act  also  gave 
power  to  appoint  Church  Trustees, 
who  were  to  be  a  body  corporate,  but 
were  not  authorized  to  hold  land.  Ap- 
prehensions had  been  expressed  that 
this  Bill  would  interfere  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  statute  of  mortmain  ;  but 
he  had  introduced  clauses  which  en- 
acted that  nothing  in  the  BiU  should 
be  construed  to  eive  fiirther  powers 
in  relation  to  hoMing  land  than  the 
law  already  permitted.  He  had  so 
much  respect  for  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  that  he  should 
not  proceed  with  the  Bill  if  he  took  ob- 
jection to  it,  but  he  hoped  it  would  meet 
with  hie  approval. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  regretted 
that  he  could  not  concur  with  his  nobla 
and  learned  Friend  as  to  the  expedi- 
ency of  his  BilL  He  was  quite  ready 
to  remedy  the  inconvenience  experi- 
enced in  the  transnussion  of  property 
trom  trustee  to  trustee,  from  the  difficul^r 
of  ascertaining  who  had  been  the  former 
trustees,  and  who  were  their  heirs  or 
executors,  and  £rom  the  expense  some- 
times involved  in  effecting  a  transfer ; 
but  he  thought  this  could  have  been  doad 
effectually  and  simply  by  enabling  trus- 
tees &om  time  to  time  to  register  their 
names  with  some  suitable  authority — 
the  Charity  Commisaioners  or  the  Ee- 
gistrar  of  Friendly  Societies — and  to  ob- 
tain a  stamped  certificate  of  such  record. 
Trustees  could  then  be  changed  when 
required  without  imcertainty  and  ex- 
pense. He  could  not  see  his  way  to  the 
mcorporation  of  these  societies.  Hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  adduced 

irecedents  for  this  course ;  but  the  hap- 

lazard  legislation  which  remedied  a  par- 
ticular grievance,  without  considering  its 
effect  ont  be  general  system  of  law,  w&a 
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roach  to  be  deprecated.  Moreorer, 
&esB  Bocieties  desired  incorpetatioD,  they 
coold  already  obtain  it  under  the  Joint 
Stock  Oompanies  Act.  The  Billirould 
enable  ephemeral  socletieB,  ae  was  al- 
ready done  nndOT  that  Act,  to  advertise 
themselves  as  incorporated,  thaa  leading 
unwary  persons  to  suppose  that  they 
were  of  a  stable  dianicter.  He  was 
anxious  at  a  fitting:  opportunity,  which 
he  hoped  might  occur  next  Session,  to 
bring  under  the  consideration 
House  the  expediency  or  inexpediency 
of  allowing  persons,  under  the  name  o£ 
(Parity,  to  perpetuate  the  most  absurd 
and  preposterous  schemes  and  to  tie  up 
property  for  hundreds  of  years ;  while 
persons  who  did  not  profess  to  leave  their 
property  for  charitable  purposes  were  re- 
stricted to  a  Ufe  and  twenfy-one  years.  If 
he  were  not  afraid   of  wearying   their 


name  of  charity.  In  a  recent  case  the 
Court  of  Chancery  had  recognized  as  a 
charity  the  bequest  of  a  man  who  during 
his  lifetime  puDlished  a  number  of  works, 
which  nobody  read,  which  he  supposed 
would  inculcate  certain  religious  and 
moral  doctrines,  and  who  had  left  £300 
a  year  for  ever  to  be  paid  to  a  person 
for  teaohing  and  promoting  his  prin- 
ciples, one  of  ths  conditions  being  that 
the  person  appointed  should  be  in  an  un- 
fortunate couditioa.  Other  cases  equally 
absurd  might  be  instanced,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  see  these  absurd  and  frivolous 
schemes  vested  with  corporate  privileges. 
For  these  reasons  he  could  not  support 
his  nohle  and  learned  Friend's  BilL 

Lord  ROMTLLY  remarked  that  the 
evil  deprecated  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  already  existed  under  the  Joint 
Btock  Companies  Act.  He  would  not 
prees  the  BiU,  but  he  hoped  some  good 
would  result  from  the  discussion  of  the 
question. 

LoBD  CATELNS  pointed  out  that  there 
was  a  marked  difference  under  the  exist- 
ing Act  and  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  former  required,  as  a  condition  of 
incorporation,  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain number  of  shareholders,  who  be- 
came answerable  for  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  and  if  fhey  did  anything  wrong 
the  concern  was  wound  up,  and  they 
were  obliged  to  pay  the  debt* ;  whereas 
the  Bill  prcmoeed  that  a  charitable  so- 
de^  might  become  a  corporate  body  in 
the  eye  of  the  lav,  without  funds  or  di- 
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rectors,  to  be  made  responsible  in  case  of 
wrong  doing. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
draum.) 

Hnm  mdjODmad  >t  a  qnnrter  bcfbra 

Six  o'clock,  to  Mgnda;  neil, 

EIbtbd  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
IHdoy,  25tA  Jwu,  1869. 

MINUTES.]  —  SiuiTT     GDHUTni  —  Salman 

FiiheriM,  nomhiaitd. 
Public   Bills  —  Retoltdian   reporUd  —  Ordtred 

—  FiVjl   Rtading  —  MotrapolitaQ    Board    of 

Work.[Loiini)"[l81]. 
Steond  Reading — Courts  of  JnilioB  SbIitEbb  and 

Fundi  ■  [86], 
ConmitUe  —  Metropolitin    Poor    Act    (1887) 

Amendment*  [53]— B.F.i  Special  BnilB*[]03J 

— B.p.  ;    Sunda]'    and    Ragged    Schools    {re- 

eDmm.)"[170]— HP. 
CammUtei — Report — ImpriBonmeDt  for  Debt  [rt- 

eomm.)     [BS'lTS];      Iniolrsnt    Debtors     and 

Bankruptcy   Repeal*  [134-180];    Finci    and 

Fbbi  Collection  Ire-comta.)*  [1T1]. 
Ctntidend  <u  amended — Bankruptcj  *  [169]; 

Laud  Tax  CcmmiiiianerB'  Namea  ■  [51]  ;  Park 

Gata  Cbapel  Mnrriagei,  Ac*  [111]  ;  Fineiand 

Fbm  Collection  (re-eomm.)  *  [171]. 
Third  BeaiiiHff  —  F\n«»    and    Fees    Colleotion 

(re-eoinm.)*  [171].  andya»frf. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


SOUTH  KEI1.SINGT0N  MUSEUM! 

QUESnOH. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Why  the  brick 
and  terra  cotta  buildings  of  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  in  Exhibition  Bead 
are  not  progressing ;  and  if  any  ulti- 
mate saving  will  be  effected  by  this 
stoppage  of  work  ? 

ffljt.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  repHed  that 
it  was  true  that  these  works  had  been 
stopped  for  the  last  three  months  ;  and 
the  simple  fact  was  Utat  it  was  thought 
necessary,  on  account  of  the  necessities 
of  the  Bevenue,  to  reduce  the  Vote  for 
building  by  £8,500  this  year,  and  it  had 
been  determineil  to  proceed  at  present 
only  with  what  required  immediate 
completion. 
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FRIENDLT  SOCIETIES'  RETURNS. 

qUEBTlON. 

Me.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would 
heg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  be  can  state  bow 
many  so  called  Friendly  Bocieties  exist 
in  England ;  whether  they  are  not 
bound  to  send  to  the  Barrister  at  Law, 
appointed  to  certify  the  Bules  of  Savings 
Bulks,  every  year  a  Statement  of  the 
Funds  of  the  Society ;  and,  how  many 
such  Betuma  were  received  in  1867  and 
1668? 

Mr.  BBUCE,  in  reply,  said,  the  num- 
ber of  registered  and  certified  Friendly 
Societies  was  24,808  ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  quite  right  in  supposing  that 
by  the  Friendly  Societies  Act  certified 
and  enrolled  Societies  were  bound  to 
Bend  to  the  B«gistrar  every  year  a  state- 
ment of  the  Funds  of  the  Societies.  In 
the  year  1867  the  forme  which  were  sent 
out  for  these  Betums  numbered  23,807, 
but  the  number  of  Betams  made  was 
only  10,678.  In  1868  the  forms  sent 
were  23,174,  whilst  those  sent  back  were 
only  11,408 ;  so  that  more  than  half  of 
the  Sodeties  did  not  comply  with  the 

IRELAND-IRISH  FISHERIES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BLA££  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  SeeretajT  to  the  Treasury,  Why  the 
Board  of  Works  have  not,  in  their  Re- 
port on  the  Fisheries  of  Ireland  dated 
18th  May  last,  complied  with  the  112th 
section  of  the  Act  5  and  6  Vic,  c.  106, 
which  directs  that  they  should  make  a 
Beport  of  the  receipt  and  expenditure 
of  any  sums  of  money  which  they  should 
receive  or  expend  under  the  provisions 
of  that  Act ;  and,  why  the  Return  or- 
dered by  the  House  on  the  1 4th  day  of 
June,  of  the  sums  expended  by  the 
Board  of  Works  on  Fishery  Service 
since  1st  Jannary,  1864,  has  not  yet 
been  fiimished? 

Mr.  AYETON  said,  in  reply,  it  ap- 
peared not  to  have  been  the  practice 
for  the  Commissioners  to  publish  the 
account  which  the  hon.  Member 
sired  to  see,  but  why  they  had  nott 
BO  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  not  had  time 
to  ascertain.  He  presumed  that  they 
had  not  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
ont  a  separate  account  for  that  purpose. 
The  accounts,  however,  had  been  under 


preparation  for  some  time ;  but  as  they 
were  not  kept  so  as  to  bring  out  the 
exact  thine  required  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, it  had  been  necessary  to  inquire 
into  the  matter  and  prepare  the  state- 
m^it.  He  hoped  that  it  would  be  ready 
in  a  few  days. 

IMPRISONMENT  FOR   DEBT  BILL. 

(ifr.  AHomeg  Qenetal,  Mr.  Solieilor  Qtneral, 

Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequer.) 

[bill  98.}    ooioirrTEE. 

[Progreat  22nd  Jutte.'^ 

Bill  ootuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  5  (Saving  of  power  of  com- 
mittal for  small  debts). 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  he  rose  to  move 
to  add  to  the  clause  words  proliibiting 
County  Court  Judges  from  sending 
debtors  to  prison  in  respect  of  a  sum  not 
exceeding  20«.  exclusive  of  costs.  He 
found  from  a  R«tum  obtained  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  G^eoi^ 
Grey),  in  1862,  that  there  had  been  com- 
mittals for  twenty  days  for  sums  so 
small  as  Td.  Considering  that  every  one 
of  those  committals  cast  upon  the  countiy 
a  charge  of  10*.,  and  \».  per  day  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  prisoner,  it  was  pro- 
perthat  the  House  should  interfere.  In 
one  case  a  person  had  actually  been  sent 
to  prison  SIX  times  in  order  to  recover  Id. 
and  he  had  thus  put  the  country  to  the 
expense  of  £9.  His  attention  was  di- 
rected to  this  subject  about  ten  years 
ago  by  the  Governor  of  Stafiord  Gaol, 
who  sent  him  a  Return  of  the  persons 
committed  to  that  gaol  by  the  County 
Court  Judges  between  April,  1S57,  and 
April,  1859.  They  were  1,207  in  num- 
ber, and  their  maintenance  cost  the 
county  7».  per  week  for  each  prisoner, 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  £1,412. 
Of  these  1,207  prisoners  fifty  were  com- 
mitted for  debts  under  10«.,  255  for 
debts  nnder  £l,  and  326  for  debts  under 
£2.  Ho  might  add  that  140  of  them 
had  been  committed  at  the  instance  of  a 
tallyman,  of  which  number  twenty-five 
owed  less  than  lOg.,  fifty -nine  less  than 
£1,  forty-four  lees  than  £2,  and  twelve 
less  than  £3.  The  cost  to  the  county  in 
respect  to  these  140  prisoners  was  £136; 
and  the  same  tftUymnn,  he  might  remark, 
had  got  sixty-three  County  Court  debtors 
committed  to  gaol  in  Worcestershire  in 
the  coarse  of  ^e  same  two  yeais.  It  was 
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monstrone  that  siioli  a  power  should  exist, 
and  it  was  obviously  un&ir  to  throw 
upon  the  rate-payers  the  expenee  of 
maintaining  prisoners  of  this  close.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  ui^ed  that  working 
men  themselyee  were  in  favour  of  im- 
prisonment for  very  small  debts ;  but  if 
this  were  so  they  must  surely  have  some 
lilterior  object  in  view,  and,  indeed. 
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had  been  mformed  that  the 


pow 
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imprisonment  for  small  debts  aided  very 
materially  in  supporting  strikes,  by  en- 
abling the  trader  to  give  credit  with 
Bofety.  By  the  old  law  a  creditor,  if  he 
imprisoned  a  man,  had  to  pay  tlie  cost 
of  nis  maintenance.  In  Scotland  there 
could  be  no  imprisonment  for  a  debt 
under  £12  ;  and  in  France  one  native 
oould  not  imprison  another  for  less  than 
SOOf.,  though  he  might  imprison  a  fo- 
reagnerfor  160f. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  tha  end  of  the  CUum,  to  add  the  worda 
"ProtiiJrd  ilwari,  That  the  juritdiotion  bj  tliig 
•nlion  gma  shall  not  bs  exprclied  in  reaprot  of 
a  (Doi  not  exoeeding  [irenij  abillingi,  exctuaive  of 
oott*."--(i/r.  IfMaluin.) 

Me.  NORWOOD  said,  he  did  not 
tJiink  that  any  consideration  of  strikes 
should  influence  the  Committee  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question.  To  adopt 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  depart  from 
a  principle  to  which  the  House  had 
already  given  its  assent,  when  it  decided 
that  there  should  be  no  limit  to  the 
amount  of  tho  debt  for  which  a  man 
might  render  himself  liable  to  imprison- 
ment. Besides,  if  imprisonment  for 
debts  below  20t.  were  altogether  abo- 
lished, the  County  Courts  would  no 
longer  be  the  Poor  Man's  Court;  as 
they  had  been  so  repeatedly  called. 
Something  was  to  be  said  on  the  ground 
of  morals  against  a  proposal  which  prac- 
tically meant  that  a  person  might  swin- 
dle with  impunity  up  to  20i.  If  a  man 
could  pay  and  would  not,  he  ought  to  be 
made  to  pay  wheUier  the  sum  was  £S 
oat  Sd. 

Mil.  BODEN  said,  as  an  extensive 
employer  of  labour,  he  entirely  agreed 
wim  die  Amendment,  bcUeving  that  its 
operation  would  not  bo  likely  to  curtail 
the  credit  of  the  working  classes;  thatthi 


test  t^^ainst  men  being  imprisoned  for 
such  small  snms  as  20s.,  and  he  should 
like  to  see  the  amount  fixed  at  £5,  or 
£12,  as  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  M'CLEAN  said,  he  would  give 
his  strongest  support  to  the  Amendment, 
It  was  a  disgrace  and  a  scandal  that  the 
rate-payers  should  be  obliged  to  main- 
tain these  small  debtors  in  prison  for 
such  trumpery  sums.  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  imprisonment  required  to  be  con- 
sidered on  its  merits.  The  great  argu- 
ment against  its  abolition  was  that  it 
would  put  a  stop  to  credit,  and  mate- 
rially mterfere  with  trade,  but,  as  a 
manufacturer,  he  wished  it  would.  Any 
honest  man  could  get  credit  in  a  legi- 
timate manner  at  any  time,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  work- 
ing .men  if  the  means  for  obtaining 
credit  could  be  limited.  The  tvorking 
men  were  inveigled  into  debt  in  order 
that  the  shopkeepers  might  have  a  hold 
on  them  for  the  continuance  of  their 
custom.  To  curtail  credit  by  abolishing 
imprisonment  for  debt  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  working  classes. 

Sib  HENETHOAEE  said,  he  thought 
the  Bill  should  be  called,  not  a  Bill 
for  the  Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for 
Debt,  but  a  BUI  for  the  Extension  of 
Imprisonment  for  Debt.  Betaining  the 
power  of  imprisonment  in  the  County 
Courts  for  debts  under  £50  the  Bill  be- 
came a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties 
against  the  working  classes.  He  should 
certainly  support  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause it  seemed  to  him  to  contain  at 
least  the  germ  of  justice  to  those  classes. 
The  mechanic  with  a  good  character 
would  always  be  able  to  obtain  Inti- 
mate credit ;  and  it  would  be  an  advan- 
tage if  credit  were  refiised  to  the  man 
whose  character  was  not  good.  It  often 
happened  that  Uie  honest  artizan  was 
drawn  into  debt  by  the  imprudence 
of  his  wife.  He  would  not  send  to 
prison  the  man  whose  wife  or  daughter 
had  obtained  credit  in  his  name.  Ha 
thought  the  exemption  should  extend  to 
£5. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  be  had  always 
objected  to  exceptional  legislation,  and 
he  thought  that,  as  richer  debtors  had 
.bjected  to  the  risk  of  imprison- 


hosestman  would  always  be  able  to  gut  '  ment  in  these  cases,  the  poor  should  be 
credit,  and  that  the  facUity  of  obtaining  J  equally  liable.  No  doubt  the  charge 
credit  was  frequently  a  disadvantage  ,  upon therate-payerswassomething;  but 
rather  than  a  gam  to  the  poor.  He  fdt  |  the  case  was  the  same  as  if  a  person 
it,  at  all  event*,  to  be  hia  duty  to  pro-  was  prosecuted  for  petty  larceny.    Such 
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prosecotioiis  were  inBtituted  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public  at  large,  and  it  vas 
equally  for  the  public  benefit  that  if 
debtors  refused  to  pay,  having  the  means 
to  pay,  they  should  suffer  punishment. 
He  must  remind  hon.  Members  that, 
under  the  clause,  the  Judge  could  not 
imprison  unless  satisfied  that  the  debtor 
had  the  means,  and  irauduleutly  refused 
to  pay  the  debt.  

The  ATTOItNET  GENEBAL  said, 
the  Committee  had  already  decided  in 
favour  of  retaining  imprisonment  for 
debt  in  the  single  case  of  a  man  being 
able  to  pay  and  contumaciously  refusing 
to  pay,  and  he  regretted  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  ^Sir  Heuiy  Hoare) 
statements  which  snowed  that  he  was 
not  acquainted  with  this  Bill  or  with 
tiie  subject.  So  far  fiom  this  being  a 
Bill  of  Fains  and  Penalties  against  the 
working  classes,  it  actually  limited  the 
power  of  imprisonment  which  now  ex- 
isted, under  certain  circumstances,  in  the 
County  Courts,  and  the  same  limitation 
would  apply  to  the  Superior  Courts.  He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Baronet  was  pre- 
sent when  he  explained  this  point.  He 
should  be  glad,  if  he  could  do  so,  to 
abolish  even  this  power  of  imprisonment, 
but  public  opinion  was  not  ripe  for  such 
a  measure.  The  sole  question,  however, 
now  before  the  Committee  was  whether 
the  rule  already  adopted  should  apply 
to  small  debts,  and  whether  a  hard  and 
&et  line  should  be  drawn  at  £1.  He 
submitted  that  no  such  distinction  should 
be  drawn,  and  that  the  same  principle 
applied  whether  the  debt  was  19«.  or 
£l  1«.  He  must,  therefore,  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Mn.  ANDEESON  said,  that  having 
had  eommunicationB  with  some  of  the 
leaders  of  tlie  woridng  classes  here,  he 
could  say  that  they  were  not  in  fiivour 
of  retaining  this  power  of  imprisonment. 
In  its  present  form  the  Bill  was  a  retro- 
grade one.  In  Scotland  there  was  no 
imprisonment  for  debts  under  £12  ;  and 
die  plea  here  that  the  imprisonment  was 
not  for  debt  but  for  contempt  of  Court 
was  a  transparent  fiction,  because  it  was 
impossible  for  County  Court  Judges, 
with  the  immense  amount  of  work  de- 
volving ou  tliem,  to  inquire  so  minutely 
into  cases  as  was  necessary  for  a  just  de- 
cision. He  would  suggest  that  debtors 
under  £2  should  be  exempted  from 
imprisonment , 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  he  also 
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regretted  the  retrt^rade  step  which  had 
been  taken  in  this  matter,  because  the 
fact  was  that  rate-payers  were  really 
called  on  to  pay  in  the  support  of  these 
prisoners  for  the  enforcement  of  a  pri- 
vate contract.  He  asked  the  Attorney 
General  most  earnestly  to  consider  the 
question.  It  seemed  to  be  a  hardship  on 
ihe  rate-x>ayer8  that  they  should  be  called 
on  to  pay  for  the  support  of  debtors  in 
prison,  because  the  creditors  allowed 
them  to  get  into  debt  for  such  small 
amounts. 

Mr.  Aldebman  SALOMONS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
no  debtor  could  suffer  under  the  clause 
except  by  the  sentence  of  a  Judge. 
Among  the  County  Court  Judges  were 
to  be  found  men  of  great  ability  and, 
it  is  fcur  to  presume,  of  great  humanity 
also.  The  County  Court  Judge  con- 
nected with  the  Greenwich  district,  with 
whom  he  had  conversed  on  this  subject 
of  imprisonment,  considered  that  great 
injury  would  result  to  public  morality 
unless  some  power  was  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  County  Court  Judges  to  punish 
the  men  who  were  able  to  pay  their 
debts,  but  who  would  not. 

Mr.  MOBLEY  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  put  an  end  to  imprisonment  for 
debt  at  once  and  for  ever.  It  belonged 
to  the  dark  ages.  He  did  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  beheve  that  the  working 
men  wished  imprisonment  for  debt  to 
be  continued,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  able  to  get  their  small  wants  sup- 
plied. Credit  depended  more  on  cha- 
racter than  on  any  power  in  the  creditor 
of  imprisoning  his  debtor,  and  most 
dealers  were  shrewd  enough  to  know 
whom  to  trust  amongst  working  men. 
He  thought  that  the  system  of  imprison- 
ment was  bad,  because  it  fostered  a 
false  and  pernicious  system  of  credit — 
particularly  at  the  West-end  —  credit 
which  woidd  never  be  given  but  for  the 
existence  of  this  power.  He  believed 
that  there  were  a  number  of  lawyers, 
not  of  the  most  rospoetable  class,  who 
got  their  living  entirely  by  collecting 
debts  which  never  ought  to  have  been 
contracted.  A  tailor  in  a  large  way  of 
business  had  some  time  since  refused  to 
sign  a  Petition  gainst  the  abohtion  of 
imprisonment  for  debt,  because  he  said 
it  was  high  time  something  should  be 
done  to  put  an  end  to  the  present  system 
of  unsound  credit.  It  had  been  justly 
said  that  a  County  Court  Judge  was  sot 
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the  best  man  to  jud^  of  a  debtor's 
ability  to  pay ;  and,  at  all  events,  before 
be  made  an  order  of  impriBonment,  be 
ebould  be  satiBfied  that  it  was  in  tbe 
power  of  the  debtor  to  discharge  the 
debt.  He  believed,  however,  that  the 
people  were  not  quite  prepared  for  the 
entire  abolition  of  impneonment  for 
debt,  and  therefor©  he  thought  the  next 
best  thing  would  be  to  support  the  pro- 
poaition  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  and  he 
noped  his  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  M'Mahon) 
woiUd  not  divide  the  House  against  it. 

Mb.  STAPLETON  said,  there  was 
some  force  in  the  argument  that  the 
rate-payers  would  have  to  bear  the  ex- 
pense of  enforcing  small  contracts. 

Ma.  BICHA£DS  said,  that  while 
the  Amendment  would  not  prevent  de- 
cent men  from  getting  legitimate  credit, 
it  would  put  a  stop  to  the  practice  of 
giving  undue  credit  to  improvident  work- 
men. He  knew  that  the  bulk  of  the 
convictions  in  Staffordshire  were  ob- 
tained by  packmen  against  poor  men, 
who  suffered  with  their  familteB  fiom  a 
e^stem  of  reckless  credit.  A  man  in 
his  own  employ  was  sumntoned  for  a 
debt  of  4#.  contracted  by  his  wife.  To 
avoid  losing  5«.  wages  be  did  not  ap- 
pear, and  the  residt  was  that  be  was 
sent  to  prison,  and  he  and  bis  family 
lost  mauypounds  which  he  would  have 
earned.  He  hoped  the  Committee  would 
adopt  the  Amendment. 

Mh.  west  said,  that  in  consideration 
of  the  fact  that  general  opinion  was  pro- 
gressing in  favoiv  of  total  abolition  of 
miprisonment  for  small  debts,  he  thought 
it  would  be  inexpedient  to  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  ^  becausehe  objected 
to  the  whole  system  of  imprisonment  for 
debt ;  and  he  feared  the  Judge  would  be 
unable  to  ascertain  with  certainty  whe- 
ther a  man  could  orcould  not  pay.  If  a 
small  debtor  had  property,  let  it  be 
seized;  but  to  threaten  him  with  im- 
prisonment was  most  unwise,  because  if 
he  paid  to  the  order  of  the  Court  he 
woiud  most  hkely  do  aoby  gettingcredit 
elsewhere,  and  thus  let  another  trades- 
man in  for  it.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  became  of  all  the  orders  that  were 
issued.  He  believed  that  in  most  cases 
the  result  was  that  the  parish  had  to 
keep  the  man's  wife  and  family. 

Me.  RUSSELL  GUENEY  said,  that 
his  experience  as  president  of  a  Small 
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Debts  Court  was  that  three-fourths  of 
the  orders  for  payment,  on  pain  of  im- 
prisonment,  produced  the  money  before 
the  Court  rose. 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  he  desired  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  in  deference 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General, 
who,  he  believed,  was  working  diligently 
to  secure  the  end  he  had  in  view,  and 
who,  in  due  time,  would  doubtless  take 
the  initiative  in  the  matter. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  29; 
Noes  177  :  Majority  H8. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  6  to  11  indusive,  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  (D)  12  (Penalty  on  fraudulently 
obtaining  credit,  &e). 

Mr.  Serjuant  SIMON  objected  to 
the  clause  as  going  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  and  creating  a  new  claiss  of 
criminal  offences  incidentally  in  a  mea- 
sure which  did  not  propose  to  deal  with 
the  Criminal  Law  generally.  He  parti- 
cularly objected  to  sub-section  2  of  the 
clause,  which  subjects  any  person  to  a 
penalty  "If  he  has  wilfully  contracted 
any  debt  or  hability  without  having  bad 
at  the  time  a  reasonable  expectation  of 
being  able  to  discharge  the  same."  Any 
thoughtless,  but — it  may  still  be — re- 
spectable young  man  who  got  in  debt 
might,  he  contended,  under  such  a  pro- 
vision as  that,  be  arraigned  before  a  ma- 
gistrate at  any  moment  on  a  criminal 
charge. 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  said, 
be  proposed  that  sub-section  2  should 
be  struck  out.  He  did  not  concur,  how- 
ever, with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr,  Seneant  Simon)  on  the  dis- 
tinction which  he  sought  to  establish 
between  bankrupts  and  those  who  were 
not  bankrupts,  so  far  as  the  fraudulent 
contraction  of  debt  were  concerned. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  wished  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  system  of  ' '  kite-flying"  by 
means  of  accommodation  bills,  which 
did  not  represent  real  transactions,  and 
which  had  been  strongly  reprobated 
from  the  Bench.  Thii-ty-two  Cbambera 
of  Commerce  in  February  unanimously 
resolved  that  any  measure  dealing  with 
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the  relationi  tetween  debtor  and  cre- 
ditor ought  to  proTide  for  the  punieh- 
ment  of  persons  putting  bills  of  this 
kind  into  circulation.  He  did  not  wish 
to  put  a  stop  to  any  hondjide  transac- 
tiona,  but  simply  to  check  the  practice- 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  a  growing  one — of 
drawing  and  accepting  bills  which  were 
really  fictitious  and  &audulent.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  in  dans©  12,  after 
line  31,   to  insert  the  following    sub- 
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Clatue  13  amended  and  agr*»i  to. 
Clause  14  (Order  by  court  for  prosecu- 
tion on  report  of  trustee). 

Mr.  MORLET  moved  in  page  7,  line 
3,  to  leave  out  "  the  Court  may"  and 
insert — 

Or  where  the  Coort  i(  Mtiifted  apon  the  n- 

wdUIIod  of  uif  creditor   or  inipeolor   thrt 

there  ii  groand  to  be1ie*e  that  the  banknipl  bu 

been  cuiltf  of  >□;  iMeaen  noder  thi>  Act,  the 


"If  he  hki,  iritbin  four  monthe  befbre  hii 
bftbkrnptcr,  put  iota  circulation  and  used  thspro- 
eeads  of  billi  drawn  or  acoepCed  bj  blni.  for  whioh 
full  Talua  faat  not  been  receirsd,  and  whi«h  biUi, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  jurj,  are  flctitioas  or  ao- 
eointnodation  billa." 

The  ATTOEKEY  GENEEAL  said, 
lliat  the  same  proposition  had  already 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  Norwood),  and  the  Committee  de- 
cided that  they  would  not  entertain  it. 
He  maintained  that  a  great  number  of 
accommodation  bills  were  perfectly  ge- 
nuine ;  and  if  credit  was  obtained  under 
false  pretences  by  acoonunodation  bills, 
or  any  other  means,  that  ease  was  pro- 
vided for  in  (mother  part  of  the  Bill. 
He  could  not  agree  to  ike  Amendment. 

Mb.  G.  GKEGOET  said,  that  they 
were  now  dealing  with  a  BUI  for  the 
Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for  Debt,and 
not  for  an  extension  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
and  he  thought  they  had  gone  quite  fai 
enough  in  that  direction. 

Mb.  HENTiEY  said,  that,  considering 
the  authority  &om  which  the  Amend- 
ment proceeded,  it  was  a  curious  illus- 
tration of  the  morality  of  the  present 
day,  of  die  way  in  which  success  or 
failure  was  now  looked  on  as  creating 
right  or  wrong.  If  the  issue  of  an  ac 
commodation  bill  was  dishonest,  wh] 
should  they  not  declare  it  so  absolutely ' 
But,  according  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  it  was  only  a 
crime  when  unsuoc^esfid — namely,  in  the 
case  of  a  bankrupt. 

Mb.  BABNEIT  said,  that  many  doubt- 
ful transactions  were  carried  on  that 
were  not  discovered ;  but,  if  those  eu' 
gaged  in  them  could  not  be  subjected 
to  punishment,  it  was  desirable,  at  all 
events,  that  there  should  be  some  means 
by  which  the  reprobation  of  society 
might  be  ezpressed  with  respect  to  st  ' 
inmviduals. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 
Clause  agree  A  fe. 
Mr.  Bmnn 


Ooart'ihal'l,  if  It  appean  to  the  Court  that  tben 
ii  a  reatonable  probabiUt;  iim%  tbe  bankrupt  najr 
Im  oonrieted." 

The  object  of  this  proposal  was  to  ensure 
the  certainty  of  prosecution,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  the  iscretion  of  the  Court ; 
for  it  had  been  found  that  that  discre- 
tion was  sometimes  used  to  the  disad- 

jitage  of  the  creditore. 

The  attorney  QENEEAL  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  adopt  the  Amend- 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  Sebjeast  SIMON  swd,  he  had 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  which  he 
diought  would  meet  the  drcumstancea 
ofthe  case  far  better  than  Clauses  Hand 
15,  by  providing  that — 

"  Where  it  ihall  appear  to  tha  traitse  la  tuj 
bankruptcy  that  a  bankrupt  haa  been  guittj  of  any 
under  Ihii  Act,  the  tnutee  ihill  report 
le  to  the  court  hafing  jariidiotion  in  llie 
hantmplcf,  and  if  it  ahall  appear  to  tbe  aatiaEu- 
tion  of  the  conrt,  or  it  in  the  courae  of  any  pit"  - 
oeedjngi  in  anj  bankraptey  it  ahalt  at  any  lime 
apprar  t«  tha  •atiafactian  of  tha  court  that,  lta< 
bankrupt  liai  been  guilty  of  any  oETenae  nadir 
thii  Act,  and  tfaat  there  i>  a  reaHinable  proba- 
bility of  procuring  *  conriotion  for  the  aame,  the 
court  thall  order  the  regialrar  of  each  oonrt  to 
proteonte  the  bankrupt  for  inoh  oflenoe,  aad  tbe 
regirtrnr  shall,  upon  auoh  order  being  made  be 
bound  to  proiecute  the  bankrupt  aceonliagly  at 
the  next  auiiea  for  the  county  or  plaea  within 
whioh  the  jorirfic  lion  of  the  Court  wholly  or  in 
part  extendi,  or,  if  in  the  London  diittie^  In  the 
Central  Criminal  Conrt." 

He  thought  it  much  better  that  where  a 
prosecution  was  instituted  it  should  be 
conducted  by  the  Beg^strar  of  the  Court, 
who  would  supply  the  place  of  a  pubUc 
prosecutor,  rather  than  by  the  trustee 
or  any  of  tiie  creditors. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  might  now  state 
his  reasons  for  proposing  the  clause,  but 
it  could  only  be  brouwit  up  after  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  had  been  gone 


his  oJftuse  preferable ;  but  if  the  Attorney 
General  was  of  a  diSerent  opinion,  and 
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thonslit  the  Amendment  of  the  faon. 
Mentber  for  Bristol  (Ur.  Morle;)  on  the 
previous  clause  vas  euffideat,  he  would, 
of  course,  give  way. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Glauses  16  and  17  agrted  to. 

Clause  18  (Quarter  SesaionB  to  have 
jurisdiction  in  respect  of  offences  under 
Act). 

Mb,  west  said,  the  proposition  con- 
tained in  that  section  was  one  of  a 
somewhat  norel  and  startling  character. 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  had  never 
had  jurisdiction  in  Bankruptcy  cases,  and 
he  was  afraid  they  would  not  be  compe- 
tent to  deal  satisfEictorily  with  protracted, 
dIfKcult,  and  complicated  qaeBtfona,  such 
as  would  be  brought  before  them  under 
the  Bill.  He  beUered,  moreover,  that 
Chairmen  of  Courts  of  Quarter  SesBions 
generally  would  be  extremely  unwilling 
to  have  those  new  fimctiona  imposed  on 
them. 

BfB.  Alsebhan  SALOMONS  said,  he 
concurred  in  thinking  that,  as  these 
cases  were  often  of  a  very  complicated 
nature,  it  would  be  most  inconvenient 
that  they  should  be  tried  before  Chair- 
men of  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions.  He 
hoped  that  the  Attorney  General  would 
see  fit  to  withdraw  the  danse. 

Mb.  HENIiEY  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Attorney  General  would  see  fit  to 
keep  the  clause  in  the  Bill,  a  course 
which,  on  consideration,  would  seem 
reasonable.  He  hoped  that  all  these 
cases  would  go  before  a  magistrate  in 
the  first  instance.  Those  cases  which 
were  at  all  oomphcat«d  ought  to  go  to 
the  Assizes  and  the  Superior  Courte ; 
but  there  were  many  of  them  of  a  simple 
and,  it  might  be,  a  very  fraudulent 
nature,  such,  for  example,  as  the  burn- 
ing of  books.  Many  of  the  persons  ac- 
cused of  those  misdemeanours  might  be 
very  humble  people,  wholly  unable  to 
get  baO,  in  which  event  theymight  have 
to  lie  in  prison  seven  or  eight  months 
before  they  were  tried,  if,  as  might  hap- 
pen, there  were  no  winter  Assizes.  For 
that  reason  the  jurisdiction  given  in  the 
clause  should  exist 

Thb  ATTOENET  GENEEAIi  said, 
he  thought  the  grounds  put  forward  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Henley)  were  quite  conclurive  in  favour 
of  that  clause,  which  would  conduce 
both  to  the  speedy  and  the  economical 
administration  of  justit^e.  Not  one  in 
fifty  of  these  cases  would  be  complicated ; 


and,  moreover,  he  hoped  by  that  Bill 
to  get  rid  of  nine  out  of  ten  of  the 

guzzling  l^ial  perplexities  connected  with 
le  present  Bankruptcy  Law.  Again, 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  now  tried 
oases  of  obtaining  money  and  goods  on 
fclse  pretences  ;  and  why  could  they  not 
equally  well  try  cases  of  obtaining  credit 
upon  false  pretences  ?  He  was  surprised 
to  hear  an  objection  taken  which  implied 
a  reflection  upon  the  Chairmen  of  uiose 
Gourta. 

Mb.  Aldrbmam  LUBE  said,  he  should 
support  the  clause.  The  absence  of  a 
"  bar  "  from  those  Courts  was  not,  as 
some  legal  Gentlemen  supposed,  neces- 
saiily  a  disadvantage. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreti  to. 

Clauses  19  to  24,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Then  several  new  clauses  added. 

House  reiumtd. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
aidered  upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of 
the  clock,  and  to  "ba  printed.    [BiU  179.] 


Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

AGRICULTURAL   LABOURERS. 

BEaOLUnOK. 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  calling  attention 
to  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
women  and  children  employed  in  agri- 
culture, said,  that  this  Commission  had 
been  described  as  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant ever  issued  by  Her  Majesty,  and 
he  was  certaiu  that  no  similar  investiga- 
tion had  ever  been  carried  on  by  a  more 
able  body  of  Assistant  CommisBioners. 
The  Commission  would  not  complete  its 
labours  before  the  end  of  the  present 
Session,  but  enough  had  been  done,  and 
a  Buf&cient  number  of  counties  had  been 
examined,  to  enable  hon.  Members  to 
form  some  accurate  concludons  as  to  the 
general  condition  of  agricultural  labour- 
ers throughout  the  country.  In  the  first 
place,  their  education  generally  was  most 
uusatisiactory ;  secondly,  their  wages 
were  most  inadequate  ;  and,  .thirdly, 
their  cottages  were  often  iu  the  most 
miserable  condition.  The  two  latter 
conclusions  were  matters  as  te  which  it 
wa.'i  hardly  possible  by  direct  Parlia- 
TJ  2 
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mentaiy  interference  or  control  to  im- 
prOT6  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
claBses ;  but  the  House  could  exercise 
a  most  important  indirect  influence  upon 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes, 
by  improving  the  education  which  they 
received,  for  it  had  been  conclusively 
Bhown  that  improved  education  invari- 
ably led  to  higher  wages.  Mr.  Henley, 
one  of  the  Aseiatant  Commissioners, 
speaking  of  North  Northumberland,  said 
that  although  some  of  the  cottagea  of 
the  present  time  were  not  so  good  as 
they  ought  to  be,  yet  the  landlords  were 
beginning  to  discover  that  it  was  as  ne- 
cessary to  have  good  cottages  upon  the 
farms  as  to  have  good  farm  buildings, 
because  the  labourers  would  not  engage 
themselves  where  the  cottages  were  bad. 
The  result  of  the  better  education  of  the 
labourers  would  be  that  good  cottages 
would  be  provided.  Anotter  Assistant 
Commissioner,  the  Rev.  ilr.  Fraeer, 
speaking  of  the  wants  of  the  country  as 
regarded  education,  said  that  the  draw- 
backs to  education  consisted  of  a  defi- 
ciency in  the  supply  of  schools,  the  early 
withdrawal  of  the  children  from  scbools, 
and  their  irregular  attendance ;  and  that 
the  last  two  were  more  power&l  causes 
of  ignorance  than  the  first.  He  felt 
bound  to  admit  that  there  was  no  great 
or  general  deficiency  in  the  supply  of 
schools  for  the  rural  districts,  and  that 
ttiis  was,  in  a  great  measure,  owing  to 
the  extraordinary  exertions  and  wonder- 
fiil  self-sacrifice  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Mr.  Fraser,  Mt. 
Stanhope,  and  the  other  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, pointed  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment schools  were  not  sufficient  to  secure 
the  education  of  the  rural  districts  if 
there  existed  so  active  a  demand  for 
juvenile  labour  as  to  cause  the  early 
withdrawal  of  the  children.  In  Spalding 
there  were  two  most  excellent  schools, 
and  yet  the  labourers  who  were  living 
within  a  mile  of  the  schools  were  grow- 
ing up  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  ignor- 
ance, because  the  children  were  taken 
away  from  school  at  the  early  age  of 
seven  or  eight.  If  those  evils  were 
likely  to  cure  Uiemselves,  he  would  say 
"  Wait,"  because  he  looked  upon  legis- 
lative interference  as  of  itself  an  evil. 
He  would  prefer  to  see  the  people  of 
this  country  educate  themselves  by  their 
own  efforts,  and  without  any  intervention 
on  the  part  of  the  State.  If,  however, 
the  demand  for  juvenile  labour  were  in- 
creasing, and  children  continued  to  be 
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withdrawn  from  school  at  these  early 
ages,  a  remedy  must  be  applied,  and 
none  had  been  suggested  except  some 
kind  of  legislative  interference.  Was 
the  evil  increasing  or  diminishing  ?  Mr. 
Stanhope  said  he  had  been  informed 
that  the  evil  of  an  early  withdrawal 
from  school  was  increasing.  Twenty 
years  ago  it  was  common  for  children  to 
remain  at  school  until  they  were  eleven 
or  twelve  years  old,  but  now  children  in 
the  samo  districts  were  taken  away  at 
the  early  age  of  eight.  He  had  found 
as  the  result  of  his  inquiries  that  the 
old  men  often  read  better  than  the  young 
men,  and  when  he  asked  an  old  man 
the  reason  he  was  told  that  twenty,  thirty, 
or  forty  years  ago,  there  was  more  sur- 
plus labour  in  the  rural  districts  and  less 
demand  for  juvenile  labour,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  boys  were  sent  to 
school  to  be  out  of  the  way.  It  might 
be  said  that  compulsory  education  was 
anti-Enghsh,  but  the  time  for  this  plea 
had  passed  by.  The  great  Conservative 
party,  by  an  Act  which  did  them  signal 
and  permanent  honour,  for  ever  de- 
stroyed that  plea  twenty  years  ago.  They 
imposed  compulsory  education  upon  the 
manufacturers,  and  they  must  not  be 
surprised  if  when,  instead  of  the  evils 
which  had  been  predicted,  infinite  good 
had  resulted  fr«m  this  legislation,  the 
manufacturers  in  their  turn  said — "  We 
wiU  do  our  best  to  confer  upon  your  in- 
dustry the  good  you  have  cooferred  upon 
ours,  and  we  will  impose  compulsory 
education  upon  the  agricultural  industry 
of  the  country."  The  late  Government 
extended  the  Factory  Acts  to  eveiy 
branch  of  industry  except  agriculture. 
The  law  as  to  manufacturing  industry 
was  that  no  child  should  be  employed 
until  it  was  eight  years  old,  ana  that 
between  eight  and  thirteen  no  child 
should  be  employed  unless  it  attended 
school  for  so  many  hours  of  the  day. 
The  question  then  arose,  what  was  the 
best  form  that  legislative  interference,  if 
it  were  inevitable,  could  assume.  Com- 
pulsory education  had  been  apphed  in 
two  different  forms.  The  general  rule 
was  that  no  child  under  thirteen  should 
be  employed,  unless  it  attended  school, 
for  thirteen  hours  in  the  week.  That 
was  called  the  half-time  system  ;  but, 
in  printworks,  there  was  an  excep- 
tion, because  the  children  employed  in 
those  works  must  attend  school  for  so 
many  hours  in  the  year.  The  system  he 
referred  to  was  known  as  the  so-many- 
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lioure-a-year  ^stem.  No  oue  could  deny 
that,  with  many  deficiencies,  the  liall- 
time  eyatem  had  been  a  great  and  an 
extraordinary  BuccesB ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  no  one  could  deny  tliat  tlie  educa- 
tional clauses  of  the  PnntwoTks  Act  had 
been  a  complete  and  a  disastrous  iailure. 
All  the  School  Inspectors  who  bad  in- 
TOBtigated  the  subject  pronounced  against 
the  educational  provisions  of  the  Print- 
works Act.  Mr.  Homer,  a  man  of  ex- 
perience and  authority,  said  that  they 
were  a  delusion  and  a  sham ;  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  had  unani- 
mously pronounced  against  them ;  and 
BO  defective  had  they  proved  to  be  that 
the  Government  bad  already  issued  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 
The  conclusion  woe  thus  arrived  at,  &at, 
while  the  half-time  system  had  been  a 
great  success,  the  Printworks  Act  had 
been  a  great  failure.  Tbe  reason  was 
not  difficult  to  underetand ;  for  it  bad 
been  proved  that  a  child  who  was  at 
school  half  his  time  and  at  work  the 
other  balf  worked  better  and  leomt 
better  than  one  who  was  at  work  his 
whole  time  or  at  school  his  whole  time. 
If  you  Bimply  enforced  the  condition  of 
attending  school  bo  many  timeB  a  year, 
the  school  attendance  might  be  crammed 
into  three  months,  and  me  child  might 
be  at  work  for  nine  months,  during 
which  time  he  would  forget  all  he  had 
learnt  during  the  three  months.  The 
Assistant  Commissioners  pointed  out  the 
great  difficulty  of  applying  the  half-time 
system,  or  any  modification  of  it,  to 
agriculture.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  whether  there  were  not  greater 
disadvantages  associated  with  any  other 
possible  scheme  ?  It  was  impossible  to 
impose  legislative  interference  upon  any 
branch  of  industry  without  occasioning 
some  temporajy  disturbance  of  it,  and 
no  scheme  could  be  devised  that  would 
not  involve  some  trouble  to  the  farmer, 
and  some  apparent  hardship  to  the  la- 
bourer. Ilie  question  was,  whether 
these  inconveniences  wonld  not  be  a 
hundred  times  compensated  for  by  the 
advantages  that  would  ensue?  The  Com- 
missioners seem  to  think  that  if  it  was 
forbidden  to  employ  a  child  in  agricul- 
ture until  he  had  attained  the  age  of  ten, 
a  sufficient  amount  of  education  might 
by  that  time  have  been  acquired  ;  but 
he  differed  from  that  conclusion,  because 
the  slender  education  acquired  at  that 
age  would  soon  paas  away.  If  a  law 
were  passed  to  say  tliat  no  child  under 


ten  should  be  employed  in  agriculture, 
what  security  was  there  that  it  would  be 
sent  to  school?  Hitherto  we  bad  not 
adopted  the  principle  of  exercising  any 
interference  with  regard  to  those  who 
were  not  at  work  ;  our  interference  had 
been  confined  solely  to  those  who  were 
at  work  ;  and,  unless  wo  had  some  secu- 
rity that  a  child,  who  was  forbidden  to 
be  at  work  in  agriculture  until  be  was 
ten  years  of  age,  was  at  school,  instead 
of  conferring  a  benefit  upon  such  a 
child  by  the  prohibition,  we  should  in- 
flict upon  it  a  great  injuiy.  Again, 
what  guarantee  was  there  Uiat  such  a 
child  would  not  be  sent  to  work  in  some 
other  industiy  to  which  the  same  re- 
striction did  not  apply?  We  did  not 
look  after  that  class  of  chUdren  which 
was  neither  at  school  nor  at  work.  Pro- 
hibition would  be  a  very  good  thing  if 
it  were  ap^ed  to  every  industry  in  the 
country.  They  were  promised  next  year 
an  excellent  system  of  education,  and  he 
should  like  to  see  a  general  enactment, 
applying  to  every  branch  of  industry, 
that  no  child  should  go  to  work  until  he 
was  ten,  and  that  between  the  ages  of 
ten  and  thirteen  a  certain  amount  of 
school  attendance  should  be  enforced. 
He  would  also  insist  upon  a  reversal  of 
our  present  extraordinaiy  policy,  for  wb 
said  to  thrifty  people — "If  you  send  a 
boy  to  work  until  he  is  fifteen,  we  will 
enforce  certain  vigorous  restrictions,  and 
you  shall  be  compelled  to  send  him  to 
school;"  while,  u  parents  were  so  de- 
graded and  debased  as  neither  to  send 
him  to  school  nor  to  work,  we  gave  them 
perfect  immunity  and  left  them  to  do  aa 
they  liked.  It  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  our  industrial  legislation 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  uniform, 
for  if  we  had  different  sets  of  restrictions 
applying  to  different  industries,  parents 
would  put  their  chUdren  to  those  in  which 
the  restrictions  were  the  least  onerous. 
The  effect  would  be  to  disturb  the  na- 
tural flow  of  labour,  and  possibly  to  in- 
flict a  grave  and  serious  injury  upon  the 
country.  The  prohibition  of  field  labour 
to  those  under  ten,  and  the  enforcing  of 
a  certain  amount  of  school  attendance 
between  ten  and  thirteen,  would  be  a 
great  improvement  on  the  present  sys- 
tem ;  but  Lord  Shaftesbury's  remedy — 
the  exaction  of  a  certain  number  of 
hours  of  school  attendance  in  a  year — 
was  a  plan  open  to  the  objection  that  it 
was  analogous  to  that  embodied  in  the 
educational  provisions  of  the  Printworks 
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Act,  vhich  had  been  unanimoiisH'  con- 
demned. The  noble  Lord  the  l^ember 
for  the  West  Bidine  (Lord  Frederick 
CaTondisb),  trho  would  second  the  Mo- 
tion, would  suggest  a  plan  somewhat 
different — namely,  that  we  should  re- 
quire  so  many  continuouB  weeks'  attend- 
ance during  the  year.  That  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  matter  of  greater  import- 
ance than  a  certain  number  of  hours' 
attendance;  and  this  appeared  to  be  the 
best  plan  that  could  be  adopted,  if  it 
was  found  that  any  modmcation  of 
the  half-time  system  was  impractic- 
able. Was  it  practicable  ?  The  best 
modification  which  he  had  heard  sug- 
gested was  that  which  was  known  as 
the  alternate  day  system ;  and  we  had 
most  valuable  practicable  experiei 
guide  US.  It  had  been  tried  for 
years  by  Mr.  Paget,  of  Nottingham, 
under  what  had  been  described  as  ex- 
ceptional circumstances,  in  which,  how- 
ever, he  could  discover  nothing  that  was 
exceptional ;  and  Mr.  Stanhope,  one  of 
the  Assistant  Commissioners,  who  had 
carefolly  investigated  the  results,  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  they  were 
eminently  satisfactory.  That  gentleman 
distinctly  stated  that  children  who  were 
at  school  and  at  work  on  alternate  days 
■were  better  fitted,  &om  their  increased 
intelligence,  for  agricultural  operations 
than  ^ose  who  had  been  continually  at 
work  or  continually  at  school.  Alternate 
work  and  school  seemed  to  relieve  each 
other  and ;  aa  far  as  Mr.  Stanhope  could 
discover,  children  who  were  educated 
upon  this  alternate  day  system  when 
they  left  school  at  thirteen  were  quite  as 
forward  as  children  who  had  been  at 
school  continuously.  Mr.  Stanhope  had 
received  twenty  letters  from  employers 
who  had  taken  these  alternate  day  chil- 
dren, and,  without  a  single  exception, 
they  gave  them  the  highest  character, 
and  spoke  in  the  strongest  possible 
terms  of  the  advantages  of  the  ^stem. 
He  fiirther  aaid  that  the  education  had 
been  sufficiently  good  to  be  retained — 
that  he  had  seen  as  many  aa  twenty 
letters  written  by  persona  who  had  taken 
advanta^  of  this  system  of  education 
for  a  limited  period  when  they  were 
under  ten  years  of  age,  and  that  it  was 
impoBsible  to  see  better  or  more  admir- 
ably-written letters  among  persons  of 
the  same  class.  Having  therefore  that 
practical  experience  to  guide  them,  they 
were  entitled  to  say  that  the  alternate  day 
system,  if  it  could  be  applied,  would 
Jfr.  Faacatl 


work  satisfactorily  and  bring  ont  re- 
markable results.  What  were  the  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  its  adoption  ?  It 
was  urged  that  it  would  greatly  limit 
the  nimiber  of  children    employed  in 

Jiculture,  and  thus  produce  a  scarcity 
labour.  That  apprehended  scarcity 
of  labour  was,  he  thought,  more  ima- 
ginary, than  real ;  and  by  making  some 
slight  change  in  the  management  of  his 
farm,  the  farmer  might  easily  overcome 
that  difliculty.  The  utmost  evil  that 
could  occur  would  be  that  he  would  have 
to  employ  occasionally  a  lad  of  fifteen  or 
sixteen,  where  he  used  to  employ  a  boy 
of  ten  or  eleven  more  frequently.  But 
the  most  formidable  difficulty  of  all  in 
r^ard  to  legislative  interference  with 
agricultural  labourers  was  their  poverty. 
That  difficulty  applied  with  very  un- 
equal force  to  different  parts  of  the 
country,  for  in  no  branch  of  industiy 
was  there  so  much  variation  in  wages  aa 
in  agriculture.  In  Wiltshire  or  Dorset- 
shire the  agricultural  labourer  earned 
9«.  or  10s.  a  week,  and  in  Lancashire, 
Yorkshire,  or  Northumberland,  I6».  or 
17».  The  difference  in  the  rat«  of  wages 
in  those  counties  was  not  accidental,  but 
permanent.  Wages,  especially  in  the 
worst-paid  agricmtural  districts,  were 
not  controlled  by  the  general  demand 
and  supply  of  the  labour  market,  but  by 
the  pecubar  circumstances  of  the  imme- 
diate locality.  In  Northumberland  they 
could  introduce  the  half-time  system  to- 
morrow into  many  parts  of  that  county 
without  cauong  any  hardship  to  the  la- 
bourers,  many  of  whom  never  thought  of 
letting  Uieir  children  go  to  work  till  they 
were  eleven  or  twelve  years  old.  Indeed, 
as  Mr.  Henley  remarked,  a  great  zeal  for 
education  existed  there  among  the  pea- 
santiy,  who  would  probably  welcome 
legislative  interference.  But  let  him 
take,  on  the  other  hand,  the  extreme 
case  of  the  poorest  labourer  in  Dorset- 
shire or  Wiltshire,  and  consider  how 
legislative  interference  would  affect  him. 
The  loss  even  to  him  would  not  be  so 
great  as  at  first  si^ht  it  appeared.  If 
they  placed  reetriotions  on  juvenile  la- 
bour they  diminished  its  supply  and  in- 
creased its  price.  In  the  worst-paid 
counties  of  iSigland  wages  always  were 
what  Mr.  Sicardo  called  "minimum" 
wages,  or  the  lowest  amount  on  which  it 
waspossibloforamiuitolive.  Thewages 
in  those  counties  fluctuated  with  the  price 
of  wheat.  Two  yeaA  ago  the  wages  paid 
in  Wiltshire  rose  to   11*.  a  week  be- 
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caase  wheat  was  dear.    lu'the  following 

J  ear,  in  couAequence  of  a  bountifU 
arveflt,  tha  wages  were  reduced  to  the 
old  standard  of  9*.  or  10(.  a  week.  Now, 
the  oircuniBtances  of  a  fine  harvest 
ought  not,  according  to  the  accepted 
principles  of  political  economy,  to  make 
one  iota  of  difference  in  the  standard  of 
wages.  But  what  was  the  case  on  the 
occasion  referred  to?  The  farmers  of 
Wiltshire  talked  over  the  sabjeot  in  the 
market.  'Sh.etj  said  that  last  year  their 
labourers  received  lis.  wages  because 
the  loaf  was  dear ;  the  loaf  was  now  re- 
dooed  in  price,  and,  consequently  their 
labourers  could  afford  to  do  with  less 
wages.  The  labourers  accepted  that  re- 
duction because,  being  too  ignorant  to 
migrato  to  dletricts  where  wages  were 
hi^er,  they  felt  they  could  not  help 
tkemselves.  Now  what  wotdd  take 
place  if  Parliament  placed  some  restric- 
tions upon  the  labour  of  children  ?  It 
would  appear  that  the  withdrawal  of 
these  ohUoren  &om  the  labour  market 
would  deprive  the  parents  of  the  usual 
earnings  of  these  children.  £ut  the 
farmers,  according  to  their  own  system 
of  calculation  in  Wiltshire  end  Dorset- 
shire, would  know  well  that  the  labourers 
with  lai^e  families  could  no  longer  live 
Qpon  that  mini  mum  on  which  heretofore 
h  was  possible  for  them  to  sustain  life, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
be  oompelled  to  increase  their  wages. 
The  labourers,  therefore,  would  not  suffer 
any  considerable  lose  from  the  absence 
of  the  usual  earnings  of  their  children. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  visited  the  rural  dis- 
tricts of  South  Wiltshire,  Dorsetshire, 
or  some  of  the  eastern  counties  during 
the  winter,  he  believed  they  would  come 
to  the  conclusion  that,  legislate  as  they 
would,  it  would  be  impossible  to  make 
the  condition  of  the  labourers  worse  than 
it  was.  The  result,  then,  of  their  legis- 
lative interference,  if  it  djd  cause  a  lose 
to  the  labourer,  might,  be  admitted,  be 
to  cause  a  temporary  rise  of  agricultural 
w^es ;  and  it  was  said  that  would  im- 
pose some  burden  on  the  farmer.  But 
would  not  the  fanner  receive  his  recom- 
pense for  that?  The  question  of  the 
education  of  the  labourer,  simply  oon- 
ridered  financially,  was  tax  more  a  far- 
mer's and  a  lan<Uord'e  question  than  a 
labourer's  one.  Agriculture  was  be- 
coming every  year  more  and  more  a 
skilled  industry,  and  it  was  a  p^eat  loss 
to  the  farmer  to  have  uninte^gent  la^ 
bourera  to  deal  with.    As  was  shown  by 
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experience  in  the  Lothians,  in  Northum- 
berland, Yorkshire,  and  elsewhere,  an 
intelligent  labourer  caused  both  labour 
and  capital  to  work  with  greater  effi- 
ciency ;  then  more  wealth  was  produced 
by  the  application  of  the  same  amount 
of  human  toU ;  and  the  result  was  that 
there  was  not  only  more  wages  for  the 
labourer,  but  a  Itu^er  surplus  to  be  dis- 
tributed in  profits  to  the  fanner  and  in 
rent  to  the  landlord.  Again,  if  they 
once  educated  the  labourer  many  pro- 
blems that  now  sorely  perplexed  them 
would  rapidly  solve  themselves.  The 
Government  was  often  appealed  to  for 
assistance  towards  emi^ation  ;  but  if 
the  labourer  had  sufficient  intelligence 
to  onderataud  what  were  the  advantages 
held  out  to  him  in  other  lands  he  would 
readHy  emigrate  of  his  own  accord.  And 
as  to  pauperism,  if  they  wished  really  to 
rtiminiiih  it,  they  should  strike  a  blow  at 
the  causes  which  produced  it.  So  long 
as  we  had  an  ignorant  people  we  could 
not  expect  them  to  prepare  against  the 
vicissitudes  of  life.  And  as  to  drunken- 
ness, if  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  were  an  agri- 
cultural labourer  without  any  education, 
he  thought  he  should  be  anxious  to  go  to 
a  public-house  to  pass  away  his  time  in 
the  evening.  8ome  persons  who  were 
anxious  to  diminish  if  they  could  not 
put  an  end  to  the  vice  of  drunkenness, 
proposed  to  do  so  by  a  change  in  the 
licensing  system,  or  by  some  other  legis- 
lation of  that  sort.  He  believed  that 
any  material  device  would  be  ineffectual 
for  that  object ;  but  if  they  educated  the 
agricultural  labourers  they  would  en* 
courage  self-respect,  make  tbem  thrifty, 
and  HiTniniHli  drunkenness.  The  House 
had  it  on  the  most  excellent  testimony 
that  in  Northumberland,  where  the  la- 
bourers were  educated,  drunkenness  was 
almost  unknown.  The  education  of  the 
^ricultural  labourers  again  would  lead 
to  the  establishment  of  co-operative 
stores  for  the  benefit  of  that  class,  and 
to  other  improvements  in  their  economic 
system.  The  great  defect  in  that  economic 
system  was  Uiat  the  jioor  agriculturist 
was  eveiy  year  becoming  more  divorced 
&om  the  soU — becoming  more  of  a  mere 
labourer.  In  former  times  every  la- 
bourer felt  that,  by  steady  industry,  he 
might  some  day  become  an  independent 
yeoman ;  but  all  this  had  been  changed 
since  the  system  of  consolidating  small 
farms  and  iacloBing  the  waste  lands  of 
the  country  had  come  into  operation. 
Now  the  poor  man  had  scarcely  a  spot 
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of  groimd  for  a  cow  or  a  pig,  and  his 
child  had  to  play  on  the  highway.  But 
if  the  means  of  education  were  brought 
within  the  labourer's  reach  he  might 
hope  by  some  sort  of  industrial  co-part- 
nership, or  by  co-operative  fanning,  to 
be  brought  into  closer  and  more  profit- 
able relations  with  the  soil;  and  hia 
energies  being  stimulated  and  his  facul' 
ties  developed,  English  a^culture  would 
then  expenence  a  degree  of  prosperity  it 
had  neveryet  known.  In  reviewing  the 
past  the  conclusion  was  inevitable  that 
we  could  not  trust  to  material  agencies 
to  permanently  raise  the  conditi 
agricultural  class.  The  new  Poor  Law 
had  been  over  and  over  again  amended, 
but  it  remained  as  much  a  perplexity 
and  puzzle  to  statesmen  as  ever.  The 
Com  Xawa  had  been  repealed  ;  but,  after 
twenty  years'  experience,  the  predictions 
of  Free  Traders  aboutlhe beneficent  effect 
that  would  be  produced  upon 
bourer  had  proved  as  ill-founded  as  the 
gloomy  forebodings  of  the  Protectionists. 
Charity  had  been  bestowed  in  abundance, 
but  they  had  discovered  that  such  extra- 
neous aid  tended  rather  to  degrade  than 
to  raise.  Even  the  wonderful  awakening 
of  Christian  zeal  that  this  generation 
had  witnessed  bad  failed  in  the  main  tn 
aasist  the  agricultural  labourer.  Good 
seed  had  been  cast  on  a  stony,  unpre- 
pared soil.  It  was  high  time,  therefore, 
to  try  a  different  remedy.  Let  a  vigorous 
effort  be  made  to  act  upon  the  mind. 
He  earnestly  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  plead  for  delay,  and  say  that 
next  year  ttey  were  going  to  deal  with 
local  taxation.  That  was  a  trifling  mat- 
ter compared  with  the  vitally  important 
question  of  the  education  of  the  people. 
Each  year  that  this  question  was  delayed 
tliousands  were  growing  up  in  a  state  of 
ignorance,  and  no  one  could  exaggerate 
toe  irrevocable  injury  and  wrong  done 
to  them.  He  remembei^d  that  on  visit- 
ing  a.  few  months  ago  the  cottage  of  a 
Wiltshire  labourer,  at  about  half-past 
six  o'clock  in  the  evening,  the  man  told 
him  that  he  was  going  to  bed.  "Why?" 
he  asked.  "Because,"  said  the  man, 
who  had  greatnatural intelligence — "my 
time  is  of  no  use  to  me,  and  if  I  were  to 
stay  up  I  should  be  burning  fire  and 
candle  for  nothing,"  He  felt  that  to  be 
a  terrible  sarcasm  on  our  boasted  civili- 
zation. He  thought  how  happy  that 
poor  man  might  have  been  if  he  could 
nave  enjoyed  the  priceless  treasures  of 
mental  contemplation.  He  earnestly 
Mr.  Fawceii 


{COMUONS}  Lalauru-t,  S92 

hoped  that  the  Government  wonld  not 
plead,  as  a  reason  for  delay,  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commission  into  the  state 
of  Agriculture  in  Scotland.  The  Beport 
of  the  English  Commission  would  be 
ready  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  he 
was  certain  that  it  would  contain  ample 
materials  on  which  to  found  aatisfactoiy 
legislation.  This  question,  which  had 
been  so  long  neglected,  required  bold 
statesmanship,courage,andvnsdom.  Let 
them  never  cease  in  their  efforts  till  they 
had  secured  for  every  person  in  this 
country  the  great  advant^e  of  possessing 
at  least  the  rudiments  of  knowledge; 
let  them  never  forget  that  elementary 
education  ought  to  oe  regarded  as  the 
birthright  of  eveiy  one  bom  in  a  free 
and  civilized  country.  Gllhe  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  his  Besolution. 
LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  seconding  the  Kotion,  said,  he  was 
sure  he  had  the  concurrence  of  his  agri- 
cultural constituentB  in  supporting  his 
hoD.  Friend,  because  he  had  taken  their 
opinion  on  this  subject  in  speeches  made 
by  him  before  the  ^t  General  Election, 
and  had  ascertained  what  were  their 
wishes  in  respect  of  education.  He  also 
had  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
effect  of  the  Factory  Acts.  When  tho 
statue  of  Bichard  Oastler  was  being  in- 
augurated at  Bradford,  under  the  presi- 
dency of  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  intelligent  and 


the  proceedings.  The  people 
fords,  employers  and  employed,  were 
not  indeed  in  want  of  this  testimony ; 
for  though,  in  former  times,  they  might 
have  regarded  factory  legislation  as  an 
unwarrantable  interference,  all  classea 
now  were  disposed  to  join  in  regarding 
it  as  a  univer^  boon.  Within  the  last 
two  years  the  principle  had  been  ex- 
tended by  the  passing  of  the  Workshops 
Begulation  Act,  by  which  no  child  under 
eight  years  of  age  waa  allowed  to  work 
for  wages,  and  no  "child  under  thirteen 
unless  it  attended  school.  The  last  Be- 
port  of  Mr.  Bedgrave  showed  that  this 
Act,  so  far  &om  being  inoperative,  as 
many  had  supposed,  as  the  Act  of  1833 
had  been,  was  willingly  and  cheerfully 
obeyed  wherever  its  provisions  were 
known.  The  onus  of  proof  might  fairly 
be  placed  upon  those  who  wished  to  ex- 
clude from  the  benefit  of  legislation  of 
this  character  the  children  of  the  agri- 
cultural classes.  Only  three  grounds, 
as  far  as  he  could  see,  were  capable  of 
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being  ui^ped  in  defence  of  an  excluslTe 
policy  01  that  nature — that  the  educa- 
tion of  labourers'  children  was  bo  aatia- 
factory  that  no  further  steps  were  re- 
quired ;  that,  owing  to  the  nature  of 
mrming  operations,  it  was  impossible  to 
apply  this  principle  to  children  employed 
in  agriculture ;  or  that  the  parents  of 
the  children  were  too  poor  to  admit  of 
its  being  applied.  On  all  these  grounds 
he  joined  issue.  The  children  of  the 
agncultural  classes  were  peculiarly  in 
need  of  educational  advantages  such  as 
those  for  which  he  was  contending.  74 
per  cent  of  the  children  attending 
schools  in  Yorkshire  were  stated  in  the 
Commissioners'  Report  to  be  under  ten 
years  of  age,  while  at  many  places,  as 
in  Northamptonshire,  children  appeared 
to  begin  work  when  seven  or  eight  years 
old,  and  in  Home  cases  as  early  as  six 
years  of  age.  The  Reports  of  the  In- 
spectors from  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try showed  that,  after  Edl  the  efforts  that 
had  been  made  in  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion, the  large  mass  of  the  children  of 
agricultural  labourers  left  school  eo 
young  that  they  did  not  obtain  any  last- 
ing benefit  from  the  instruction.  One 
of  the  gentlemen  who  had  investigated 
the  subject  (Mr.  Currie)  thought  there 
could  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  a 
great  number  of  the  ^ricultural  classes 
were  growing  up  without  suflSeient  edu- 
cation— meaning  reading,  writing,  and 
the  first  rules  of  arithmetic ;  while  many 
of  them  received  no  education  at  all. 
The  Beports  of  the  Assistant  Ckimmis- 
eioners  clearly  showed  tliat  the  fanners 
generally  had  no  objection  to  abstain 
from  employing  children  under  ten  years 
of  age.  The  evidence  also  showed  that 
there  were  many  months  of  the  year  in 
which  the  farmers  could  dispense  with 
the  labour  of  children.  There  could  be 
no  difficulty,  as  far  as  the  farmers  were 
concerned,  in  securing  the  attendance  at 
school  of  children  from  ten  to  fourteen 
for  several  months  of  the  year ;  and  the 
satisfactory  state  of  education  which  ex- 
isted in  some  parts  of  the  country  was 
owing  to  the  adoption  of  that  system. 
In  Northumberland  and  Durham,  from 
Hartinmas  to  May,  a  certain  amount  of 
school  attendance  was  practically  com- 
pulsory. In  the  United  States  examples 
presented  themselves  in  the  agricultural 
districts  of  schools  closing  during  the 
summer  and  opening  during  the  winter. 
He  did  not  despair  of  some  arrange- 
ment of  the  same  kind  being  eventually 


adopted  in  this  country,  but  those  who 
knew  anything  of  farming  operations 
were  aware  th^  to  require  a  half-day  to 
be  spent  in  the  school,  or  even  every 
other  day,  would  be  attended  at  certain 
seasons  with  grave  inconvenience.  Mr. 
Paget's  experience  bad  been  referred  to, 
and  he  would  also  allude  to  it.  Mr. 
Paget  had  tried  the  experiment,  in  which 
be  was  interested,  under  advantageous 
circumstances,  and  witb  the  utmost  en- 
thusiasm ;  but  in  the  end  he  declared 
that  his  opinion  was  changed,  and  that 
he  could  no  longer  recommend  the  sys- 
tem which  he  formerly  favoured.  It 
was  possible  that  the  application  of  the 
Factory  Act  to  agriculture  would  he  at- 
tended with  inconvenience  to  the  far- 
mer ;  but  the  inconvenience  would  be  as 
nothing  to  the  advantages  which  would 
be  gained.  Mr.  Currie  pointed  out  that 
the  cost  of  labour  was  7«.  per  acre 
greater  in  Bedfordshire  than  in  North- 
umberland, iu  spite  of  the  fact  that 
wages  were  higher  in  Northumberland 
than  in  Bedfordshire.  This  fact  proved 
the  real  cheapness  of  skilled  labour  aa 
compared  with  unskilled  labour.  The 
most  difficult  part  of  the  question  was  un- 
doubtedly the  poverty  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  themselves ;  and  he  was  very 
much  disposed  to  agree  with  the  state- 
ment that  in  Dorsetshire  and  Wilts  it 
was  hardly  possible  for  the  labourer  to 
be  in  a  worse  position  than  he  was  at 
present.  But  it  must  be  borne  in  mtnd 
that,  although  in  sending  the  children 
to  school  some  loss  would  undoubtedly 
be  entailed  on  their  parents,  competition 
in  the  labour  market,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  be  slightly  reduced.  It  would  he 
wise,  he  believed,  not  to  push  legislation 
in  the  matter  to  extremes,  but  to  leave  a 
alight  dispensing  power,  to  be  exercised 
according  to  drcumstanoes,  in  the  hands 
of  tbose  chai^d  with  carrying  out  the 
arrangements.  A  school  ahoiDd  mean 
only  an  inspected  school,  and  any  school 
that,  after  two  or  three  years'  inspection, 
did  not  attain  to  a  certain  tolerable  de- 
gree of  goodness,  should  be  disqualified 
in  the  eye  of  the  law  from  being  con- 
sidered a  school.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had  expressed 
an  opinion  that  there  was  no  great  want 
of  schools  in  the  rural  dista'icta.  To 
some  extent  he  agreed  with  him.  The 
number  of  parishes  without  a  school  was 
not  great,  but  they  ought  to  regard  not 
the  quantity  but  the  quality  of  schools, 
and  in  this  respect  an  investigation  into 
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the  agricultural  parisheB  would  be  by  no 
means  Batisfactory.  The  National  So- 
cle^ had  put  forth  a  Betum  showin? 
that  there  vere  m  England  Church 
Bchoola  for  6  per  cent  of  me  population. 
When  taken  in  oonj  unction  with  other 
schools  this  might  niake  a  tolerably  suf- 
ficient supply  in  point  of  numbers,  but 
of  the  Church  schools  only  three-fifths 
received  Government  aid,  while  two- 
fifths  were  without  it.  The  evidence 
was  overwhebninK  in  favour  of  the  Oo* 
vemment  assisted  schools  as  against 
non-assisted  schools,  and  in  the  last  He- 
port  of  the  Coundl  of  Education  the  state 
of  the  latter  was  shown  to  be  most  un- 
eatiafactory.  Now,  if  it  were  proposed 
that  children  must  attend  school,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  schools 
provided  for  them  should  be  good.  They 
could  not,  however,  be  good  with  the 
funds  now  at  the  command  of  the  ma- 


of  properly  qualified  masters,  and  Ibe 
&nds  were  insufficient  because,  as  a 
rule,  the  only  men  who  behaved  with 
real  liberality  were  the  clergymen.  The 
landlords  usually  gave  generous  assist- 
ance when  they  resided  in  a  parish ;  but 
when  they  did  not  reside  they  were 
usually  the  reverse  of  liberal  in  support- 
ing the  school.  The  farmers  generally 
gave  nothing,  and  the  clergyman  did  the 
best  be  could  in  the  iace  of  the  difficul- 
ties that  surrounded  him.  He  believed 
that  to  make  these  schools  efficient  it 
would  be  necessary  to  give  an  enabling 
power  to  raise  the  flinas  by  local  tax- 
ation. It  was  said  with  great  truth  that 
the  rates  were  too  heavy  already,  and 
he  believed  it  would  be  uniaii  to  put  the 
charge  altogether  upon  the  fiirmer,  be- 
cause he  mi^bt  give  up  his  farm  before 
the  generation  at  school  grew  up  and 
became  his  servants.  It  appeared  from 
Mr.  Currie's  Beport  that  with  sHlled 
and  intelligent  labourers  the  T«nt  in- 
creased 7«.  per  acre,  and,  if  that  were  bo, 
he  thought  the  landlord  ought  to  bear 
part  of  the  cost  of  improving  the  educa- 
tion of  the  labourers.  The  agriculture  of 
this  country  stood  pre-eminent  through- 
out the  world,  lite  its  industrial  art«. 
Borne  years  ago  it  seemed  as  if  the 
wealth  produced  by  our  various  indus- 
tries could  be  attained  only  at  the  cost 
of  a  stunted  and  de^^raded  population. 
But  by  boldly  grappling  with  that  diffi* 
cnlty  the  Legislature  n«d  secured  an 
education  for  the  children  employed  in 
lard  IVeiwieh  Catmiith 


manufactures,  and  be  believed  that,  if 
they  now  grappled  boldly  with  the  ques- 
tion of  educating  the  children  of  the 
rural  districts,  the  same  gratifying  re- 
sults would  be  achieyed.  As  years 
rolled  on,  and  the  wealth  of  the  country 
increased,  it  would  then  be  a  subject  of 
just  pride  that  this  wealth  had  been 
obtained  not  with  the  degradation  of 
the  labourer  who  had  produced  it,  but 
with  a  commensurate  improvement  in 
his  condition. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  loiTo  out  from  the  word  "  Th»t"  to  tbe 
end  of  tba  Questioc,  Id  order  to  kdd  tb«  vordi 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houmi,  ths  sdoootion  of 
■friouLtunl  labourer!  ii  in  geneni  in  to  ODUtii- 
fuitor7  a  condition  that  immsdiate  leglilatian 
upon  the  Ribjedt  ii  imperatively  demanded  ;  thie 
[louw  therefore  tbiuiu  that  the  GoTerament 
ought  to  legislate  npon  the  lubjeot  during  the 
next  Seaaiou  of  Parliament," — {Mr.  Fameett,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  EIDLET  s^d,  that  as  tbe  oounly 
with  which  be  was  connected  (Northum- 
berland) had  been  pointedly  alluded  to, 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  general  question  and  to  e^qirew 
a  difference,  though  not  a  very  wide 
one,  &om  Bome  of  uie  conclusions  drawn 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr, 
Fawcett).  In  regard  to  education,  which 
the  bon.  Member  had'  mainly  dwdt 
upon  as  a  means  of  improving  tiie  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  labourer,  the 
greatest  influence  in  promoting  it  was 
exercised  by  the  society  by  which  those 
classes  were  more  directly  affected.  The 
e  clearly  it  was  seen  that  a  moral 
onsibility  rested  upon  landowners 
occupiers  to  promote  the  eduoati<m 
he  labourers  on  their  estates,  ths 
sooner  the  country  would  arrive  at  s 
satisfactory  solution  of  the  difficulty. 
The  hon.  Member  had  not  attempted  to 
show  that  the  agricultural  labourer  was 
in  an  unsatisfactory  condition  at  ths 
present  moment,  and  it  was  unnecesesiy 
he  should  do  bo.  The  fact,  however,  was 
that  his  position  was  not  worse  abso- 
lutely, but  the  gradual  augmentation 
of  fums,  which  had  naturaUy  elevated 
the  social  status  of  the  occupier,  and 
the  consequent  widening  of  the  in- 
terval between  the  farmer  and  the  la- 
bourer had  made  the  position  of  the 
latter  relatively  worse,  and  it  was  un- 
fortunately true  that  tile  rats  of  wages 
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had  not  risen  bo  mncli  in  the  agrionltnral 

aa  in  th.e  manufacturing  diBtricts.  As- 
suming, therefore,  for  the  present,  that 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
was  unsatiefactoiy  and  deaerred  the  se- 
rious attention  of  the  House,  the  ques- 
tion waa  how  to  improve  it.  Now, 
taking  education  as  the  agent  most  iu- 
(dsted  upon,  it  was  laid  down  by  a  very 
able  Assistant  Commissioner,  Mr.  Fraeer, 
to  whom  reference  had  already  been 
made,  that  three  tilings  were  essential 
to  the  success  of  it — good  sehools,  re- 
gularity of  attendance,  and  some  means 
of  preventing  the  too  early  withdrawal  of 
children  from  school.  With  regard  to 
the  general  question  of  good  schools,  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
having  gone  at  some  length  into  the  sub- 
ject, it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  (Mr. 
lUdley)  to  do  more  than  insist  on  this  as 
an  essential  condition.  The  weak  point 
in  the  otherwise  beneficial  legislation  of 
the  Facto^  Acta  was  that  the  State  com- 
pelled children  to  go  to  school,  but  did 
not  make  provision  for  good  schools  to 
which  they  were  to  go.  The  clause 
which  had  been  struck  out  in  the  House 
of  Lords  had  vitiated  the  whole  opera- 
tion of  those  Acts.  Speaking  generally, 
throughout  the  country  there  were  suffi- 
cient schools.  Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Fraser, 
and  other  Assistant  Commissioners  stated 
that  if  the  schools  were  properly  dis- 
tributed the  school  area  was  quite  suffi- 
dent  The  noble  Lord  hit  the  true  blot 
of  the  cn'stem  when  he  said  ttiat  what 
they  had  to  look  at  was  the  quality  of  the 
schools  which  they  already  had.  The 
Education  Beport  of  1661  afforded  in 
many  places  evidence  that  with  an  effi- 
cient school  and  schoolmaster  the  attend- 


good  one,  and  would  rather  send  their 
children  three  or  four  miles  to  a  good 
school  than  send  them  to  an  inferior 
school  dose  by.  Mr.  Fraser  considered 
that  there  was  a  necessity  for  improving 
at  least  two-thirds  of  tiie  ^;ricultural 
schools  he  had  inspected.  It  was  not, 
perhaps,  the  right  time,  nor  would  he 
presume  to  offer  su^^stions  as  to  what 
should  be  done  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  those  schools,  but  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  advancing  more 
Govcrmment  aid  to  poor  rural  districts, 
which  were  absolutely  untouched  by  the 
present  system.  In  some  cases  the 
Government  should  take  the  initiative, 
and  might  require  some  assistance  &om 


the  parish,  whether  in  the  shape  of  local 
rates  or  otherwise  ;  then  there  would  be 
a  chance  of  getting  better  schools,  be- 
cause they  would  have  the  invaluable 
assistance  of  Government  inspection. 
TEhe  next  point  was  regularity  of  attend- 
ance, which  all  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners conmdered  essentiaL  Now,  in 
^ite  of  the  ignorance  and  apathy  that 
were  said  to  exist  among  parents,  he 
found  it  corroborated  by  evidence  from 
all  quarters,  that  the  poor  always  ap- 
preciated the  advantages  of  a  good  edu- 
cation. He  lived  in  a  more  favoured 
part  of  the  country  than  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  moved  the  Resolution 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  and  he  might  state  that 
in  Glendale  Ward,  in  his  own  county  of 
Northumberland,  it  was  reported  by  the 
inspector  that,  in  the  winter  months,  the 
percentage  of  children  attending  school 
was  such  as  te  compare  favourably  with 
results  obtained  in  Prussia  which  was  so 
often  quoted,  and  where  compulsory  edu- 
cation was  engrafted  into  thenational  life. 
As  to  the  effect  of  poverty  in  causiug  pa- 
rents to  keep  their  children  &om  s(£ool, 
he  found  the  most  contradictory  evidence. 
Mr.  Fraser  said  that  in  no  county  were 
agricultural  wages  up  to  the  mark  to 
enable  labourers  to  send  their  children 
comfortably  to  school ;  hut,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Beport  of  Uie  Oommission- 
ers  of  1861,  on  Popular  Education, 
stated  that  poverty  was  more  frequently 
the  excuse  than  the  justification  of  the 
parents.  In  considering  the  remedies 
for  the  present  state  of  things  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  attached  great 
value  to  the  half-time  system,  and  seemed 
to  prefer  the  half-day  to  the  alternate 
day  system ;  and  he  steted  also  that  he 
believed  that  the  feeling  in  Northumber' 
land  would  be  in  favour  of  adopting  that 
system  and  making  it  compulsoir'.  But 
he  believed  the  evidence  would  hardly 
bear  him  out,  for  he  found,  amoii|;  nu- 
merous other  instances,  that  the  (3iam- 
ber  of  Agriculture  at  Morpeth  bad  given 
their  opinion  that  the  age  at  whidi 
children  should  be  sent  te  work  might 
safely  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
parents,  and  that  while  there  would  be 
no  practical  dif&culty  in  keeping  the 
children  at  school  to  the  age  of  twelve 
or  thirteen,  the  adoption  of  either  the 
haU-day  or  the  alternate  day  system 
would  be  impracticable.  In  no  single 
instance,  so  &r  as  he  was  aware,  had 
the  half-day  system  been  suooeesful.  The 
general  conclusion  to  which  the  Com- 
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missioiierBcame,  waB  that  children  should 
not  be  allowed  to  be  employed  in  a^~ 
cidttire  till  they  had  reached  the  age  of 
ton  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Brixton 
Bftid  that,  if  they  made  that  condition, 
there  must  be  some  guarantee  for  the 
attendance  of  children  at  Bchool  till 
they  reached  that  age.  That  was  quite 
true,  and  there  might  be  some  means  of 
testing  the  fact  by  certificate  either  of 
age  or  education.  One  objection  com- 
monly raised  to  the  restriction  was 
the  effect  it  would  have  on  the  earn- 
ings of  the  children  and  the  aggregate 
family  earnings.  But  the  answer  to 
that  was  it  would  tend  immediately  to 
raise  the  wages  of  those  who  were  old 
enough  to  be  employed  —  to  improve 
juvenile  labour,  and  make  it  more  re- 
munerative to  farmers,  occupiers,  and  the 
agricultural  labourers  themselves  whose 
families  were  employed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  had  not  alluded  to  the 
emplo3'ment  of  women  in  agriculture, 
and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Itidley)  would  not 
enter  upon  that  subject,  further  than  to 
say  that,  in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, it  was  described  as  not  injurious 
under  certain  circumstances  and  under 
certain  conditions  which  were  almost 
obvious.  There  was  also  the  question  of 
gangs;  public  gangs  had  nearly  passed 
away,  but  it  might  still  be  necessary  to 
make  some  restriction  with  respect  to  pri- 
vate gangs  of  a  similar  character  to  ttiat 
which  had  been  so  favourably  received 
'  1  the  case  of  the  public  ones.     The  hon. 


t^ea  had  been  much  improved  of  late 
by  means  of  money  borrowed  from  the 
Indosure  CommisHioners,  and  this  im- 
provement would  go  on  more  rapidly  if 
the  conditions  on  which  the  money  was 
lent  were  less  stringent.  There  was 
another  remedy  for  improving  the  con- 
dition of  the  labourer,  and  that  was  the 
proposal,  supported  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton,  that  every  cottage  should 
have  a  small  garden  attached  to  it,  and 
where  practicable,  a  small  allotment. 
He  believed  that  there  was  a  very  great 
weight  of  evidence  in  favour  of  pro- 
visions of  that  kind,  but  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  pass  an  Act  which  should 
uniformly  apply  to  all  counties.  HJa 
egotism  wot^d,  he  hoped,  be  pardoned, 
if  he  referred  with  pride  to  a  parallel  be- 
tween the  labourers  of  Bedfordshire  and 
Northumberland,  drawn  by  Mr.  Culten, 
in  which  he  showed  that  in  the  one  case 
the  man  had  a  high  sense  of  hts  moral 
responsibilities,  and  in  the  other  he  had 
litde  thought  of  the  kind.  The  reasons 
he  gave  for  this  were,  in  the  main,  that 
the  Nothumberland  labourer,  and  more 
especially  in  Glendale  Ward,  was  sure  of 
his  wages  all  the  year  round,  whetlier 
sick  or  well,  that  he  was  paid  partly  in 
kind,  and  that  he  did  not  drmk  beer. 
The  causes  of  this  difference,  where  the 
wages  in  the  two  cases  were  very  much 
the  same  in  amount,  were  well  worthy 
the  consideration  of  legislators  in  the 
matter.  Legislation,  if  they  were  to 
have  it,  and  he  thought  it  was  on  the 


Member  for  Brighton  had  also  spoken  (  whole  advisable,  must  of  course  be  of  a 


of  the  imperfect  cottages  of  the  agricul- 
tural poor,  and  bad  insisted  on  the  neces- 
sity and  importance  of  improving  them. 
What  the  hon.  Member  had  said  was 
undoubtedly  true  in  many  parts  of  the 
country,  and  was  due  mainly  to  two 
causes  :  one,  that  cottages  were  in  some 
counties  allowed  to  be  built  by  mere 
epoculators  ;  and  the  other  that  it  had  as 
yet  been  found  very  difficult  to  get  a  fair 
money  return  for  building  good  dwell- 
ings. These  things  must  be  left  to  re- 
medy themselves ;  but,  taking  the  ge- 
neral question  of  labourers'  dwellings, 
very  great  benefit  accrued  in  cases  where 
landowners  made  every  farm  supply  ac* 
commodation  for  its  own  labourers.  This 
praotice  should  be,  if  possible,  universal, 
and  he  thought  ho  might  add  that  the 


jtMWi-compuIsory  character — all  restric- 
tive legislation  was  of  that  character: 
but,  in  legislating,  it  was  necessary 
to  keep  two  facts  in  mind — firstly,  that 
the  natural  demand  for  labour  must  not 
be  interfered  with,  and,  secondly,  that 
something  higher  than  the  mere  in- 
tellectual culture  of  the  labourer  must 
be  sought  for  —  moral  independenoe, 
which  would  lead  the  labourer  to  feel 
the  moral  responsibility  of  educating  his 
children  would  tend  towards  raising  the 
standard  of  education  at  which  he  aimed, 
and,  above  all,  would  dispel  the  common 
notion  that  education  ceased  with  leaving 
the  school.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  would  agree  with  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  or  whether 
the  hon.  Member  would  go  to  a  division. 


practical  stipulation  should  generaUy  be  but  if  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Eidley)  should  bo 
made  that,  although  the  tenant  should  1  compelled,  notwithstanding  the  Motion 
choose  his  workmen,  they  should  become  might  be  considered  as  premature  when 
the  direct  tenants  of  the  landlord.  Cot- 1  it  was  remembered  that  the  Commissioa 
ilr.RidUy 
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of  Inquiry  had  not  yet  ftdly  reported,  to 
go  into  the  same  Lobby  with  him. 

Mr.  BBUCE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  deserved  the 
thankB  of  the  House  for  the  care  and 
ability  with  which  he  had  preseated  his 
case  to  the  House,  Beyond  doubt,  the 
Bubject  was  diflGcnlt,  and  though  the 
hon.  Member  had  firmly  grappled  with 
those  difficulties,  they  remained  the 
best,  if  not  the  only,  excuse  for  Par- 
liamentary inaction  in  the  matter  up  to 
the  present  time.  Even  the  able  men 
now  sitting  as  a  CommiBsion  of  Inquiry 
upon  the  subject  had  carefully  avoided 
expressing  any  opinion  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  subject  should  be  dealt 
with,  and  had  contented  themselves  with 
giving  the  Beports  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, which  were  well  worth  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members.  The  hon. 
Member  apofae  of  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation as  being  in  a  degraded  social 
position,  if  he  did  not  use  a  stronger 
phrase ;  some  portion  of  the  class  un- 
doubtedly deserved  the  description,  but 
the  condition  of  a  lat^  portion  also 
oould  be  reviewed  by  any  Englishman 
with  honest  pride.  And  this  was  not 
only  the  case  in  districts  where  wages 
were  highest — in  Northumberland,  for 
instance,  and  the  North  of  England 
generally.  In  the  county  of  Wilts, 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  (Mr. 
Bruce)  had  been  struck  with  the  neat 
cottages  and  tidy  children  of  labourers 
earning  lOi.  or  12(.  a  week  —  a  condi- 
tion of  things,  in  fact,  which  would 
favourably  compare  with  districts  where 
the  labourer  earned  2Sa.  and  30*.  This 
was  strikingly  the  case  in  Northumber- 
land, the  model  county,  which  had  yeara 
ago  been  reported  on  as  the  best-fed 
county.  An  admirable  description  of  the 
state  of  society  in  Northumberland  had 
been  giTenbyanAssistantCommisBioner, 
son  of  a  most  honoured  Member  of  this 
House  (Mr.  Henley),  who  showed  what 
could  be  done  by  an  educated  peasantry 
on  15*.  a  week.  Again,  it  must  be  re- 
collected that  the  deficiency  of  education, 
which  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  was  the  cause  of  so  large  a 
portion  of  the  misery  of  this  country, 
was  not  dne  simply  to  low  wages ;  it 
wa«  due  mainly  to  the  want  of  real  in- 
terest taken  by  the  parents  in  the  edu- 
cation of  their  children.  Because  al- 
though it  might  be  true  that  nearly 
every  labourer  you  might  question  would 
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say  that  it  was  a  good  thii^  for  his 
child  ta  go  to  school,  you  did  not  find 
in  general  among  the  English  popula- 
tion that  earnest  desire  for  education 
which  marked  the  Scotch  peasant, 
whoBe  ancestors  had  been  educated  for 
,  200  years,  and  therefore  knew  how  to 
value  it.  Upon  wages  no  higher  than 
■  those  in  our  EngHsh  counties  toe  Scotch 
peasant  contrived  to  secure  for  his  child 
an  education  which  would  not  only  en- 
able him  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  his 
station,  but  often  to  enter  the  Universi- 
,  ties  and  rise  to  a  higher  position  in  life, 
"What  we  wanted,  ^erefore,  was  to  ani- 
mate our  people  with  a  greater  desire 
for  education,  but  it  would  not  do  to 
wait  until  their  convictions  on  the  eub- 
je<^  were  ripened.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton, 
that  Parliament  must  interfere ;  com- 
pulsion in  some  shape,  such  as  was  ap- 
Elied  to  the  manufacturing  districts,  must 
e  extended  to  the  i^icultural  classes 
'  also.  In  what  form  was  that  compul- 
sion to  be  applied?  He  should  be 
cautious  in  expressine  any  decided  opi- 
nion on  the  point.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Brighton  held  that  the  ap- 
plication of  the  half-time  system  was  not 
suited  to  the  agricultural  population ; 
he  was  likewise  opposed  to  the  plan  of 
setting  aside  a  certain  number  of  hours 
in  the  year,  and  took  refuge  in  what  he 
represented  to  be  the  alternate  day  sys- 
tem adopted  with  so  much  success  by 
Mr.  Paget.  But  his  hon.  Friend  had 
admitted  that  Mr.  Paget  had  been  obliged 
to  modify  the  system,  and  almost  to 
adopt  that  very  one  which  his  hon. 
Friend  disapproved  bo  much.  And  here 
he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that 
the  experiment  tried  by  Mr.  Paget  was 
tried  under  very  peculiar  conditions. 
His  hon  Friend  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  children 
were  withdrawn  at  so  early  an  ac;^  &om. 
the  schools  was  the  paucity  of  labourers 
in  the  agricultural  districts.  Everyone 
knew  that  a  large  number  of  our  agri- 
cultural population  were  being  con- 
tinually draughted  into  the  towns,  and, 
generally  speaking,  there  was  so  small 
a  resident  population  in  the  agricultural 
districts  that  all  the  labour  available 
was  required.  But  that  was  not  the 
case  in  the  district  where  Mr.  Paget'e 
experiment  was  tried.  The  village  ad- 
joining his  property  had  between  2,000 
and  3,000  people  engaged  in  the  etock- 
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ing  and  other  manufactures,  and  there 
tras  such  a  Buiplus  of  labour  tliat  Mr. 
Fa^  had  no  difficulty  in  procuring  on 
alt^Tiate  days  the  maximum  of  childron'e 
labour  that  he  required.     Therefore  hia 

3)eriment  was  no  guide  for  purely  agri- 
tural  districts.  But  Mr.  Paget  found 
that  even  the  alternate  day  system  waa 
not  snffident.  He  said  it  was  not  simply 
a  question  of  time,  but  of  weather  and 
of  seaeons,  and  that  attendance  at  school 
must  be  made  to  depend  upon  their  vari- 
Btions.  The  consequence  was  that  after 
twenty  years'  experience,  Mr.  Paget  was 
of  opinionthat  a  much  more  elastic  ayatem 
was  necessary,  and  the  recommendation 
which  he  made  was  this,  that  no  child 
should  be  employed  before  nine  years 
of  age,and  then  only  upon  passing  an  ex- 
amination to  show  that  he  had  received 
some  degree  of  elementary  education ;  and 
that,  between  nine  and  thirteen  or  four- 
teen, he  should  attend  school  ninety  days 
in  the  year ;  that  during  nine  months  of 
the  year  be  should  be  at  school  at  the 
rate  of  eight  days  in  the  month,  and  that 
during  the  remaining  three  months  the 
attendance  should  be  given  in  the  man- 
ner most  convenient  to  the  child.  He 
had  no  doubt  himself  that  the  good  sense 
of  the  Commissioners  would  foad  them 
to  the  adoption  of  a  system  which  would 
be  suited  to  the  vaiying  habits  of  the 
country.  He  had  now  to  deal  with  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  who  asked 
the  House  to  paae  a  Resolution  that  the 
Govemntent  should  legislate  upon  this 
subject  during  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament. He  would  remind  his  hon. 
Friend  that,  though  the  Government 
might  introduce  a  measure,  it  was  Par- 
liament alone  that  could  I^slate.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  must  feel  how  absolutely 
impossible  it  was  for  the  Govemntent, 
with  the  best  intentions  in  the  world,  to 
pledge  themselves  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure on  tliis  subject  next  year.  It  would 
be  tlieir  duty,  he  hoped,  to  introduce  a 
measure  upon  the  vexed  question  of 
general  education.  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had  said 
that,  in  order  to  give  practical  effect  to 
any  good  system  of  agricultural  educa- 
tion, we  must  improve  our  general  sys- 
tem of  elementary  education.  Well, 
there  might  be  no  reason  why  a  great 
measure  of  national  education  might  not 
be  carried,  concurrently  with  the  intro- 
duction of  an  improved  half-time  sys- 
tem, into  our  agricultural  districts.  But 
Mr.Brwt 


Labevren, 


604 


here  we  were  met  by  another  diffi- 
culty. The  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
had  bestowed  a  just  eulogy  upon 
the  late  Government  for  what  tiiey  had 
done  for  the  education  of  the  people 
by  the  extension  of  the  Factory  Acta, 
and  by  their  Workshop  Eegulation  Act. 
But,  however  valuable  the  Factory  Acts 
might  be,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
Workshop  Eegulation  Act  had  been  very 
far  &om  successlul,  and  that  improve- 
ments in  the  machinery  of  inspection 
must  be  effected  before  that  result  could 
be  attained  which  Parliament  desired. 
But  if  that  difBculty  arose  in  the  case  of 
populous  tKiwns,  how  were  we  to  provide 
proper  inspection  for  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, where  the  population  was  thin  and 
scattered,  and  the  work  of  inspection 
would  be  so  much  more  difficult?  All 
these  things  would  have  to  be  attended 
to  before  they  should  be  able  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  to  deal  with 
the  question.  He  could  not  accept  the 
Besolution  in  the  words  in  which  it 
was  framed.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  take  his  assurance  that, 
when  they  received  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
would  endeavour  to  give  it  effect  in 
the  manner  that  would  be  most  satisfao- 
toiy, 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  there  was  one 
difficulty  which  appeared  to  have  been 
carefuUy  avoided  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  The  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  the  noble  Lord  who  fol- 
lowed (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  and 
his  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr.  White 
Ridley),  all  seemed  to  speak  as  if  the 
education  of  the  people  was  to  he  treated 
only  as  something  which  contributed  to 
material  interests ;  but  he  had  not  heard 
a  single  word  about  education  in  the 
sense  of  training  children,  not  only  for 
this  world,  but  for  the  world  hereafter. 
When  they  came  to  that  great  question, 
he  did  not  beUeve  they  would  find  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  this  country 
indifferent.  Though  very  much  had  been 
said  of  the  want  of  education  in  many 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  they  had  not  gone 
mto  the  question  whether  the  moral 
state  of  the  people  had  been  improving 
or  not.  This  was  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  looked  to  ;  whether  the  mere  train- 
ing of  the  intellect  had  produced  the 
results  that  had  been  wished.  At  all 
events,  hon.  Gentlemen  appeared  to  take 
no  notice  whatever  of  the  h^her  tnuning' 
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tliftt  diuldren  might  get  in  these  schools. 
IinpioTemeikta  inlabouTen'  cottages  were 
Teiy  necessary ;  but,  in  this  very  town 
thousands  and  thousands  of  families  were 
living  in  single  rooms,  under  conditions 
to  which  the  rand  population  were  not 
exposed.  He  only  rose  to  show  how 
these  questions  branched,  and  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  to  deal  with  them.  The 
people  of  this  oonntry  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  any  system  of  education  which 
did  not  secure  the  highest  moral  train- 
ing, based  on  religious  teaching. 

Mb.  SOOURi'QlLD  said,  that  the 
difficulties  of  the  question  were  very 
great ;  for  they  were  the  difficulties  at- 
tending the  attempt  to  combine  the  be- 
nefits of  two  opposite  systems  —  the 
ff^tems  of  a  free  country  and  of  a 
despotism.  They  could  not  have  the  two 
things  togethw,  and  they  must  make  up 
their  minds  as  to  which  Uiot' would  have, 
and  abide  by  their  choice.  He  be^ed  to 
protest  against  the  charge  of  gross  i§^o- 
rance  which  had  been  Drought  against 
the  agricultural  population.  He  would 
call  no  man  ignorant  who  was  able  to 
perform  in  an  ^dent  manner  the  duties 
which  he  had  contracted  to  perform,  and 
they  had  no  right  to  judge  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  by  the  standard  which 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  adopted.  As 
to  the  proposed  systom  of  inspectorship, 
he  would  lie  to  know  how  they  could  pos- 
sibly carry  a  minute  system  of  that  kind 
into  operation  in  the  agricultural  districts. 
The  cause  of  education  might,  he  was 
sore,  be  promoted  without  additional  ex- 
pense, if  those  who  professed  to  be  the 
great  friends  of  the  cause  would  not 
make  themsdlves  so  disagreeable  as  they 
did  in  advocating  education  throughout 
the  country.  The  dictatorial  and  offen- 
sive tone  they  assumed  often  caused  a 
re-action  against  the  very  system  which 
thoy  attempted  to  promote.  It  would, 
he  conceived,  be  highly  imprudent  for 
tJie  Ooremment  to  pledge  themselves  to 
introduce  any  sjrstem  of  education  until 
they  were  fully  prepared  with  the  de- 
tails of  a  scheme  which  would  inspire 
confidence  in  the  persons  chiefly  inte- 
rested in  if,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
assent  to  no  Besolution  which  would 
only  exdte  ragua  hopes.  He  remem- 
bered hearing  Qiat  a  ^rime  Minister  had 
once  said  that  he  nevra*  apprehended 
d^gar  so  much  as  when  the  Council 
broSo  up  with  the  determination  that 
stHnethiiig  most  be  done,  without  any- 


one having  stated  what  that  scnnething 
was  to  be. 

CotOKEL  BEISE  said,  he  must  admit 
the  necessity  of  compelling  the  children 
of  the  agricultural  classes  to  attend 
school  up  to  a  certain  aee ;  but  the  limit 
of  age  was  the  great  difficulty,  and  he 
feared  that  even  ten  years  of  age  would 
be  too  high  a  stant^rd.  He  had  also 
no  objection  to  a  system  of  rating  upon 
owners  for  educational  purposes ;  but 
before  that  was  done  a  revision  of  the 
t^stem  of  local  taxation  would  be  neces- 
sary. 

Mb.  G-.  QEEQOEY  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  carry  with  you  the  feelings  of 
the  rural  papulation  in  any  system  of 
education  tiiat  was  adopted ;  but  he  did 
not  believe  this  was  possible  if  you 
adopted  Uie  compulsory  system. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  that  after  the 
speedL  of  the  right  hon.  Gt«ntlemau  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment he  would  not  divide  the  House 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
teithdratm. 

Committee  d»fur»d  till  Monday  next. 


UBIBOFOUTAJr  BOABD  OF  WOKES  [liOAKs] 

BILL. 

R««o1ntlDn>  ttporltd,  And  ogratd  lo ;  —  Bill 
ordtTti  to  bs  broDghC  in  bj  Mr.  Domoh,  Mr. 
CejUioiu.ob  of  tbe  EiCExqnEB,  and  Mr.  (ioiosur. 

Bill  priteiUed,  and  read  tbs  Sret  time.  [Bill  181.] 

Hduu  tdjooTDed  at  a  quarter 

&aer  Two  o'claak  till 

Houdaj  next. 


H0TT8E    or    LORDS, 
Mondoj/,  2BthJme,  1869. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  Firit  in  ParUament—'Ibe 
Lord  Aihbnrton,  after  the  death  of  bii  Fatber, 

Pdbuo  Bills  —  Fint  Reading  —  Bankruptcy" 
(\U) ;  Ftnei  and  Feea  Calleelion  ■  (Ififi). 

S^tHd  Jttaditig—Euiowfd  Schools  (139). 

ThirJ  Eeading—Voor  Relieff  Ireland]  Aot  (1803) 
Ainendaienl*(124)  ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orden 
CoDfirmBtioii*(131};  loain  L»Dds*(U3),aDd 
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ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  BlLL-(No.  13S.) 
[The  Lord  Prendent.) 
SECfOND  BEADDTQ. 

Order  of   the  Day   for   the  Second 
Beading,  read. 
Eaul  DE  GEirr  AND   RIPON,   in 

moving  that  the  BiU  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said :  My  Lords,  I  am  quite 
flure  that  none  of  your  Lordships  who 
have  given  any  attention  to  the  subject 
will  differ  &om  me  when  I  say  that  this 
measure  is  one  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, whether  we  consider  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bill  —  the  middle-claas 
education  of  this  country — or  the  numbe] 
of  the  institutions  and  the  maguitudt 
of  the  endowments  with  which  it  pro- 
poees  to  deal.  I  must  remind  your 
Lordships  that  those  institutions  are  ' 
tween  2,000  and  3,000  in  number,  and 
that  they  possess  endowments  the  gross 
annual  income  of  which  amounts  to 
nearly  £600,000,  while  the  net  income 
applicable  to  educational  purposes  is 
about  £340,000.  It  is  my  duty  to  explain 
the  grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  introduced  this  Bill, 
the  reason  why  it  has  thought  that  the 
present  state  of  these  schools  is  far  from 
satisfactory,  and  what  is  the  machinery 
by  which  they  propose  to  remedy  the 
evils  that  exist.  Your  Ixirdships  will 
remember  that,  in  1818,  a  Commission 
was  first  appointed,  at  the  instance  of 
Lord  Brougham,  to  inquire  into  endowed 
schools  and  other  charities;  and  that 
since  that  date  several  Commissions  have 
been  appointed,  by  which  the  condition 
of  various  charities  has  been  inquired 
into,  and  that  some  measures  have  been 
passed  to  remedy  the  evils  which  those 
inquiries  had  laid  bare.  In  1840  the 
Grammar  Schools  Act  was  passed ;  and 
Bince  that  time  the  existing  Charity  Com- 
mission was  established  with  the  view  of 
dealing  not  merely  with  endowed  schools 
but  with  endowed  charities  generally. 
Notwithstanding  those  measures,  how- 
ever, it  was  felt  that  the  endowed  schools 
of  the  country  remained  in  a  very  un- 
satisfactory condition ;  and  this  convic- 
tion forced  itself  so  strongly  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Palmerston,  that  in 
1864,  on  the  proposal  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville),  who  then  occupied  the 
post  which  I  have  now  the  honour 
to  fill.  Lord  Palmerston  appointed  a 
Commission,  at  the  head  of  which  was 
my   noble   Friend   behind   me    (Lord 


Taunton).    That  Commission  prosecuted 

their  inquiry  for  three  years  with  the 
greatest  assiduity,  and  ultimately  pre- 
sented a  Report,  which  I  think  none 
will  deny  to  have  been  one  of  the  ablest 
and  most  interesting  Reports  ever  laid 
before  Parliament.  The  inquiry,  indeed, 
as  all  will  admit  who  have  read — I  will 
not  say  the  numerous  volumes  contain- 
ing the  Appendices,  but  the  volume  con- 
taining the  Report  itself — was  of  tha 
most  exhaustive  character,  and  it  showed 
the  present  state  of  these  schools  to  be 
in  many  respects  most  unsatisfactory. 
No  doubt  there  are  some  schools  that 
are  working  extremely  well,  and  which 
could  not  probably  be  advantageously 
interfered  with  ;  but  there  are  others 
which  have  been  altogether  perverted 
from  their  original  intention,  and  which 
have  faUen  into  a  condition  of  almost 
entire  abeyance.  In  feet,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  them  are  in  a  state  of  somno- 
lence and  lassitude,  resulting  partly  from 
the  system  imder  which  they  exist,  and 
partly  from  the  fault  of  those  intrusted 
with  their  administration,  which  has  de- 
prived the  country  of  the  advantages 
which  the  funds  placed  at  their  disposal 
ought  Uy  confer  on  the  public.  It  is  true 
that  means  already  exist  by  which  the 
evils  may  be  remedied  ;  hut  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  points  out  that 
neither  the  Court  of  Chancery,  with  ila 
slow,  cumbrous,  and  expensive  ma- 
chinery, nor  the  more  rapid  and  less  ex- 
pensive jurisdiction  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, can  strike  at  the  root  of  the 
evil  or  apply  to  it  any  sufficient  remedy. 
Neither  of  them,  it  must  be  remembered, 
can  move  except  when  put  in  motion ; 
and  they  can  only  deal  with  cases  indi- 
vidually, having  no  means  of  consider- 
ing the  nature  and  requirements  of  the 
schools  as  a  whole,  their  sphere  of  action 
in  that,  as  in  many  other  respects,  being 
very  limited.  The  Bill,  therefore,  pro- 
poses to  substitute  a  new  authori^, 
which  shall  have  the  power  of  making 
changes  in  the  administration  of  the 
schools.  The  Bill,  as  originally  framed, 
consisted  of  two  parts,  one  providing  a 
temporary  machinery  for  the  purposo  of 
revising  the  administratiou  of  the  Go- 
verning Bodies,  and  the  other  maehinery 
of  a  permanent  character  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  security  as  to  the  future  ap- 
pointment of  Masters.  The  Select  Com- 
mittee, however,  to  which  it  was  refarrcd, 
very  judidouely  as  it  appears  to  me,  di- 
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Tided  it,  in  order  that  the  temporary 
proTisious  miglit  be  passed  this  SesBion, 
and  thit  the  permanent  organization 
might  be  considered  at  a  future  time. 
The  object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  which 
is  now  before  us,  is  the  preliminaiy  one 
of  examining  the  existing  state  of  each 
school,  and  of  placing  its  administration 
on  a  sound  basis.  Of  course  the  first 
matter  which  the  Government  had  to 
discuss  was  what  body  these  powers 
should  be  intrusted  to.  The  Commis- 
sioners recommended  that  the  Charity 
Commission  should  be  the  central  body, 
and  that  in  each  district  a  local  com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  prepare 
a  scheme  in  the  first  instance.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
aioners,  I  am  glad  of  this  opportunity 
of  bearing  testimony  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  duties  intrusted  to  them,  under 
the  limitations  which  Parliament  im- 
posed, have  been  performed,  to  the  zeal 
and  intelligence  utey  have  manifested, 
and  to  the  large  amount  of  public  con- 
fidence which  they  have  acquired.  The 
Commissioners,  however,  represented 
that  their  duties  had  become  so  exten- 
sive and  multifarious  that  their  existing 
machinery  scarcely  suf&ced  for  the  dis- 
chai^  of  them,  and  that  they  could 
not  undertake  any  new  duties  without 
changes  which  would  have  been  equi- 
valent to  a  complete  re-oi^anization. 
^They  said,  moreover,  that  they  have  no 
special  educational  element ;  and  the 
work  to  be  performed  being  of  a  tem- 
porary character,  it  appeared  better  that 
it  should  be  intrusted  to  a  distinct  Com- 
miseiou.  With  regard,  moreover,  to  local 
conuuissioQs,  ttiere  were  difficulties  to 
which  the  Commissioners  had  them- 
selves called  attention,  and  the  Govern- 
ment found  that  there  were  at  present 
no  means  of  making  such  bodies  really 
representative ;  while  it  would  not  have 
been  convenient  for  the  Government  to 
have  selected  such  Commissioners  in  the 
different  Begiatrar  General's  districts  or 
in  the  various  counties  on  their  own  au- 
thority. We  therefore  thought  it  better 
to  intrust  the  preliminary  work  to  a 
single  Commission.  We  felt,  however, 
that  Parliament  would  justly  require 
for  work  of  that  description  distinct 
Parliamentary  responsibility  —  and  I 
must  say  that  inconvenience  has  some- 
timea  arisen,  even  with  respect  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
bam  the  want  of  snc^  responsibility; 
VOL.  CXCVn.    [THinD  sEEiEa.] 


for  I  have  occasionally  observed  that 
when  Bills  sanctioning  schemes  of  the 
Commissioners  have  been  laid  before 
Parliament  by  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment they  have  not  received  from  him 
BO  much  support  as  might  fairly  have 
been  expected.  Now  the  Bill  provides 
that  the  schemes  to  be  prepared  by  the 
new  Commission  shall  be  submitted  by 
them  to  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  who,  if  they  approve  them, 
will  lay  Uiem  before  Farhament  on  their 
own  responsibility.  Thus,  there  will  be 
an  officer  of  the  Government  in  both 
Houses  reeponaible  for  any  proposals 
that  may  be  made.  We  propose,  more- 
over, to  follow  the  system  introduced 
with  regard  to  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
and  which  was  extended  to  the  Publia 
Schools  Act  of  last  year,  by  providing 
that  all  schemes  shall  be  laid  before 
Parliament  for  forty  days,  and  shall  not 
take  effect  if  objected  to  by  an  Address 
to  the  Crown  from  either  House.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  intrust  the  Commission 
with  very  large  powers — for  the  Charity 
Commissioners — working  with  the  best 
intentions  and  with  the  greatest  energy 
— have  been  hampered  by  the  want  of 
such  powers,  without  which  the  Bill 
would,  I  am  confident,  prove  quite  in- 
effectual. The  Bill,  at  the  same  time, 
insures  ample  security  for  the  full  con- 
sideration of  all  objections  and  sugges- 
tions. In  the  first  place,  it  provides  that 
in  the  case  of  every  chari^  the  annual 
endowment  of  which  exceeds  £10,000 
— these,  of  course,  being  veir  few  in 
number — the  present  Governing  Body 
may  within  one  year,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Public  Schools  Act,  propose  their 
own  scheme  and  may  submit  it  to  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.  Charities 
whose  income  exceeds  £1,000  a  year  are 
allowed  six  months  for  the  same  pur- 
pose ;  while  with  regard  to  minor  chari- 
ties, which  have  not  this  right  of  initia- 
tive, the  Commissioners  on  preparing  a 
scheme  must  send  it  to  the  Governing 
Body,  and  make  it  generally  known  in 
the  district — being  bound  also  to  receive 
and  consider  any  alternative  scheme  or 
su^^estion  that  may  be  offered.  Chari- 
ties will  thus  have  a  power  of  appealing 
to  the  Government  of  the  day,  repre- 
sented by  the  Committee  ofCouncil;  and 
ample  opportunitj-  will  be  given  when 
the  Bill  is  before  Parliament  to  every 
interest  affected  of  bringing  forward  any 
plane,  or  making  any  representations. 
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It  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
tliBt  tlie  Bcbeme  of  tbe  CommisBionBis 
ahould  come  direct  &om  tkem  to  the 
Committee  of  CouncU.  It  has  been 
deemed  adrieable  to  make  certain  ex- 
oeptionH.  In  the  first  place,  the  Bereu 
pnncipal  fotmdatioQ  schools  to  which 
the  Act  of  hist  Session  vas  apiiUed  are 
excepted.  AH  endowments  of  lees  than 
£50  a  year  and  all  schools  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  annual  grants  &oin  the  Frivy 
Council  are  likewiee  excepted,  as  also 
the  schools  belonging  to  the  National  or 
the  Britiali  and  Foreign  School  Societies 
wliich  have  no  actual  endowments  ex- 
cept school  buUdinge  or  teachers*  resi- 
dences. The  Bill  t^es  particular  notice 
of  the  education  of  girb.  The  endow- 
ments have  of  late  years  been  almost 
entirely  employed  for  the  benefit  of  boys ; 
but  in  many  cases  this  was  not  their 
original  intention,  and  the  education  of 
girls  is  just  as  important  for  the  conn- 
try  aa  that  of  boys ;  while  with  r^ard 
to  girls  of  the  middle  class  it  is  at  pre- 
sent very  inadequately  provided  for. 
There  is,  consequenily,  a  clause  which, 
without  unduly  fettering  their  discre- 
tion, directs  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  that  subject.  Another 
clause,  in  which  great  interest  is  felt, 
enables  the  Commissioners,  under  certain 
limitations,  to  deal  with  charities  wliich 
are  not  strictly  of  an  educational  de- 
scription. The  original  proposal  was 
that  this  should  be  done  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Charity  Commissioners  ;  but 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  other  House 
thought  it  better  that  the  consent  of  the 
Ooveming  Body  should  be  substituted, 
so  as  to  guard  the  charities  &om  any 
compulsory  or  coercive  action.  Such 
being  the  machinery  proposed,  let  me 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  work  to  be  performed,  and  to 
the  principles  on  which  it  is  desirable 
that  these  schools  should  be  organized. 
Now  it  wUl  be  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  pay  every  respect  to  the 
claims  of  the  particular  locahties  in  which 
these  charities  exist ;  but  they  will  not, 
I  should  imagine,  overlook  die  import- 
ance of  endeavouring  to  bring  these 
scattered  institutions  into  a  more  har- 
monious system  of  working  than  at  pre- 
sent. A  map  which  I  have  prepared 
shows  that  these  charities  are  spread  over 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  hind — that 
these  school  endowments  exist  &om  the 
North  of  England  to  the  Land's  End. 
Earl  D»  Qrty  and  Ripon 


Then  came  the  questdon  of  Uie  appUuf 
don  of  these  endowments.  A  question 
which  is  of  very  great  interest  is  that  of 
gratuitous  education.  A  great  many  of 
the  schools  are  at  present  bound  by  meir 
statutes  to  afford  gratuitous  education  to 
the  inhabitants ;  bat  I  am  sure  that  no 
one  who  has  read  the  Commissionera' 
Beport  will  doubt  that  great  evils  have 
rented  &om  that  ^stem,  and  that  it 
has  had  the  efiFeot  of  lowering  the  cha- 
racter of  the  schools  and  the  standard  of 
the  education  given  in  them.  When, 
moreover,  the  Master's  salary  is  provided 
by  endowment,  exclusive  of  any  depend- 
ence on  fees  derived  from  the  students,  it 
tends  to  take  away  all  stimulus.  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  Commissioners  wiU  keep 
before  their  minds  the  importance  of 
TTiRlriTig  only  a  portion  of  the  salary  d»- 
pendonafixed  endowment,  and  of  making 
it  chiefly  depend  on  fees  to  be  paid  by  the 
scholars.  Now  these  schools  may  be 
divided  into  three  classes.  Some  of  them 
give  instruction  of  a  similar  description, 
and  to  the  children  of  persons  occupying 
a  «iTiniln.r  station  as  those  to  which  the 
Public  Schools  Act  was  aoplied — ^they 
are  on  the  same  footing  as  the  exempted 
schools ;  they  are  not  confined  to  any  lo- 
cality, but  are  extended  all  over  the 
country.  Another  class  educates  the  chil- 
dren of  professional  men  and  persooB  en- 
gaged in  trade  and  commerce ;  while  the 
great  mass  of  them — equal,  probably,  to 
the  other  two  classes  put  together— -are 
intended  for  the  education  of  chiltlren  of 
the  lower  middle  class,  and  of  skilled 
artizans.  Now  it  is  well  known  that 
the  class  whose  education  is  at  present  in 
the  most  unsatisfactory  stato  is  the  fower 
middle  class,  and  it  is  very  important 
that  schools  intended  for  their  ben^t 
should  be  improved ;  but  the  labouring 
class  must  also  be  considered,  for  it  was 
the  intention  of  many  of  the  founders  of 
these  schools  to  afford  the  means  of  a 
good  education  to  intelligent  children  of 
that  class.  No  one  would  resist  more 
strongly  than  I  would  any  attempt  to 
take  away  &om  them  any  opportumty  of 
rising  in  life  and  obtaining  the  benefits 
of  a  higher  description  of  education ;  but 
I  am  confident  that  the  gratuitouB  indis- 
criminate education  of  children  of  that 
class  in  schools  where  the  education 
ought  to  he  of  a  higher  standard  than 
that  given  in  primary  schools  will  not 
really  benefit  them,  but  rather  the  selec- 
tion &om  that  class  of  the  most  intelli- 
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vest  bbildren,  and  by  affording  to  tbose 
uie  meona  of  a  higher  educatioa.  This 
ma;,  and  I  tniet  will,  be  done  by  the  ap- 
|dicBtion  of  the  eystam  of  Exhibitions 
to  primary  schoolfl,  a&d  by  the  winnere 
of  those  Hxhibitiona  being  sent  up  to  the 
seoondary  Bchoola.  Snch  a  plan,  if  veil 
TOrked,  will  enable  children  of  all  clames, 
from  the  very  bottom  of  eociet^,  to  enter 
the  eeconda^  schools,  while  it  will  also 
havethe  effect  of  stimulating  theNational 
and  primary  Bohools.  Such  being,  then, 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  and  such  &b  ma- 
chinery by  whioh  it  is  proposed  to  effect 
it,  you  Lordships  will  see  that  there  is 
a  good  work  to  be  done.  Some  of  these 
ancient  endowments  have,  in  the  lapse 
of  time,  become  grossly  uusappUed,  and 
others  have  been  rendered  alm(»t  osdesB 
for  any  practical  purpose  by  what  I  may 
term  a  sUvish  adherence  to  the  letter 
the  founders'  bequests,  coupled  with  i 
ntter  uegleot  of  the  spirit,  while  they 
exist,  as  I  may  almost  say,  by  accident, 
and  work  with  no  regaid  for  each  other. 
We  h<^>e  to  incise  new  life  into  them, 
and  to  adapt  them  to  the  altered  condi- 
titm,  of  society,  so  that  they  may  still  per- 
form the  noMe  task — a  task  of  universal 
and  perpetual  application  —  for  which 
they  were  designed,  and  may  benefit  all 
olasses  of  the  community. 

Movtd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
^."—{The  Zori  Prmdmi.) 

Ea£l  nelson  said,  he  thought  the 
meatnire  one  likely  to  give  an  improved 
education  to  the  children  of  the  middle 
classes,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  admit 
a  portion  of  the  children  of  the  working 
class  to  its  benefits.  Many  of  these  in- 
stitutions had  been  founded  at  bo  distant 
a  dato  that,  in  considering  the  queetion 
at  the  present  time,  they  must  divest 
themselves  of  sectarian  prejudices  and 
look  at  the  matter  in  the  broad  light  of 
Ohiistianity.  He  was  glad,  therefore, 
to  fijid  that  the  Bill  proposed  to  secure 
the  denominational,  which  to  his  mind 
was  another  name  for  the  religious,  edu- 
cation of  day  scholars  in  these  schools, 
Lideed,  it  had  been  said  that  the  whole 
Bill  was  a  gigantic  Conscience  Clause. 
For  himself  he  believed  there  would  be 
no  real  education  without  a  religious  or 
denominational  education,  and  there 
could  be  no  real  system  of  denomina- 
tional education  without  a  comprehensive 
Conscience  Clause.  He  had  not  heard  in 
the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  any  rea- 


son for  not  going  still  lower  in  the  eoale 
of  endowments ;  he  could  not  make  out 
why  his  noble  Friend  exempted  schools 
witn  very  small  endowments,  or  those  in 
receipt  of  Parliamentary  grants,  &om 
the  operation  of  the  measure.  There 
was  no  class  of  educational  endowments 
which  did  more  harm  in  many  cases, 
and  in  others  less  good,  than  the  endow- 
ments in  these  simdl  schools ;  they  did 
not  provide  any  better  education  than 
uneiulowed  schools,  and  only  saved  the 
pockets  of  persons  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. What  was  wanted  was  the  lowest 
step  in  the  ladder,  by  which  boys  in  the 
working  classes  might  be  able  to  rise. 
He  hoped  these  endowments  would  be 
handled  by  another  Commission  ;  and 
that,  by  some  such  plan  as  by  converting 
these  small  endowments  into  scholBf< 
ships,  a  boy  of  the  working  class  might 
be  enabled  to  rise  from  one  stop  to 
another,  passing  fr^mi  school  to  school, 
till  he  might  get  to  the  "University.  By 
this  means  they  might  be  repaying  an 
old  and  a  great  debt.  Such  means  were 
formerly  E^orded  by  the  monastic  insti- 
tutions, in  which  persons  of  the  lower 
class  were  enabled  to  enter  the  Church ; 
so  that  in  the  times  of  the  Henries  and 
Edwards  many  persona  of  humble  origin 
played  important  parts  in  the  govern- 
ment of  me  country.  Unfortunately, 
under  the  fieformation,  the  monasteries 
were  destroyed,  instead  of  being  re- 
formed, and  that  condition  of  things 
came  to  an  end ;  and  when  through  the 
suppression  of  the  monasteries  and  the 
extension  of  education  among  the  middle 
classes  the  clergy  lost  their  exclusive 
position,  the  status  of  the  tower  classes 
proportionately  declined.  Heoonaderod, 
therefore,  that  if  the  grammar  schools 
were  made,  as  it  were,  a  step  in  the 
ladder,  so  as  to  give  the  lower  classeB 
the  means  of  raising  themselves  in  the 
social  scale,  the  oountry  would  only  be 
paying  back  to  those  dasses  what  was 
due  to  them,  by  recompensing  them  for 
the  lose  of  ^e  monastic  educational  in- 
stitutions which  had  been  so  rudely  and 
rashly  taken  away.  He  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  De  Grey)  with  respect  to 
gratuitous  education.  Primary  education 
alone  gave  boys  of  the  worWng  classes 
no  opportunity  of  rising  to  a  higher  po- 
sition; and  his  own  opinion  was  that, 
by  giving  even  small  stmolarshipB  to  the 
sons  of  tiie  working  classes,  a  great  sti- 
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mulns  irould  be  given  to  education.  He 
was  oonTinced  that  if  aueh  a  plan  were 
carefully  carried  out  a  good  and  sound 
system  of  education  would  be  estab- 
lished ;  people  would  be  induced  to  endow 
Btill  more ;  and  others  would  be  induced 
to  supplement  the  endowments  by  an- 
nual subscriptions.  In  the  main  fas  gave 
the  Bill  his  hearty  support ;  but  be  felt 
strongly  that  it  would  not  accomplish  all 
which  it  might  have  done  had  the  email 
endowments  belonging  to  the  parochial 
Bchoola  been  dealt  with. 

Tee  BiSHOF  of  ELY  said  he  was  very 
iar  from  offering  any  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  for  the  necessity  of  some  such  mea- 
sure had  been  universally  admitted ;  but 
he  desired  to  point  out  that  if  the  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  shape,  the  power 
given  to  the  (JommiBsioners  would  be  sc 
great,  as  very  greatly  to  endanger  the  re- 
ugious  character  of  our  granunar  schools. 
A  very  large  number  of  these  were 
founded  in  the  16th  century,  and  he 
believed  that  the  basis  of  every  school 
founded  in  that  period  was  religious,  the 
intent  of  the  founders  being  that  secular 
should  be  subservient  to  rebgious  teach- 
ing.' Now  the  lOth  clause  empowered 
the  Commissioners  to  remodel  the  Oo~ 
veming  Body;  the  17th  provided  that 
except  as  hereinafter-mentioned,  no  per- 
son should  be  disqualified  for  the  Go- 
verning Body  by  religious  profession  or 
opinions ;  the  1 6th  affirmed  that  a  Master 
need  not  be  in  Holy  Orders;  the  19th 
enacted  that  no  new  scheme  shouldmake 
any  provision  respecting  the  religious 
instruction  or  attendance  at  religious 
worship  of  the  scholars,  "  without  the 
consent  of  the  (Joveming  Body."  The 
Commissioners  and  the  Governing  Body 
might,  therefore,  make  any  alteration  as 
to  religion  that  they  might  desire,  and 
the  former  might  change  the  Gbveming 
Body,  and  put  in  persons  who  were  dis- 

Sosed  to  agree  to  such  alterations.  He 
id  not  wish  to  attribute  any  such  inten- 
tion to  them,  and  he  hoped,  the  feeling 
of  the  country  would  always  prevent 
education  irom  being  altogether  divorced 
fixim  religion.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  rather  see  education  based  on 
some  form  of  Christianity  with  which  he 
did  not  agree  than  see  it  with  no  reli- 
gious principle  at  all ;  and  therefore  he 
insisted  that,  in  giving  such  large  powers 
to  the  Gonunissioners,  care  diould  be 
taken  to  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
Buch  powers  being  abused,  especially  in 
Earl  NtUon 
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the  direction  of  undermining  the  reli- 
gious character  of  the  instruction.  To 
guard  against  such  a  contingency,  he 
should  in  Committee  move  Amendments 
in  accordance  with  the  suggestions  be 
had  thrown  out. 

Lord  TAUNTON  tendered  his  thanks 
to  the  Government  for  the  very  prompt 
manner  in  which  it  had  given  effect  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission that  had  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  as  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion, was  gratified  to  find  that  those 
recommendations  were  likely  to  result  in 
something  useAil.  Although  composed 
of  persons  of  diverse  rehgions  and  poli- 
tical opinions,  the  proc^dings  of  the 
Commission  bad  been  characterized  by 
perfect  unanimity ;  all  its  members  were 
alike  bent  upon  the  single  purpose  of 
doing  their  utmost  to  advance  the  great 
cause  of  education,  and  their  investiga- 
tions were  conducted  to  the  one  end  of 
seeing  how  the  endowed  schools  could 
be  improved,  and  how  they  could  be 
made  more  effectual  for  improving  and 
elevating  the  general  education  of  the 
country.  That  there  was  great  room  for 
improvement  no  one  could  doubt.  Their 
attention  had  been  first  attracted  by  the 
abuses  of  endowed  schools,  the  enormity 
of  which  was  such  that  many  persons — 
some  of  dkem  of  great  authority — had 
recommended  their  abolition  alt«gether- 
With  this  proposition  however,  he  (Lord 
Taunton)  did  not  agree,  although  he 
quite  believed  that  therewere  many  *i»d 
great  evils  that  required  immediate  re- 
medy. The  Commission,  therefore,  con- 
sidered the  matter  with  a  view  to  recom- 
mend some  plan  for  using  endowed 
schools  to  educate  the  middle  classes. 
He  believed  there  was  something  in- 
spiriting, both  to  Masters  and  Bcholare, 
in  being  connected  with  ancient  places 
of  education  where  honourable  associa- 
tions abounded  ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
admit  that,  rather  than  permit  endowed 
schools  to  continue  as  at  present,  with 
alt  their  perversions  and  abuses,  he 
would  have  them  swept  away  alb^ether. 
Instances  were  not  uncommon  of  a  sine- 
cure Master  driving  away  scholars  &om 
his  school  because  they  added  to  his 
labour  without  increasing  his  income, 
and  of  schools  so  ill-conducted  that  they 
hod  only  sufficient  life  in  them  to  pre- 
vent the  establishment  of  con^titors. 
Surely  it  was  time  to  put  an  end  to  such 
a  state  of  things,  and  he  was  glad  to 
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see  that  the  Gorenunent  had  seriously 
applied  themselves  to  this  great  and  ne- 
ceseary  vork.  The  clauses  of  the  Bill 
would  be  better  dealt  with  iu  Com 
tee;  but  he  could  not  help  remarking 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Slj)  must  be  mistaksn  in  supposing 
an  opening  had  been  left  by  which  the 
religious  teaching  of  the  schools  might  be 
affected.  He  (Lord  Taunton)  did  not 
believe  such  would  be  the  case.  At  pre- 
sent there  was  no  difBculty  in  the  way 
of  imparting  the  religious  instruction, 
Dissenters  being  found  quite  willing  to 
allow  their  sons  to  attend  the  religious 
teaching  given  in  accordance  with  the 
forms  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  difficulties  should 
arise  in  the  future.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Nelson),  one  of  the  chief  objects  of 
the  Commissioners  was  to  establish  some 
system  under  which  Exhibitions  might 
be  obtained  by  the  most  able  boys,  what- 
ever their  social  position  might  be.  He 
would  think  ill  of  any  system  which 
would  not  permit  a  boy  to  achieve  the 
highest  rank,  if  he  had  the  ability  and 
wanted  only  education  to  do  so ;  indeed, 
it  should  be  the  object  of  statesmen  to 
utilize  whatever  talent  the  lower  classes 
afforded  for  the  benefit  of  the  8tat«,  as 
it  was  the  object  of  many  of  the  founders 
of  the  Bchoofe  with  which  the  Bill  dealt. 
Dealing  with  the  question  of  esamina~ 
tion,  he  (Lord  Taunton)  advocated  the 
competition  not  only  of  scholars  with 
scholars,  but  schools  as  against  schools, 
in  the  belief  that  such  a  course  would 
stimulate  Masters.  Well  -  conducted 
schools  had  nothing  to  fear  &om  such 
ezaminationa ;  it  was  only  the  bad  schools 
that  would  be  prejudiced  by  them.  The 
Bill  came  before  tJiis  House  under  most 
enoonraging  circumstances.  It  had  passed 
through  the  other  House  without  a  par^ 
division ;  and  the  leading  men  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  had  vied  with  each 
other  in  supporting  Amendments  to  in- 
crease the  efficiency  of  the  Bill,  The 
same  excellent  spirit  had  been  manifested 
both  on  the  second  reading  and  in  Com- 
mittee. Much  was  due  to  the  good 
sense  and  the  condliatoi?  qualities  of 
the  right  hon.  Gtentlenian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
FOTBter)  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  in 
the  other  House,  to  his  thorough  mas- 
tery of  the  subject,  and  to  the  states- 
manlike manner  in  which  he  had  handled 
itt  detaUa ;  and  it  was  no  slight  suooesa 


which  he  had  achieved  in  sending  up 
the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  to  their 
Lordshipa'  House.  He  hoped  this  op- 
portuni^  would  not  be  lost  of  putting 
an  end  to  a  great  scandal  and  a  great 
evil,  and  of  laying  the  foundations  of  a 
system  which  would  not  only  put  these 
schools  on  a  proper  footing ;  but  would 
ultimately  lead  to  the  still  more  import- 
ant end  of  effecting  a  permanent  im- 
provement of  the  middle-class  education 
of  the  country. 

The  Eabl  of  CAENAEVON:  I  de- 
sire, my  Lords,  to  re-echo  the  expression 
which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  who 
spoke  a  few  minutes  ago  (Lord  Taunton), 
when  ho  congratulated  Her  Majesty's 
Government — and  he  might  also  have 
congratidated  himself,  considering  the 
large  share  which  he  has  taken  in  this 
question--~oD  the  fact  that,  in  a  Session 
when  so  many  exciting  subjects  have 
been  brought  forward,  one  of  a  quieter 
and  calmer  nature  should  have  buccbbe- 
fully  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  should  now  be  in  a  fair  way  of  re- 
ceiving your  Lordships'  assent.  One  of 
the  most  difficult  and  important  points 
that  this  Bill  deals  with  is,  of  course, 
connected  with  those  numerous  diffi- 
culties which  beset  our  path  when  we 
endeavour  to  aacertain  the  intentions  of 
founders.  No  one,  I  think,  can  have 
considered  this  question  without  having 
come  to  the  condusion  that  legislation  is 
necessary.  Of  course,  where  circum- 
stances remain  much  the  same  as  they 
originally  were,  where  the  object  which 
the  founder  had  in  view  was  a  good  ob- 
ject, and  is  one  which  can  even  now  be 
faithfully  and  satisfactorily  carried  out, 
we  must  b11  be  desirous  that  there  should 
Qo  interference  with  the  founder's 
wishes  and  intentiona ;  but  where  as  is 
the  case  with  so  great  a  number  of  en- 
dowed schools,  the  objects  for  which  the 
funds  were  originally  given  are  now  im- 
possible, or  are  such  as  it  is  not  desirable 
to  carry  out,  the  consequence  is  that  the 
schools  are  neglected,  where  the  School- 
master ie  unconscientious,  or  where  the 
funds  have  been  misappropriated,  in 
auch  cases,  I  believe  that  it  is  not  only 
the  right  but  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
State  to  exercise  its  power  of  interfer- 
ence. But  few,  I  think,  who  are  at  all 
acquainted  with  the  history  of  these 
foundations,  can  doubt  that  in  most  in- 
stances it  was  the  object  of  the  founders 
to  afford  the  means  by  which  a  number 
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of  men  conld  be  raised  np,  as  they  them- 
Belres  frequenUy  exOTessed  it,  "  to  do 
good  8«mce  both  to  Church  and  State," 
and  to  place  within  reach  of  the  poorer 
and  the  humbler  classes  those  facilities 
which  naturally  do  not  fall  within  their 
grasp,  but  by  means  of  which  they  might 
raise  themselves  higher  end  higher  in 
the  social  scale.  I  think,  also,  that 
there  can  he  little  doubt  that  in  the  ma- 
jority of  cases,  through  change  of  cir- 
cumstances  and  other  causes,  these  in- 
tentions have  miscarried-  But  no  one 
can  possibly  doubt  that  the  necessity  for 
education  is  as  great  as  it  was  in  times 
past,  and  that  it  is  just  as  important 
now  as  it  was  then  to  deal  with  t.nin  par- 
ticular class  of  schools,  and  just  as  im- 
portant to  afford  the  particular  class  in 
ihe  country  for  whom  these  schools 
were  intended  those  fad^ties  which  the 
founders  originally  intended  they  should 
enjoy.  When  you  come  to  deal  with  tlie 
clauses  there  are  some  few  points  which 
I  think  require  attention,  but  generally 
and  in  substance  I  heartily  approve  this 
I  cannot  sit   down  without 


great  extent  due  to  the  tact,  judgment, 
and  Bpiiit  of  conciliation  displayed  by 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Education 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  Eveiyone 
already  aware  of  the  abihty  of  that 
right  hou.  0«ntleman ;  but  he  is  en- 
titled to  the  highest  praise  for  the  emi- 
nently conciliatory  manner  in  which  he 
has  dealt  with  die  measure,  and  with 
which  he  not  only  met  but  in  a  great 
degree  disarmed  all  opposition  to  itfi 
progress.  That  is  the  spirit  in  which 
such  a  subject,  neceBsarily  involving  as 
it  does  much  difference  of  opinion,  ought 
to  be  handled,  and  in  which  it  ought 
upon  all  sides  to  be  considered.  I  hoi 
my  noble  Friend  the  President  of  ti 
Council  will  at  once  let  us  know  on  what 
day  he  proposes  to  take  the  Committee 

on  the  Bill.  

Tee  Ea^  of  HASBOWBT  congra- 
tulated Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
having  conducted  so  important  a  measure 
to  its  present  stage.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
a  just  matter  of  oongratulation  to  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Taunton)  to  see  the 
result  of  his  four  years'  hard  labour  as 
Ohurman  of  the  Commissiou  embodied 
in  a  measure  of  this  character — ^which 
he  regarded  as  the  commencement  of  a 
The  Horl  of  Cornarvon 


reform  of  vhat  was  a  national  reproacb 
and  a  national  scandal.  He  must  ex- 
press, too,  his  gratification  at  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  measure  had  been  con- 
ducted through  the  House  of  Conmions. 
He  believed  the  Government  had  shown 
in  the  progress  of  the  Bill  through  that 
House  that  they  were  actuated  solely  bj 
a  desire  to  promote  a  great  national  ob- 
ject irrespectively  of  all  party  "r  sec- 
tarian feeling.  He  waa  happy  to  be  able 
to  add  that  Parliament  and  the  counlzy 
might,  in  his  opinion,  place  the  strongest 
rehance  in  the  abili^  and  character  of 
the  Commissioners  to  whom  the  super- 
vision of  the  new  system  was  to  be  in- 
trusted. The  Bill  did  not  pretend  to  be 
a  new  code  of  education ;  it  did  not  at- 
tempt to  diraociate  religion  from  educa- 
tion; it  simply  provided  that  religions 
feelings  should  be  respected;  and  in  re- 
specting them  it  would  not,  he  felt  per- 
suaded, impair  the  fervour  of  religious 
convictions.  He  hailed  the  introdnction 
of  the  measure  as  the  advent  of  a  better 
era,  of  which  the  principle  was  that  re- 
l^on  should  be  the  basis  of  every  kind 
of  teaching,  but  that  a  laige  allowance 
should  be  made  for  differences  of  creed. 
He  hoped  that  an  arrangement  would  be 
adopted  under  which  throughout  the 
different  districts  of  the  country  the  en- 
dowed schools  would  be  classified,  bo 
that  they  should  not  all  be  attempting 
to  do  the  same  thing  imperfectly ;  but 
that  there  might  be  a  gradation  in  the 
character  of  the  education  imparted,  ao 
that  a  scholar  might  pass  &om  a  lower 
to  a  higher  class  of  institution.  In  that 
manner  young  men  of  the  humbler  olaoa 
might  find  their  way  to  the  UniversitiBB ; 
and  although  such  a  system  would  in- 
volve some  sacrifice  of  local  feeling,  he 
trusted  that  mere  local  jealonsieB  would 
not  be  allowed  to  prevent  the  attainment 
of  so  desirable  a  result. 

T'.i.Kt.  FORTEaCtlE  said,  that  as  one 
who  had  taken  a  deep  interest  in  this 
question,  he  concurred  m  the  expressions 
of  congratulation  to  the  Gtovemment,  and 
not  less  to  the  Opposition  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  the  suooeee  which  had 
hitherto  marked  the  progress  of  this  valu- 
able and  important  measure.  Attheeame 
time,  as  one  of  those  who  attached  iJie 
greatest  value  and  importance  to  local 
self-govemment,  and  who  disbeheved  in 
Uie  permanent  vitality  of  any  central 
buroaucratio  arrangements,  he  must  ex- 
[ffesB  his  regret  that  the  Qovemmmt 
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had  found  it  imposBiUe  to  cany  out  that 
part  of  the  able  and  exhaustive  Beport 
of  the  OmnmisaionOTS  which  related  to 
the  establiehment  of  local  educational 
Boatdfl.  Harinff  himself  a  BtroBg  county 
feeling,  his  preference  vas  for  a  Counly 
Board;  but  he  thought  the  Gommis- 
aioners  had  given  veiy  ^od  reasons 
why  they  should  start  with  the  lai^er 
r^B^atJon  district  as  the  basis  of  the 
orgonizaticm.  He  still  hoped  that  the 
establishment  of  some  system  of  local 
self-government  would  not  only  be  enter- 
tained, but  before  long  be  suooeeafiilly 
csiried  into  effect  by  the  L^islatUFe. 
This  Bill  was  an  enormous  stride,  of 
great  value ;  but  he  would  not  look  upon 
any  measure  as  permmiently  oomidete 
without  the  establishment  of  a  local 
odncational  Board,  or  Governing  Body, 
but  with  a  certain  amount  of  superin- 
tendence from  a  central  Board  in  Lon- 
dftti,  to  deal  primarily  with  educational 
endowments  within  their  area.  Instead 
of  this  Bill  being  a  violent  assault  upon 
the  principle  of  endowmente,  or  inffict^ 
ing  a  shocK  upon  the  principle,  he  looked 
upon  it  aa  the  removal  of  a  great  scandal 
and  evil,  and  the  salvation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  endowment,  as  rescuing  it  from 
disuse  and  di^irace.  It  was  formerly 
njd  that  the  worst  use  a  man  could 
isdke  of  his  money  was  to  found  a  per- 
manent endowment — that  it  would  bt 
sore  to  be  followed  by  a  misapplication 
of  the  funds,  and  that  it  would  be  an 
etril  rather  than  a  good  to  the  county  or 
town  which  he  intended  to  benefit. 
This  reform,  had  come  in  good  time  to 
rescue  the  principle  of  endowment  irom 
discredit,  and  to  encourage  those  who 
had  money  at  their  disposal,  without 
stronger  claims  upon  it,  to  found  endow- 
ments, in  the  oonndence  that  their  wishes 
would  only  be  superseded  when  they 
ceased  to  he  useful  owing  to  the  altered 
drcumstanoes  and  requirements  of  a 
later  age,  and  that  cluuitable  and  edu- 
cational trusts  would  be  administered  in 
oonformily  with  the  spirit  and  liberality 
of  the  donor  for  purposes  of  public  good, 
inatead  of  purposes  which  were  useless, 
and  too  often  worse  than  useless.  He 
thought  that  the  Bill  might  probably  be 
improved  by  further  confiideration  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordahips  in  Committee. 
The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  awd 
BRISTOL  said,  it  might  be  considered 
diBrespectful  to  their  Lordships  if  on 
two  members  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  did 
not  say  a  few  words  upon  a  Bill  of  so 


much  importance,  and  so  lately  eSk^- 
ing  the  interests  <^  the  Church.  He 
came  down  to  the  House  strongly  im- 
pressed with  the  feeling  that  it  was  un- 
[eeirable  that  the  OommissionerB  ap- 
pointed by  this  Bill  Hbould  have  the  very 
wide  powers  which  were  conferred  upon 
them ;  but  he  frankly  owned,  after  the 
remarks  made  by  the  noble  Eaxl  who 
introduoed  the  measure,  and  after  the 
valuable  comments  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Taunton)  who  was  Chairman  of 
the  Commission,  that  he  was  in  a  great 
degree  converted.  The  noble  Lord  had 
alluded  to  the  state  of  the  grammar 
s(Aools  in  small  towns;  and,  being  ac- 
quainted with  many  of  these  echoes  in 
bis  diocese,  he  (the  Bishop  of  Gloucester) 
must  express  hia  concurrence  to  a  very 
great  extent  with  his  remarks.  If  the 
task  of  the  Commissioners  was  to  re- 
semble the  labours  usually  assigned  to 
the  l^«ndaiy  hero  of  all  strength,  and 
to  he  of  a  very  cleansing  character,  the 
Commissioners  must  be  armed  with  cor- 
responding powers.  With  regard  to*  the 
religious  question,  he  concurred  to  a 
great  degree  with  the  generously-ex- 
pressed views  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Eari 
of  Harrowby).  He  recognized  in  this 
Bill  certain  necessary  provisions,  and  he 
concurred  with  the  noSle  Earl  in  respect 
to  the  general  teaching  of  religion  by 
the  present  Masters  of  the  existing 
grammar  schools.  The  clauses  relating 
to  religious  education  would  require  some 
consideration.  There  had  always  been 
a  tacit  agreement  between  the  two  par- 
tiesmost  divided  in  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  if  there  was  a  heo  power  on 
the  part  of  the  parent  to  withdraw  a 
child  from  any  portion  of  the  religious 
teaching,  there  should  also  be  a  free 
power  on  the  part  of  the  teacher  of  ex- 
pressing in  other  lessons  his  general 
sentiments,  without  any  fear  of  being 
called  to  account  for  it.  He  perceived, 
however,  with  some  slight  anxiety,  that 
one  clause  of  thin  Sill  gave  the  power  to 
the  Governing  Body  to  interfere  with  a 
teacher  who  diould  persistently  teach  at 
a  lesson  other  than  a  religious  lesson 
Hiat  which  was  disapproved  by  the  child's 
parents  or  guardians.  He  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  give  some  atten- 
tion to  the  subj  ect ;  but  he  admitted  that 
this  was  a  matter  for  Committee.  In 
common  with  all  the  speakers  in  this 
debate,  he  must  own  that  he  recognized 
the  general  liberality  of  the  tone  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  by  no  means  opposed  the 
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prindple,  although  he  reeeired  to  him- 
self the  power  of  suggesting  any  Amend- 


ment in  Committee.  He  must  tender 
his  sincere  felicitations  to  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  De  Grey)  on  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  introduced  a  Bill  containing  in 
it  so  nmch  of  good,  and  calculated  to 
settle  so  many  difficult  questions.  On 
behalf  of  some  most  rev.  and  right  rev. 
Prelates  who  were  unavoidably  absent, 
he  wished  to  express  their  desire  to  have 
taken  part  in  the  debate,  and  their  hope 
that  they  would  not  be  precluded,  on  lAe 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee,  &om 
noticing  the  general  aspect  and  prin- 
dple of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that  the 
noble  Earl  would  concede  that  privilege 
to  hie  absent  brethren. 

Eabl  de  GEET  and  EIPON  said, 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  the 
result  of  this  discusraon  bad  been  highly 
gratifying  to  him.  It  was  most  satis- 
factory to  find  that  this  Bill  had  met 
with  80  large  a  share  of  approval,  ao  far 
as  its  main  principles  were  concerned,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  and  the  fact, 
he  hoped,  afforded  some  prospect  of  a 
measure  which  had  been  so  long  needed 
being  passed  during  the  present  Session. 
He  would  not  detam  their  Lordsliips  by 
entering  into  detail  upon  the  points 
alluded  to  by  the  various  speakers,  with 
the  single  exception  of  that  put  by  the 
^ht  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Ely). 
He  could  assure  the  right  rev,  Prelate 
that  the  clause  to  which  Ee  alluded,  with 
reference  to  the  powers  of  the  Governing 
Body,  was  by  no  means  intended  to  bear 
the  construction  he  had  placed  on  it. 
At  the  same  time  be  would  re-consider 
the  matter,  so  as  to  remove  any  doubt  as 
to  the  powers  conferred  by  the  Bill.  He 
was  extremely  gratified  by  the  tone  of 
the  observations  made  on  the  BUI  by  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  table  (the  Earl  of 
Harrowby).  With  respect  to  the  time 
when  the  Bill  would  be  taken  in  Com- 
mittee, it  was  difficult  to  speak  with  cer- 
tainty, having  so  much  important  busi- 
ness before  them  this  week.  He  would 
now  name  to-morrow  week  for  the  Com- 
mittee, and  hoped  before  then  to  state 
precisely  on  wbat  day  it  would  be  taken. 

Motion  agrttA  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  on 
Ttitiday  the  6M  of  July  next. 

■  quarter  put  I 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2^th  Junt,  1869. 


MINTTTES.]— SmLioi  GauMmm— New  Unr 
Coarti ;  Seeda  Adultention,  RomintlMf. 

Snn-Li  —  coHtidertd  in  CoBimiOee— Cim  Sib- 
Tici  EiTiiutis — Clau  I. 

Polio  BiUi— flwolulien*  in  C<»»niiK«— Pen- 
sion a  Commutation. 

Retalution  ia  CommOUt—Ordtrtd — Fint  lUad- 
in^— Shipping  Dun  Exemption  Aet  (1687) 
Amendment*  [181], 

Second  Reading — Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment  (No.  a)  [173].  debaU  adjourned. 

CirmmiUet~Ileport—CM[  Offic»  (PentJona)" 
(re-aimm.)  [133] ;  Titles  to  Land  ConaolidBtion 
(Scotland)  A«t  (1868)  Amendment*  [163): 
Court  of  Seaaion  Act  (1668)  AmeDdment* 
[US]  :  Uigh  ConsUbles'  OEBoe  AboliUoD* 
[163]  :  Special  Bnila*  [1S3]. 

Cimtidercd  ai  amended— CitU  OfflotafPeoiioiia)* 
(re.eonim.)[l3S]!  Greenwich  Hoapital  ■  [lOG]; 


Endowed  ilDipiUla,  Ae.  (SccMuid)  *  [13*]. 
mrd    /ieadiHO  — Bankruptcy"    [199];     Ciri 
Offices  (l'enaiona)>  (re-ctmn-)    [133];    Und 


Tax  Ccmmiuionera'  Nainea*[S4];  Park  Gal* 
Cbapel  Marriagra,  *«.*  [Ill];  Priwna  (Scot- 
land) Adminiairation  Act  (1860)  Amendment* 
[li3],  tad  patted. 

"WRITERS"  IN  THE  CDSTOMS. 

QUESnoK. 

Captajk  GEOSTENOE  said,  hs 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
euiT,  Whether  it  would  be  incompatible 
witii  the  interests  of  the  public  service 
to  allow  "Writers  in  the  Department  of 
Customs"  fourteen  days'  leave  annually 
without  deduction  of  pay  f 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
persons  to  whom  the  Question  referred 
were  employed  at  daily  wages,  paid  on 
a  higher  scale  than  formerly,  on  the 
understanding  that  they  were  to  be  paid 
only  for  the  days  that  they  worked; 
therefore  it  would  be  quite  incompatible 
with  the  engagements  they  had  entered 
into,  for  them  to  be  paid  for  the  days 
when  they  were  not  employed.  It  would 
be  necessary  for  the  Commieaioners  of 
Customs  to  employ  other  persons,  and  to 
give  them  the  wages  which  would  other- 
wise be  earned  by  those  persons.  Thev 
were  only  allowed  the  holidays  which 
were  given  by  Boyal  command.  He 
was  sorry,  therefore,  the  request  could 
sot  be  complied  with. 

ARMT— MEDAL  FOR  SERVICE  IN  INDU. 

aUESTIOIT. 

Mb.  EnfNAIBD  said,  he  wished  t 
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India,  Whether  it  is  intended  to  grant 
a  medal  or  claep  to  the  Troops  engaged 
in  the  Umbeyla  Campaign  ? 

Me.  grant  duff  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  India  medal  of  1854  was  to  be 
given  to  the  Burvivora  of  the  troops  en- 
gaged on  the  North  West  frontier  from 
1849  to  1663,  a  clasp  being  attached  for 
the  North  West  frontier  generally,  and 
a  special  claep  for  the  Umbeyla  Cam- 
paign. 

CHINA— AFFAIR   AT  PEKIN. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  8YKES  said,  he  wished  to 
aat  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  account 
has  been  received  at  the  Foreign  0£Bce 
in  confirmation  of  statements  pubhshed 
in  the  journals  of  Northern  Cbma,  quot- 
ing letters  from  Fekiu,  that  the  French 
Char^  d'AfTaires,  U.  Bochfort,  had 
been  grossly  insulted  in  Pekin  by  a 
high  functionary,  and  had  demanded  an 
apology,  under  the  threat  of  hauling 
down  the  French  flag,  and  that  the 
other  Foreign  Ministers  had  concurred 
in  the  proceedings  of  M.  Bochfort.  Also, 
whether  Prince  Kung  had  resigned  his 
seat  as  Chief  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
that  the  Viceroy  had  been  appointed  to 
a  seat  in  the  Cabinet  at  Pekin  f 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  no  official 
information  had  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  of  the  circumstances  al- 
luded to ;  but  he  had  seen  them  related 
in  the  China  Mail  of  the  13th  May,  and 
at  the  risk  of  disappointing  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  he  must  express  an  opi- 
nion that  they  were  greatly  exaggerated. 
In  a  St.  Petersburgh  letter  in  a  Belgian 
newspaper  of  the  18th  June  there  was 
an  account  of  the  transaction,  and  which 
stated  that  the  matter  had  been  com- 
pletely and  satisiactorily  settled.  The 
latest  accounts  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office  were  dated  to  16th  April,  and 
what  his  hon.  and  gallant  Fnend  had 
been  pleased  to  call  a  fracas  occurred  on 
the  18th,  consequently  after  the  last  ad- 
vices left  China. 

SUPPLY. 
Order  forCommittee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
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AUDIT  OF  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

0B8ESTATI0N8. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  imperfect  audit  of  the 
Public  Accounts,  and  to  the  failure  of 
the  Departments  to  lay  their  accounts 
before  the  Auditor  General.  Before, 
however,  adverting  to  that  question,  he 
wished  for  information  with  regard  to 
two  of  the  items  in  the  accounts  audited 
for  the  year  ending  the  3Ist  of  March, 
1868.  He  regretted  that  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  absent,  as 
the  question  would  rather  apply  to  the 
late  Government  than  to  the  present. 
In  the  very  first  Vote  of  Class  I.  there 
was  an  excess  of  expenditure  amounting 
to  £6,474  over  the  sum  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. Of  this  sum  of  £6,474  no  less 
than  £3,700  were  expended  for  works 
on  the  Norman  Tower  and  Grand  Stair- 
case of  Windsor  Palace,  He  wished  to 
ask  how  it  was  that  a  sum  had  been 
spent  on  works  which  did  not  appear  in 
the  Estimates.  He  also  desired  to  he 
informed  how  it  was  that  in  Tote  6  of 
the  same  Class,  while  only  £1,576  was 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  EhnbasE^ 
House  at  Paris,  the  sum  of  £3,606  was 
in  reality  expended  upon  it?  The  reason 
assigned  was  the  change  of  Ambassa- 
dors, but  he  did  not  tlunk  that  a  valid 
one.  The  great  Departments  of  the 
State  had  fuled  to  state  their  accounts 
to  the  Auditor  General  in  pursuance  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  1866. 
Under  that  statute  a  huge  Audit  De- 
partment was  constituted.  It  consisted 
of  a  Controller  and  Auditor  General, 
with  a  salary  of  £2,000  a  year;  of  an 
Assistant  Controller,  with  £1,500  ayear; 
of  a  Secretary,  with  £945  a  year ;  of  six 
inspectors  of  the  first  class  and  seven  of 
the  second,  and  of  thirty-four  examiners. 
Altogether  there  was  a  complete  staff  of 
129  persons,  whose  salaries  and  the  ex- 
penses of  the  office  amounted  to  £42,200 
S)r  annum.  Now,  &om  the  Auditor 
eneral's  Beport  on  the  Accounts  of  the 
year  ending  March  31,  1868,  itappeared 
that  only  eighteen  Totes  were  audited 
out  of  twen^-seven  in  the  First  Class. 
Six  were  submitted  for  audit  in  an  im- 
perfect form,  and  for  three  no  accounts 
were  submitted,  and  no  audit  took  place. 
Of  the  sum,  therefore,  of  £942,235  one- 
third  never  came  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  auditor ;  and  whether  those  sums 
had  been  expended  properly  and  satis- 
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factorily  there  were  no  means  of  judging. 
The  Department  bad  failed  to  render 
accountefor  the  expenditure  of  £4,000 
on  the  Embassy  Honae  at  Constanti- 
nople, and  of  £76,700  for  Harbours  of 
Befuge;  £74,837  had  been  expended 
on  Public  Buildings  in  Ireland ;  £21 ,000 
on  the  SberifTs  Court  Houses  in  Scot- 
land, and  £27,000  for  Bates  on  Oovem- 
ment  property,  vithout  any  accounts  or 
Touchers  being  produced.  He  asked 
'wbether  it  was  fitting  that,  in  the  mat- 
tat  of  rates,  for  which  receipts  were 
always  given,  the  Auditor  Oeueral  should 
have  no  power  of  checking  the  ac- 
counts ?  Bad  as  things  were  in  Class 
I.,  they  were  worse  in  the  next  Class. 
In  Class  n.,  there  were  thirty-six  dif- 
ferent Tot«s  for  the  salaries  and  ex- 
peoaes  of  Public  Departments ;  and  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
of  these  only  four  had  submitted  their 
aocoiLQts  to  the  Auditor  Qeneral,  and 
furnished  a  correct  statement  of  the  ap- 
propriation of  the  money  which  Pariia- 
ment  had  placed  in  their  hands.  The 
list  of  defaulting  offices  comprised  the 
Privy  Seal  Office,  for  which  £2,938  was 
voted  for  the  year  ending  March  31, 
1868;  the  Paymaster  General's  Office, 
which  had  received  £20,200,  and  ren- 
dered no  accounts ;  the  Public  Becorde 
Offioe,  which  had  received  £21,383  ;  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  which  had  received 
£312,798  andrendered no  accounts  what- 
ever ;  the  Mint,  which  had  received 
£44,158;  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries, 
who  had  had  £39,622;  the  OfBce  of 
Public  Works  in  Irelaiid,  which  had 
had  £24,620 ;  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland's  Office,  which  had  had  £16,735. 
In  all  these  cases  the  Act  of  1866  had 
been  disregarded  and  ignored  by  the 
Executive  Oovemment  which  placed  it 
on  the  statute  book.  There  were,  be- 
ddee,  the  Copyhold,  Tithe,  and  Iiiclo- 
sure  Oonunissioners,  who  absorbed 
£20,101 ;  the  Incloeure  and  Drainage 
of  Land  Commissioners,  £11,600;  the 
General  Begister  Office  for  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland,  £69,025 ;  the 
NationalDebt  Office,  £16,424  ;  the  Pub- 
lic Works  Loan  Commissioners,  £3,449 ; 
the  Lunacy  Commissioiiers,  £14,440; 
the  Postage  of  Public  Departments, 
£167,350;  the  whole  amounting  to 
£860,639.  None  of  these  had  rendered 
accounts  to  the  Auditor  General  such 
he  could  audit,  and  they  were  therefore 
without  certi£catioti.  Some  of  these 
Jfr.  Candiith 


had  rendered  cash  statements,  hat  those 
which  followed  had  fiimiehed  no  ac- 
counts or  statements  whatever  : — the 
ses  of  Parliament  Offices,  which 
had  £73,491  ;  the  Treasniy  itseli; 
£52,836;  the  Home  Office,  £27,308; 
the  For^gn  Office,  £67,410  ;  the  Ccdonial 
Office,  £33,350  ;  the  I^vy  Coondl 
Office,  £30,423.  In  short,  all  the  great 
Deputments  of  State,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Office  of 
Works,  the  Woods  and  Forests,  and  an- 
other, had  failed  to  render  accounts  to  the 
Auditor    General,    the    whole    ameunt 

Kcedattheiidisposal  being  £1,1 99,819. 
e  whole  amount  of  money  audited  was 
£500,000,  the  remainder  escaped  audit 
altf^ther.  The  same  neglect  of  duty 
was  observable  in  the  whole  of  the  re- 
maining five  classes  of  the  Civil  Serrice 
Vot«B.  The  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice, 
with  the  offices  attached,  comprising 
Class  No.  m.,  had  &iled  to  rendw  ac- 
counts in  such  a  form  that  th^  could 
be  audited,  most  of  them  fiimishing 
none  at  all.  Then  there  were  the  Co- 
lonial Consular  Establishments,  and 
other  Foreign  Services,  comprising  229 
distinct  offices,  and  amounting  to 
£1,600,000,  which  fiimishedno  accounts 
whatever.  The  same  was  the  case  with 
the  Education  and  Science  Departments. 
In  all  £8,202,000  had  been  voted  for 
tiie  Civil  Service  chaises  in  163  Votes, 
on  only  twenty-four  of  irtiich  had  ac- 
counts been  famished  to  the  Auditor 
General  and  approved  by  him — eighty- 
eight  had  been  submitted  in  an  imper- 
fect form,  and  of  fifty-one  no  account 
whatever  had  been  rendered.  Now,  if 
a  public  auditor  of  accounts  were  a  use- 
less officer,  and  the  work  performed 
unnecessary  and  unprofitable,  let  them 
not  throw  contempt  on  their  legislatioD 
by  keeping  the  Act  of  1666  on  the 
statute  book.  But  he  held  that  an  effici- 
ent auditor  was  of  great  use,  and  it 
rested  with  the  House  to  see  that  the 
Executive  Government  secured  for  them 
the  audit  created  by  the  Act.  Careless- 
ness in  public  accounte  meant  pubfio 
extravagance,  and  public  extravagance 
meant  additional  taxation,  which  made 
itself  felt  by  capitalists  in  lessoned  means 
of  employing  labour,  and  by  the  labourer 
in  less  work  on  the  one  hand  and  higher- 
priced  provisions  on  the  other,  as  well 
as  in  less  education  and  loss  moral 
strength  to  meet  the  duties  and  bear  the 
burdens  of  life.     The  reqwneibiHty  in 
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tiie  matter  of  course  lay  vitb  the  late 
OoTemmeat,  not  one  of  whose  Members, 
he  regretted  to  say,  was  in  his  place, 
although  they  were,  he  thought,  bound 
to  offer  eome  explanation  ae  to  how  it 
happened  that  they  had  so  utterly  dis- 
regarded the  requirements  of  the  law, 
and  were  guilty  of  what,  he  ventured  to 
say,  amounted  to  a  grosa  neglect  of 
duty. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  must  feel  much  indebted  to  his 
hoD.  Friend  (Mr.  Oandlish)  for  having 
applied  himself  to  the  conaiderfltion  of  a 
subject  which  was  by  no  means  an 
agreeable  one,  and  very  obscure.  He, 
too,  regretted  that  there  waa  no  one 
present  on  the  &ont  Benches  opposite  to 
offer  any  explanation  on  the  subject ; 
but,  in  answer  to  the  obseirations  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  might  be  permitted  to 
explain  that  this  Audit  Act  came  into 
operation  only  on  the  1st  of  April,  1867, 
that  it  required  a  large  re-arrangement 
of  many  public  acoounts  to  give  effect  to 
its  provisionB,  and  that  great  difficulties 
were  found  to  lie  in  the  way  in  making 
the  necessary  changes.  To  surmount 
those  difficulties  was  a  work  of  time ;  and 
the  result  was  that  many  accounts  for 
year  ending  in  March,  1B68,  could  not 
be  completed  in  the  fonn  required  by  the 
Act  of  1S66,  and  tbat  when  the  year 
expired  those  accounts  could  not  be  pre- 
sented for  audit  aocordins  to  the  pro- 
visions  of  that  Act.  They  had,  however, 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
which  was  now  proceeding  with  its 
vestigationa  into  the  very  question  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  invited  at- 
tention, and  which  had  power  of  calling 
before  it  officers  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ceiving &om  them  explanations  on  all 
the  points  to  which  he  had  referred.  It 
was  not  open  to  him,  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  Houae,  to  enter  into 
detwls  as  to  the  proceedings  of  that 
Committee,  and  he  could  not,  thwefore, 
give  his  hon.  Friend  that  information 
vriiieh  he  hoped  would  bo  before  long 
at  the  dispowd  of  hon.  Members  gene- 
rally. He  could  say,  however,  that, 
though  it  was  found  impossible  to  render 
the  accounts  for  the  first  year,  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  entirely  removed  in  future 
years,  and  there  would  be  no  recurrence 
of  the  shortcomings  shown  in  the  ac- 
counts now  before  the  House,  When 
the  hon.  Member  saw  the  ficmirt  and 
read  the  evidence,  he  would  find  that  his 


details  had  not  escaped  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.  He  oould  assure  his 
hon.  Friend  that  this  subject  had  also 
engaged  the  attention  of  tiie  Govern- 
ment, and  that  every  effort  would  be 
used  to  have  the  acoounts  audited  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Act.      ____^_ 

Mb.  J.  WHITE  said,  that  having 
brought  this  subject  underthenoticeofthe 
House  last  year,  he  was  not  sniprised  at 
the  oomplaint  now  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Candlish)  at  Uie  utter  f^ure 
of  the  Board  of  Audit  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  intended.  Considering  that 
the  Treasury  controlled  the  Controller, 
he  was  fioOTttical  that  the  Board  as  now 
constitutea  would  ever  render  the  service 
expected  of  it,  and  he  looked  upon  the 
£42,000  ft  year  which  this  Board  cost  as 
a  wastefiil  appropriation  of  the  public 
money,  becauseiftiie  Treasury  did  itsduty 
such  costly  supervision  would  not  be  re- 
quired. K  the  Board  wereproperly  consti- 
tuted the  offidsls  should  not  be  appointed 
by  the  Treasury,  but  by  Parliament ;  and 
the  Board  should  report,  not  to  the  Trea- 
sury, but  directly  to  Parliament,  which 
voted  the  money.  The  only  way  of  secur- 
ing an  independent  and  efficient  audit,  to 
which  the  country  would  look  with  con- 
fidence, was  by  dissociating  it  &om  the 
Treasury  and  making  it  exclusively  re- 
sponsible to  Parhament. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr,  Ayrton)  was  unsatie&c- 
tory.  No  doubt  his  hon.  Friend  was 
not  in  Of^  at  the  time  refrared  to ;  but 
in  this  case  the  House  had  to  deal  with 
Departments,  and  not  with  men.  How 
ooiud  the  best  auditors  in  the  world 
audit  accounts  if  none  were  laid  before 
them  ?  Yet  that  had  happened  in  several 
instance  here.  For  example,  even  the 
Treasury,  spending  £52,000,  the  Home 
Office  Bpeni£ng  £27,000,  and  the  Foreign 
Office  £67,000,  had  sent  in  no  acoounts ; 
and  in  another  class  of  cases  the  ac- 
counts  sent  in  were  imperfect.  On  the 
whole,  the  House  had  sreat  reason  to  be 
dissatisfied,  for  the  htdf-yearly  accounts 
of  any  railway  company — of  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western,  amounting  to 
£1,600,000,  for  example — were  au^ted 
and  a  dividend  paid  within  three  months, 
after  the  books  were  dosed,  while  tha 
Treasury  accounts  for  the  year  end- 
ing, Mandi  31,  1868,  showing  an  ex- 
pendituie  of  only  £52,000,  had  not  yet 
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been  audited.  Any  railway  compaDy 
would  dismiss  £rom  its  service  men  who, 
dealing  witli  a  trifling  expenditure  like 
that,  could  not  make  up  their  awiounts 
ready  for  audit  within  a  month  ;  and  if 
the  head  men  in  tiiese  Government  of- 
fices were  chosen,  from  their  abilities, 
as  those  of  any  ordinary  company  were 
chosen,  instead  of  from  personal  fa- 
vouritism or  aristocratic  interest,  there 
would  be  no  diificulty.  It  was  most  dis- 
creditable to  our  finance  that  such  things 
should  continue,  and  he  hoped  that  no 
time  would  be  lost  in  putting  matters  on 
a  better  footing. 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  joined  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ayrton)  in  r^retting 
that  no  one  was  present  connected  with 
the  late  Government  to  take  part  in  the 
conversation  on  this  most  important  sub- 
iect.  Probably,  however,  u  they  had 
Deen  present  they  could  hardly  have 
been  in  possession  of  the  kind  of  minute 
and  technical  knowledge  which  would 
be  requisite  in  order  to  enable  Members 
of  this  House  to  come  to  a  perfectly 
just  estimate  of  the  merits.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr,  Candliah)  had  rendered  a  public 
service  in  bringing  this  question  for- 
ward, and  he  would  not  put  himself  in 
conflict  with  the  arguments  used  by  him 
or  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down ;  but  there  were  special  diffj- 
culties  in  the  case  of  Government  ac- 
counts, so  that  you  could  hardly  draw 
any  analogy  between  them  and  the  ac- 
counts of  railway  companies.  Where 
the  Government  Department  was  a  pure 
spending  department,  and  nothing  else, 
it  was  probable  that  the  analogy  might 
to  a  great  extent  apply.  But  even  then 
it  must  be  taken  into  view  that  tiie  ope- 
rations of  all  the  great  Departments  of 
the  Government  extended  over  the  whole 
world,  and  also  that  there  was  not  and 
could  not  be  a  discipline  as  efScient  in 
the  hands  of  the  Executive  Government 
for  securing  strictness  and  punctuality 
on  the  part  of  subordinates  as  private 
employers  could  secure.  The  geographi- 
cal difficulty  was  especially  to  oe  re- 
membered ;  for,  if  questions  arose  upon 
the  accounts,  instead  of  having  like  the 
London  and  North- Western  BkUway  to 
send  to  a  place  within  one  day's  post  in 
order  to  obtain  explanations,  the  Go- 
vernment Department  might  hare  to 
Bend  to  a  place  from  which  it  could  only 
obtain  an  answer  within  two  or  three, 
Mr.  M'Larm 


But  that  would  not  apj 


1  four  months.  [Mr.  QimyiAas : 
^ply  to  the  Civil 
s.]  It  would  apply  to 
the  accoimts  in  general,  and  even  a  large 
portion  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
referred  to  accounts  which  involved 
transactions  at  a  great  distance,  and 
might  require  distant  references.  In 
the  main,  however,  it  must  bo  remem- 
bered that  our  system  of  accounts  was 
still  in  some  respects  in  its  infancy. 
Until  the  Audit  Act  of  1 866  was  passed 
its  condition  was  altogether  unsatisfac- 
tory. Without  presuming,  therefore,  to 
the  knowledge  which  would  enable  bim 
to  give  specific  answers  to  the  statements 
made,  he  would  say  that  some  degree  of 
patience  and  indulgence  was  requisite 
until  such  time  had  elapsed  as  would 
justify  hon.  Members  in  expecting  that 
the  system  shoidd  be  brought  to  some- 
thing like  perfection.  With  regard  to 
the  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  J.  White)  whom  he  un- 
derstood to  say  that  we  might  save  alto- 
gether the  eetablidunent  of  the  Board  of 
Audit,  and  transact  the  business  through 
the  Treasury,  he  had  to  reply  that,  in 
the  first  place,  tiie  Govemmeat  had  used 
great  efforts  to  effect  a  saving  in  the 
Board  of  Audit.  That  Board  consiBted 
years  ago,  within  his  recollection,  of  a 
lai^  number  of  Commissioners;  and 
they  had  now  by  degrees  got  rid  of  the 
whole  of  those  Commissionere.  The 
Board  now  cost  much  less,  though  the 
general  establishment  might  not  cost 
&ss;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
some  years  ago  only  a  small  part,  com- 
p^atively,  of  the  bublic  expenditure 
came  under  the  view  of  the  auditors. 
He  could  not  hold  out  the  hope  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  that  the 
Board  of  Audit  would  be  dispensed  with, 
and  the  business  transacted  through  the 
Treasury.  He  maintained,  indeed,  that 
the  Board  of  Audit  oi^ht  to  be  perfectly 
independent  of  the  ^^asury,  and  to 
make  its  Reports  to  Parliament.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  did  so  make  its  Beports, 
though  the  Beports  were  transmitted  to 
the  Treasury.  The  Auditor  General 
was  a  Parliamentary  officer,  appointed 
for  the  security  of  the  State,  and  no- 
thing would  be  more  satisfactory  to  him 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  than  any  arrangement 
tending  to  place  the  Auditor  General 
and  his  Department  more  closely  ^^^ 
distinctly  under  the  control  of  Farlia- 
liament.    It  was  undoubtedly  the  busi- 
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neos  of  that  Hooae  to  be  TesponHible  not 
only  for  the  inception  of  all  public  ._ 
penditure,  but  aUo  to  follow  tne  money 
laised  by  taxation  until  tbo  last  fartlmiK 
was  accounted  for ;  and  wbataver  could 
be  done  or  Buggeeted  in  furtberance  of 
that  principle  would  at  all  times  commend 
itself  to  tne  acceptance  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  Aldsbjian  LT78£  said,  it  was 
difficult  to  know  where  or  hov  the 
money  voted  by  that  House  went,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  Goremment  would 
endeavour  to  simplify  the  matter  as 
much  as  possible. 

SLAVE  TEADE  FEOM  THE  SOOTH  SEA 
ISLANDS.—  (IDESTION. 
Me.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  :  I  riaa  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  the 
ner  in  which  the  supply  of  labour  t 
fi;reat  colony  of  Queensland  is  at  present 
mmisbed  through  immigration  from  the 
South  Sea  Islands.  My  object  is  to  p^e- 
rent  the  idea  of  Queensland  being  asso- 
ciated with  a  revival  of  the  slave  trade. 
To  abow  that  the  territory  of  Queensland 
is  not  an  unimportant,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, one  of  the  most  extensive  of  the 
British  colonies,  I  may  mention  that  its 
area  is  nearly  double  that  of  Canada ; 
that  it  is  one-half  larger  than  England, 
Wales,  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  France 
added  together ;  and  that  gold,  copper, 
and  coal  mines  have  been  already  dis- 
covered in  several  districts  of  Queens- 
land. The  climate  is  well  fitted  for  the 
European  constitution.  In  this  nu^nifi- 
cent  country  there  has  sprung  up  within 
the  last  seven  or  eight  years  a  system 
of  immigration  &om  the  neighbouring 
South  Sea  Islands,  to  supply  the  wants 
of  labour  in  Queensland.  The  evils  of 
that  system  were  admitted  on  all  sides, 
and  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Colonial  Office  an  Act  was  passed  to  re- 
gulate that  immigtatioD  of  barbarians. 
No  Act  could  render  that  immigration  a 
dmirable  or  a  moral  one.  Under  that 
^stem  of  immigration  the  evik  of  the 
middle  passage  are  repeated.  I  brought 
this  question  before  the  late  Government 
and  the  present  one,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight  lately  put  a 
question  to  the  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Colonies.  On  this  last  occasion  we  were 
assured  that  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Qovemment  would  be  paid  to  the  mat- 
ter ;  but  up  to  the  present,  as  far  as  I 
caa  imderstand,  no  active  steps  have 
been  token  to  do  away  with  this  dis- 
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graceful  traffic.  I  have  nothing  to  say 
against  the  Act  passed  by  the  Colonial 
Legislature.     I  believe  it  contains  some 

r visions  against  which  nothing  could 
said.  Probably  it  is  as  good  an  Act 
as  could  have  been  passed  under  the  cir- 
cumstances; but  it  wants  that  specific 
element  by  which  alone  a  successful  sys- 
tem of  emigration  can  be  realized — 
namely,  the  establishment  of  a  Govern- 
ment dep6t  in  these  islands,  so  as  to  se- 
cure to  the  emigrants  every  information 
necessary  as  r^ards  the  country  to  which 
they  are  to  be  brought,  and  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  agreement  into  which  they 
enter.  The  Duhe  of  Newcastle,  writing, 
in  1861,  to  Governor  Sir  George  Bowen, 
having  stated  that  the  emigrants  to  the 
West  Indies  and  Mauritius  were  col- 
lected in  India,  under  the  direction  of 
agents  appointed  and  paid  bj  the  re- 
spective colonies,  were  received  into 
depots  at  the  port  of  departure,  were 
subjected  before  embarkation  to  a  medi- 
cal examination,  were  informed  where 
they  were  going,  and  made  to  under- 
stand the  nature  of  the  agreement,  and, 
above  all,  that  it  was  required  that  every 
body  of  males  should  be  accompanied  by 
a  certain  proportion  of  females,  fixed  at 
that  time  at  25  per  cent,  went  on  to 
say — 

"  WheTBTBF  the  Bmlgration  ■hall  be  set  on  Toot, 
it  will  ba  ^onr  Brat  daty  to  appoint  >n  emigration 
ngent  for  the  coloof  at  eaeti  port  from  vbioh  emi- 
granta  are  to  be  oblainetl." 

Now,  in  the  despatch  of  the  Duhe  of 
Buckingham  to  Governor  Sir  George 
Bowen,  dated  9th  November,  1867,  sug- 
gesting the  principal  points  for  an  Act, 
no  mention  is  made  of  such  a  condition. 
The  only  protection  in  this  respect  con- 
sists in  the  clause  that  the  master  of  the 
vessel  must  produce  a  certificate  signed 
by  a  "  consul,  missionary,  or  other 
known  person,"  or  the  agreement  shall 
overlooked,  and  that  by  the  Govern- 
ment agent,  to  see  that  they  understand 
the  terms  which  they  give,  the  wages 
they  are  to  be  paid,  and  all  tlus  was  now 
supposed  to  be  given.  The  Bishop  of 
Sydjiey  at  the  meeting,  Februaiy  8th, 
1869,  read  a  letter  &om  Dr.  Fattisos, 
the  missionary  Bishop  of  Milensia,  in 
which  he  stated  his  unqualified  opinion 
that  the  natives  of  the  island  were  in- 
ible  of  understanding  the  nature  of 
pgal  contract.  Now,  Sir,  this  trade- 
as  1  have  shown,  wants  that  first  ele- 
ment which  would  make  it  tolerable.  I 
am  far  from  saying  that  even  if  titia 
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element  was  proBent  that  the  trade  would 
have  been  a  tolerable  one.  Notwith- 
etandinA  the  admirable  regulationB  un- 
der which  it  was  managed,  there  were 
man;  who  doabted  whether  it  wae  aot  a 
groat  eviL  I  will  read  a  memorial 
usued  by  John  Small,  Chief  Justice  of 
Hong  Kong,  and  tiie  Hon.  JameB 
"Whittall  to  Sir  Richard  Graves  Mao- 
Donnell,  Oovemor  of  Hong  Kong.  In 
regard  to  Coolie  emigration,  he  saya — 

"  W«  will  give  the  CUiwM  Q«TerDDi«nt  credit 
for  thorongfalj  good  intentiona,  mm!  wa  are  aniioni 
to  admit  tbat  the  letter  o(  their  tegitlatioo  in 
oonneotioQ  irith  Coolts  amigratiao  it  rerj  near 
perfecUoD.  Bnt  we  do  not  require  to  tell  ;aur 
EioelieDOjT  that  then  Tsrj  reguUtiaas,  uid  te 
ba  deaigned  to  proteat  the  Coolie  agunit  frvaA 
and  rettraint,  are  with  deteitable  iDgeDaity  oon- 
verted  into  meihea  wharebj  to  entiap  him  more 
leoural;.  Theae  regnlatioo*  are  of  no  ntilitf 
irbatoTer  ;  they  aerrs  but  to  cut  duat  in  tbe  ejei 
of  the  world  ;  the;  afford  do  proteotioD  to  (ha 
Coolie.  For  the  repatatioD  of  the  Colour,  there- 
fore, for  the  aake  of  example,  and  for  the  hooour, 
in  K  br  u  it  is  gifen  b;  rour  Exoellenoy  and  to 
onrwlTea  to  uphold  the  wme,  of  the  Britiih  Flag, 
we  call  upon  jou  to  aolemnl;  condomn,  bf  colo- 
nial legialation,  thia  trade  in  hnman  bodies, 
whioh,  bearing  Uie  impr«M  of  miser;  wherever  it 
it  carried  on,  onlminatea  at  our  Tor;  galea  into 
Uie  hideoo*  {btn  of  ilATer}." 

I,  there  is  a 


With  respect  to  these  Coolit 
Goremment  depot  at  the  plaee  &om 
which  and  to  which  they  are  sent,  and 
this  ia  how  the  Chief  Justice  of  Hong 
Kong  states  that  that  trade  bae  degene- 
rated even  under  these  circumstances. 
There  ia  another  charge  I  wish  to  make 
against  this  Bill.  By  the  6th  clause  the 
Government  of  Queensland  seeks  to 
legalize  the  traffic  in  coloured  labourers 
by  private  persona,  in  a  manner  dis- 
allowed by  the  Home  Government  in  the 
tropical  dependencies  of  the  Empire. 
That  ia  enacted  which  is  contrary  to 
what  ia  elsewhere  allowed  under  Britlab 
dominion;  tbe  only  parallel  Instance  is 
that  in  which  the  MauritiuB  planter  is 
allowed  to  send  hia  agent  to  recruit 
Coolies  in  India,  but  this  is  done  under 
the  complete  control  of  the  Gfovemment 
authorities  both  in  India  and  the  Man- 
ritiua.  Now  thia  ia  not  a  new  q^nestion 
to  ua.  We  have  felt  it  our  duty,  aa  a 
countiy,  to  interfere  in  more  than  one 
case  where  our  country  was  obtaining 
labour  for  thia  purpose.  When  the 
French  resorted  to  the  aystem  of  convey- 
ing free  black  labourers  &om  Africa  to 
the  French  coloniea,  a  Government  offi- 
cer was  appointed  to  auperintond  the 
whole  transaction,  and  see  that  tbe  peo- 
ple were  fairly  treated.  Thia  waa  the 
Mr.  P.  A  Ta^hr 


counterpart  of  the  Quee 
Notwithstanding  all  the  precautions  of 
tbe  French  Government,  the  traffic 
speedily  developed  into  slavery,  and  the 
Emperor  aboH^ed  it.  There  was  an- 
other system  to  which  tbe  Queensland 
^stem  might  be  compared.  Natives  of 
tbe  South  Sea  Islands  were  transported 
to  the  cotton  fields  of  Peru.  The  Eng- 
lish and  French  Govemmenta  raised 
their  hands  against  tbe  traffic  as  being 
a  slave  trade.  Now,  Sir,  to  what  has 
this  traffic  led?  It  has  led  to  results 
which  might  have  been  anticipated. 
[The  hon.  Member  then  read  a  long 
series  of  extracts  &om  Eastern  journals 
and  oorreapondence  illustrative  of  the 
iryased  iu  kidnapping  the  natives 
of  various  islands,  and  tbe  crueltiea 
practLsed  upon  tbe  victims  as  well  on 
board  ship  as  in  the  colony.]  The  Sydnej/ 
Herald  of  October  9,  1868,  steted  that 
the  condition  of  tbe  natives  of  tbe  South 
Sea  Islands  now  in  Queensland  was  most 
diaheartening,  and  that  it  was  one  mm- 
pty  of  slavery;  that  the  evidence  was 
too  atrong  to  leave  doubt  that  many  of 
them  had  been  inveigled  by  the  most 
false  representetionB,  and  others  actually 
stolen  nrom  their  native  land ;  that  majiy 
had  been  induced  to  sign  agreements  as 
they  supposed  for  one  year,  which  when 
produced  showed  three,  and  that,  their 
clothes  having  been  worn  out,  many  of 
them  were  to  be  seen  working  in  the 
plantations  in  a  state  of  nudity. 


"  If  oomplainta  ariaa,  it  ia  inppoaed  that  tbo; 
are  taken  to  a  magittrate.  la  realitj,  on  lome 
of  the  beat  eitatei,  coeniion  la  elBroised  b; 
the  OTeraser.  Flogging,  irona,  Ihreata  of  shoot- 
ing— auoh  it  the  fare." 

**  Our  oorreapondent,"  uja  the  CoImioI  lattUi- 
geneer,  "  hatnaaely  intaroBtad  himself  in  a  gtrl 
named  Mary,  who,  it  was  alleged,  was  carried  off 
from  the  island  of  Tanna  hj  an  armed  crew,  ai  a 
ransom  for  her  bthar.  The  latter  was  a  chief,  and 
baTiDg  been  made  a  prisoner  \>j  the  crew,  the; 
refused  to  releaae  him  except  in  exobange  for 
another  native.  '  Ilia  daughter  was  then  dragged 
through  the  water  b;  men  of  her  father's  triba, 
and  thrown  naked  into  the  boat.  On  board  she 
was  given  aa  a  wife  to  one  of  the  boat's  crew,  who 
it,  I  think,  a  bad  fellow.  This  man  is  from  a 
Christian  island,  but  hai  been  a  aailor.and  haa  an* 
other  wife,  to  whom  he  haa  been  married  b;  ttaa 
missionarr  in  his  own  island,  where  bigam;  ia  a 
legal  crime.'" 

The  captain  was  afterwards  charged 
with  a  criminal  assault,  of  which  he 
was  acquitted,  but  her  evidence  waa  re- 
jected as  being  a  heathen.  The  Seottnttm 
of  December,  1868,  said — 
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Ibllioolo  twent7-on«  nstiTsa  -won  indnoad  to  U; 
down  tbvir  war  olubi,  uid  go  below  to  bare  a  look 
at  the  hold.  The;  vera  Dot  aUowed  to  ooma  up 
uain.  Their  oanoei  wen  unt  adrift,  aad  the 
Stmt  itood  out  to  see  ;  the  wives  of  the  kidnapped 
BMB  (wimming  after  her  whilit  their  itrength 
Luted,  and  wbui  the;  oonld  no  longer  chau  bar, 
flill  •ending  wild  waili  along  her  felonioui  wake. 
At  Hatlow  a  large  haul  wu  mode,  hul  all  except 
two  manaMd  to  ulp  aihore  in  the  oighc.  So  the 
Sirtlt  eniized  ^MiDt  nntil  ihe  had  bagged  more 
than  100  iaUnden.  Six,  whom  she  took  oat  of  a 
eanoe,  ahe  wa«  oompeUed  to  restore,  booause  had 
■be  not  done  to  their  ohief  would  b«Te  resoaed 
them  b;  fin^w." 

In  last  February  a  meetang  waa  held  at 
fikdnej  to  pToteet  against  thia  traffic. 
[Die  Mayor  of  Sydney  presided,  and  the 
Bi^op  moved  toe  first  resolution.  The 
right  rev.  speaker  strongly  denotmced 
the  traffic,  and  quoted  the  testimony  of 
Bishop  Pattioon,  who  is  now  cruising 
among  the  IslandB,  as  to  the  misery  it 
had  occasioned.  The  Sydney  coires- 
pondent  of  7^  Timet  says,  writing  on 
the  27th  February — 

"I  believe  1  stated  In  m;  Utt  lomethiiig  re- 
(peeting  the  aot  of  the  supereargo  of  a  vetMl 
boiind  to  Samoa,  where  that  person  had  jnit  e»- 
tablished  a  planlation.  Bj  arrangement  with  the 
captain,  slit]'  men  and  twenty  or  thirty  J^nng 
women  were  inreigled  on  board  and  fbrciblr  de- 
tained at  Samoa.  A  oaw  ha*  jnst  come  to  the 
knowledgn  of  the  antboritiei  here,  asd  compelled 
Ibem  to  pot  the  law  in  foroe  against  the  offenders. 
Tbe  eapbUD  of  the  Youitg  Amtraiia,  and  one  of 
the  crew,  itand  committed  to  tak«  their  trial  for 
tbe  murder  of  three  natiTea  of  one  of  the  New 
Bebride*  group  of  islands.  The  inperoargo,  who 
U  alto  implicated  in  tbe  afbir,  has  been  caught 
at  Uelboarae,  and  is  coming  ap.  Brieflj  the  par- 
tisiilars  are  as  follows  : — The  vessel  mentioned, 
eharterad  by  a  Sydna]'  Arm,  salted  in  September 
kit,  or  thereabouts,  with  a  cargo  for  Fuii.  The 
eargo  being  discharged — so  at  present  I  under- 
itaod  the  case — a  raid  wa*  proposed  Bmoiig  the 
New  Hehridea  Islands  for  '  Niggers,'  as  the  Poly- 
nesians are  called,  to  work  on  tbe  newly  estab- 
liihed  plantations  at  Fijii.  The  vessel  was  Ave 
*eeka  gone,  and  when  it  returned  landed  23fi 
natives,  inoiuding  six  women,  something  like 
£1,300  having  been  cleared  by  Ihe  transaction. 
!rhe  veesel  ratnrned  to  Sydney.  While  here  in- 
telligenoe  was  received  from  Fijli,  which  was 
Bade  known  to  the  Government.  It  appears  that 
during  that  voyage,  off  the  island  of  Palma,  three 
natim  were  forced  on  board,  who,  breaking  open 
Um  bold  in  whioh  they  were  confined,  fought  for 
their  liberty,  and  were  shot  down  and  turned 
overboard,  by  command  of  tbe  supercargo,  and 
uder  tbe  sttent  saaction  of  ths  captain.  The 
veseel  was  juat  on  tbe  point  of  starting  again  for 
Sydney,  on  another  expedition,  when  the  captain 

Hatorally  such  a  wretched  system  pro- 
voked i^etaliation,  and  it  was  stated  in  a 
New  York  paper  that  eleven  Europeans 
settled  in  the  island  of  Tanna  had  been 
nuBacted  by  tlie  uativeB.     [The  bon. 


Member  then  read  a  report,  from  the 
Itev.  J.  P.  Sunderland,  who  visited 
Queensland,  and  gave  an  account  of 
wliat  he  saw.  He  visited  sugar  planta- 
tions,  where  some  3,000  or  4,000  Poly- 
nesian labourers  were  €auplo3red,  who 
had  been  taken  &om  their  homes  by 
fraud.  Ships  went  to  the  New  Hebrides 
to  "  catch  blackbirds,"  and  they  caught 
them  by  utter  deceit  for  three  years'  en- 
gagements. He  went  to  some  of  the 
best  sugar  plantationa  in  Queensland, 
and  if  ever  there  was  anything  like  sla- 
very that  was.  He  asked  the  planters 
what  they  did  when  the  labourers  fell 
ill?  The  reply  was — "They  often  gam- 
mon to  be  ill,  but  we  take  a  whip  and 
tickle  them  up  a  bit,  and  then  they  soon 
get  well."  One  flutter  wrote  to  an- 
other and  said — "What  can  you  supply 
me  100  niggers  for?"  And  oo  doubt,  as 
long  as  it  was  found  that  £6  or  £7  a 
head  could  be  got  for  the  natives,  men 
would  do  anytbjug  to  get  them.  He 
next  read  a  letter  addressed  by  the  Eev. 
James  McNair — a  well-known  mission- . 
ary  of  the  Scottish  Beformed  Presbyte- 
rian Church,  of  high  character — and  it 
was  addressed  to  Commander  Lambert,  of 
tbe  Australian  Squadron,  which  detailed 
terrible  acts  of  treachery,  by  which  nu- 
merous natives  bad  been  entrapped.  A 
email  schooner,  tmder  pretext  that  a 
man  known  to  be  kind  to  the  natives 
was  on  board,  succeeded  in  decoying  fif- 
teen men  at  Man  and  nine  at  Erromanga; 
no  sooner  had  they  come  on  board  than 
they  were  clapped  below  hatches.  A 
missionary  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  pro- 
mise &om  the  captain  that  the  men 
should  be  given  up  ;  but  the  next  thing 
he  saw  was  the  vessel  with  all  sails  set 
and  at  full  speed.  The  missionary  con- 
cluded by  warning  Commander  Lambert 
that  he  ^ould  look  to  him  to  find  out 
these  captives  in  Queensland,  and  see 
that  they  were  returned  to  their  native 
land,  teoia  which  they  had  been  so  vilely 
snatched.  But  nothmg  more  had  been 
heard  of  them.]  The  hon.  Member  then 
proceeded — At  the  time  when  I  first  put 
a  Question  to  the  late  Under  Secretary  I 
was  called  upon  by  a  gentleman  from 
the  colony,  one  of  uie  first  who  began 
the  system  of  immigration,  and  he  in- 
formed me  that  in  his  opinion  the  pro- 
posed Act  was  80  stringnnt  that  it  would 
Eut  a  stop  to  this  traffic.  Now,  I  be- 
eve  that,  if  the  Government  insisted 
upon  the  establishment  of  a  depot  under 
Ckivemment  eupmnt«ndence,  at  evety 
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place  &om  which  the  islanders  were 
fihipped,  and  a  proper  proportion  of 
women  likewiae  sent,  that  the  expenses 
attendant  upon  these  essential  prelimi- 
naries would  be  sufficient  to  put  a  stop 
entirely  to  this  unholy  traffic.  At  the 
very  time  when  the  late  Government 
was  sanctioning  this  traffic  there  was  is- 
sued  from  the  Board  of  Admiralty  of 
tiiat  Government  the  most  masterly  de- 
nunciation of  the  whole  affair ;  and  I 
trust  our  Colonial  Office  will  follow  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment. I  will  read  a  few  extracts 
from  the  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Somaine  and  the  Colonial  Office.  That 
gentleman,  writing  frvm  the  Admiralty, 
eays — 

"  Mj  Lord*  desire  me  to  refer  yon  to  the  cor- 
reipondenoe  which  t«ok  pUoe  between  Che  Colo- 
nial Offlee  >nd  thii  Department  in  1863,  relatire 
to  the  kidnapping  of  Poljneaians,  to  b*  emploftd 
on  ootton  plantationt  and  other  Bgrioulturolopara- 
tioDS  in  Pern" — 

And  went  on  to  say  that  "the  trade  of 
procuring  labourers  rapidly  degenerated 
into  slave  hunting  and  slave  trading," 
and  that  it  was  the  belief  of  their  Lord- 
ships that  these  South  Sea  Islanders 
were  "incapable  of  understanding  the 
nature  of  a  written  contract  with  an  em- 
ployer," and  that  none  of  them  would — 

"  Knowiiiglj  and  willioglj  engage  tfaemieWes  to 
work  far  frocn  Cbeir  own  Gonntr;  at  all,  or  at  any 

Slace  eren  near  their  own  home,  for  more  than  a 
iw  monthi.  Mjr  Lords  are  alio  thoroughlj  im- 
preeied  with  the  belief  that  wliateTeT  regulationi 
mar  ^  made  for  the  well-being  and  liberty  of 
these  people,  on  their  being  brought  neminall}' 
within  reach  of  the  laws  iind  Lribunnle  of  Queens- 
knd,  yet  that  no  proper  and  efficient  control  can 
•Ter  be  exercieed  over  the  manner  in  vhicb  these 
people  are  obtained  and  plaoed  on  board  ship. 
The  tnsk  of  their  coUeotion  and  shipment  is  from 
the  oatore  of  the  work  liliely  to  fall  into  the 
bands  of  an  unscrupulous  and  mercenary  set, 
who,  aadsT  pretence  of  persaading  the  natives 
into  making  engagements  si  labourers  for  a  term 
ol  years,  would  not  hesitate  to  coiamit  sots  of 
kidnapping,  piracy,  and  murder.  Entertaining 
these  views,  my  Lords  are  unable  to  concur  in 
any  recommendation  with  regard  to  framing  an 
Aot  of  the  Colonial  Legislature  for  the  regulation 
of   the  introduction  of  these    people   into  the 

Mr.  Bomaine  wrote  again  to  the  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State,  referring  to  the  letter 
from  which  I  have  just  quoted — 

"  With  reference  to  the  letter  from  this  Depart- 
ment, dated  the  Tlh  Deo.  last  on  the  subject  of 
the  kidiiapping  of  natives  from  the  South  Sea 
Islands  by  vessels  under  the  Chilian  and  Peruvian 
Flags,  Isracommanded  by  my  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  to  acquaint  yon,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
that,  looking  to  thereprewnlatioulonnerlyiMd* 
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by  this  country  and  France  as  to  the  Importation 

of  South  Sea  Islanders  into  Chili  and  Peru,  and 
to  the  representation!  made  by  this  conntry  aa  to 
the  importation  of  negroes  from  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  to  the  West  Indies,  and  loolting  also  to  the 
probability  that  representation  will  be  made  by 
Francs  on  the  deportation  of  South  Sea  Islanders 
to  serve  as  laboarcrs  in  Queensland,  their  Lord- 
ships would  suggest  that,  before  the  Colonial  Office 
decide  upon  the  question  of  Colonial  legislation 
for  the  regulation  of  the  traffic,  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afturs  should  be 
taken  on  the  subject." 

I  wish  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  not  only 
been  taken,  but  had  been  followed.  The 
next  thing  that  comes  in  these  Papers  is 
a  remonstrance  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment, which  is  put  off  with  a  letter  from 
the  Colonial  Office  to  the  effect  that  Her 
Majesty'a  Gbvemmeut  had  had  occasion 
to  consider  the  mode  of  repressing  such 
outrages  as  occurred — that  they  would 
be  glad  to  be  fumished  with  the  details 
of  any  cases  that  had  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  French  Government ;  con- 
cluding with  the  words — 

"  At  the  same  time,  hie  Grace  desires  to  point 
out  that  proceedings  of  this  hind  must  be  distin- 
guished from  an  emigration  of  labourers  which 
appears  to  be  going  on  to  some  extent  from  some 
of  the  islands  in  the  South  Seas  to  Queensland, 
and  in  regard  to  which  regulations  for  the  benefit 
of  immigrants  hate  been  suggested  to  the  Go- 
Ternor  of  Queensland,  in  which  colony  some  of 
these  immigrants  have  arrived." 
1  will  trouble  the  House  with  but  one 
extract  more  —  from  a  letter  of  Mr. 
Murdoch,  of  the  Emigration  Board.  He 

"  Whether  it  is  right  as  a  general  principle  to 
permit  the  introduction  of  an  inferior  and  un- 
civiliied  race  into  a  British  colony,  so  strongly 
deprecated  in  the  Queensland  Memorial,  ii  a  ques- 
tion which  I  do  not  pi'esume  to  discuss.  As  far 
as  the  emigrant  is  concerned  it  would  be  useless 
to  deny  that  it  may  be  attended  with  some  dia- 
adiantages ;  but  that,  on  the  whole,  a  race  of 
so  low  a  type  as  nativos  of  the  New  Uebridet 
mast  derive  great  benefit  from  being  brought  in 
contact  with  a  purer  morality,  and  a  higher  oivil- 
iiation  cannot  be  questioned." 
I  am  extremely  loth  to  place  myself  in 
conflict  with  so  great  and  distinguished 
an  authority  as  this  gentieman  is.  But 
I  should  think  that  the  experience  of 
history,  as  well  as  the  theory  is  against 
him.  If  there  was  one  thing  better 
founded  than  another  with  regard  to 
colonization  of  this  kind,  it  is  that  no- 
thing but  demoralization  can  ensue  under 
such  circumstances.  There  is  one  other 
point  in  regard  to  the  morally  in  the 
islands  from  which  those  savages  are 
taken.    A  writer  in  the  CektvM  InttUi- 
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gfiu»r  says  —  speakisg  of  oontnicta 
tliree  yean — 

"  Thi«  msj  b«  very  welt  if  all  wb  h«TB  to  ■ 
■idar  ii  lbs  deTelopmant  of  Queendund.  But 
we  to  OTertook  the  effeet  on  the  ialandi  wbere 
oiTilitation  »  making  sucb  ntii&otory  pragreu  I 
Ai  a  rule  Chef  do  not  contain  a  anrplut  of  popa- 
UlioD.  If  fiftj'  or  aiitj  natiTOt  are  abitracted 
from  tbaae  little  commaDitiei  they  are  tbe  beat 
—the  vorbera  ;  and  what  are  left  1  Womeo,  obil- 
drea,  old  men,  and  good-for-DOthingt.  During  ibe 
abMoce  of  theie  bravea,  iheir  wires,  where  there 
are  any,  deapairing  of  their  return,  beeome  the 
wireiofothor  in«ii,  and  ao  the  bmily  ti«  !a  aon- 
pletely  broken  ap.  Ai  home,  Europe  baa  taken 
thought  for  their  religioo*  and  atoeular  initruetian. 
But  thli  miut  all  be  relinquiihed  ia  QoeeDB- 
Uftd." 

I  would  venture  to  impreBS  one  other 
consideration  upon  the  House,  and  that 
is  this — We  congider  ourselyes  a  moral 
and  practical  people,  and  especially  a 
colonizing  people.  Now,  I  eaj'  we  do 
to  our  practical  tendencies  no  justice  to 
encourage  such  a  eyBtem  as  this,  and 
we  have  the  means  to  make  the  depen- 
dency rich  as  well  as  morally  healthy, 
We  nave  a  surplus  population  and  pan- 
perism  rising  and  bubbling  up  to  oar 
Terr  lips,  and  we  have  philajithropiste 
dedaring  that  our  utmost  power  is  un- 
able to  grapple  witl)  it.  Can  we  not 
bring  these  two  things  together  ?  Can 
we  not  send  our  surplus  population  to 
Queensland  ?  Can  we  not  do  better  than 
demoralize  both  f  I  call  upon  the  coun- 
tiy  to  put  a  stop  to  ibis  most  infamous 
tiaffio,  which  is  dangerous  to  our  inter- 
national relations  with  foreign  countries, 
which  ia  sure  in  the  long  run  to  destroy 
the  prosperity  of  the  colony,  which  is 
ruining  tiie  prospects,  and  turning  into 
alaves  tbe  wretched  men  who  are  sent 
there,  and  which  is  frustrating  all  the 
efforts  made  by  out  missionaries  for  the 
dvilization  of  these  islands.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  in  oonclusion  asked  the  Under 
8ecretat7  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  bad  been  called  to  the 
great  dissatisfaction  prevailing  inQneens- 
und  in  regard  to  the  system  of  importa- 
tion of  South  Sea  Islanders  into  that 
colony ;  whether  he  was  aware  that  this 
importation  was  described  as  practically 
no  better  than  a  legalized  Slave  Trade, 
that  the  natives  were  in  many  cases 
inveigled  on  board  under  false  pretences ; 
and,  whether  be  would  lay  on  the  Table 
any  Correspondence  on  the  subject  ? 

Ma.  SI0N8ELL  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Kr.  Taylor)  bad  rendered  a  great  public 
service  by  bringing  forward  this  subject, 
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tea  it  was  undoubteilly  a  matter  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  a  country  which 
bad  done  so  much  to  put  an  end  to 
slavery  in  this  hemisphere  should  care- 
fully provide  against  any  approach  te 
it  in  the  Polynesian  Islands.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  very  properly  drawn  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  conveyance  of  emi- 
grants to  Queensland  and  the  traJBc  which 
was  carried  on  between  different  Poly- 
nesian Islands  and  Samoa  and  Fijii.  Jii- 
deed,  with  regard  to  the  latter,  he  would 
admit  tbe  correctness  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
statements.  In  tbe  case  of  the  Young 
Auitraiia,  for  example,  the  most  hor- 
rible atrocities  haa  been  perpetrated ; 
and  other  instances  might  be  adduced 
in  which,  to  say  the  least,  there  had 
been  a  tendency  towards  tbe  revival  of 
the  slave  trade  in  the  islands  of  Samoa 
and  Fijii.  He  would  venture,  however, 
to  controvert  bis  hon.  Friend's  asser- 
tions with  regard  to  the  emiKration  from 
Polynesia  to  Queensland.  According  to 
the  law  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
that  colony  no  one  was  allowed  to  go 
about  the  Polynesian  Islands  for  t£e 
purpose  of  procuring  emigrants  without 
a  license  from  the  Qovemment  of  Queens- 
land. In  tiie  next  place,  masters  of  ves- 
sels were  required  to  give  security  for 
the  return  within  three  years  of  such 
emigrants  as  desired  to  be  sent  back; 
and  they  were  further  compelled  to  give 
a  bond  against  kidnapping,  and  to  bring 
a  certificate  from  the  consul,  misaioaary, 
or  other  known  person,  that  tbe  emi- 
grants bad  engaged  themselves  volun- 
tarily and  understood  tbe  nature  of  tbeir 
engagement.  The  emigration  agent  was 
required  to  ascertain  that  sucb  a  certi- 
ficate had  been  procured  before  be  al- 
lowed the  emigrants  to  land.  At  the 
same  time  be  (Mr.  Monsell)  admitted 
that  in  two  particulars  these  regulations 
were  insufficient,  and  to  those  two  par- 
ticulars hie  hon.  Friend  had  referred. 
There  were  no  regulations  as  to  the  intro- 
duction into  Queensland  of  a  proper  pro- 
portion of  tbe  two  sexes,  and  as  to  tbe  at- 
tendance of  an  emigration  agent  on  board 
the  vessels  before  they  were  allowed  to 
sail.  Within  tbe  last  four  or  five  days, 
however,  a  despatch  had  been  received 
fromQueensland,  stating  that  certain  sug- 
gestions of  the  emigration  agent  there 
were  about  to  be  embodied  in  a  BUI, 
and  submitted  to  tbe  Legislature;  and, 
amongst  these,  were  the  two  which  he 
bad  just  mentioned.  If  the;  secured 
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these  alteratioDB  in  the  emigration  lair 
they  would  prevent  the  possibility  of 
any  deception  being  carried  on,  and 
there  would  then  be  nothing  to  com' 
plain  of.  The  hon.  Oeatleman  (Mr. 
Taylor)  hod  mainly  taken  his  facts  from 
statements  made  at  a  public  meeting  in 
Sydn^,  where  four  cases  were  relied 
on.  One  of  these  occurred  before  the 
passing  of  die  Queensland  Act.  Two 
other  cases  referred  not  to  Queensland, 
but  to  emigration  to  the  Fijii  Islands. 
In  iLe  fourui  case,  that  of  the  Sprightly, 
the  master  was  tried  and  acquitted.  The 
fact  that  the  case  was  sent  to  trial  showed 
that  the  local  gOTemment  had  its  eye  on 
this  traffic.  With  r^ard  to  the  ease  of 
the  Lattma,  the  captain  of  which  was 
allied  to  have  carried  off  nine  islanders, 
and  to  have  committed  great  atrocities, 
a  minute  investigation  had  been  set  on 
foot,  and  the  depositions  of  the  captain 
and  emigrants  taken.  The  despatches 
just  received  stated  that  there  was  the 
sworn  statement  of  the  master,  as  well 
as  of  six  of  the  natives  themselves,  who 
had  returned  from  Queensland  to  their 
native  island,  and  were  returning  again 
to  Queensland,  that  the  emigration  was 
voluntary.  It  appeared  that  the  captain 
had  distinctly  asked  the  clergyman, 
who  preferred  the  chaise,  to  oome 
on  board  in  order  that  he  might 
satisfy  himself  that  the  ^nigranta  were 
there  of  their  own  &ee  will,  and  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  had  declined  to 
do  anything  of  the  sort.  The  case  of 
the  Zatona  consequently  broke  down. 
As  to  the  treatment  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  Polynesian  Islands  after  their 
arrival  in  Queensland,  he  would  simply 
refer  to  the  words  of  ^e  Governor,  who, 
in  the  despatch,  said  they  were  even 
better  protected  than  Coolies  in  theWest 
Indies,  and  that  he  had  seen  them  em- 
ployed on  several  plantations,  workiug 
amicably  with  Europeans  and  treated  on 
an  equality  with  Uiem.  The  Attorney 
General  of  the  colonyjl  likewise  stated 
that  no  instances  of  cruelty  or  anything 
like  slavery  enforced  on  these  labourers 
had  ever  been  brought  under  his  notice. 
Again,  the  accounts  received  at  the  Co- 
lonial Office  respecting  the  condition  of 
the  Coolies  in  the  West  Indies  were 
totally  at  variance  with  the  statements 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  as  they  showed  that 
the  Coolies  who  returned  took  with  them 
on  the  average  £24  or  £25  each,  eielu- 
aivo  of  jaweUery  and  money  which  they 
Mr.  Montelt 
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carried  about  them.  He  could  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  whole  question 
was  occupying  the  most  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  Colonial  Department,  and 
that  the  strongest  despatches  had  been 
forwarded  to  flie  Governors  of  colonies, 
warning  them  of  their  responsibility  on 
the  subject.  Every  step  which  the  Go- 
vernment could  t^e  in  that  direction 
they  had  taken ;  but  he  b^eved,  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  the  emigration 
to  Queensland  was  not  unsatisfactoiy, 
and  the  House  would,  he  thought,  be 
of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  proper 
to  adopt  the  course  which  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed,  and  entirely  to  prohibit  the 
unportation. 

Mr.  KINNAIBD  said,  that  the  in- 
formation which  had  been  given  him  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  MiMions  of  the 
United  Presbyterian  Church  in  Soot- 
land  reqwcting  Queensland,  oorrobo- 
rated  what  had  Mien  &om  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Taylor),  and  therefore  he 
could  not  accept  the  answer  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  as  satisfactory. 
Having  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House  for  many  years,  he  was  f ami  liny 
with  that  kind  of  reply — it  was  the  stereo- 
typed answer  to  inquiries  made  of  the 
Government  in  that  House ;  hut  he  was 
not  in  the  least  convinced  by  it  that  the 
traffic  was  not  asbad  as  hishon.  Friendhad 
described  it  to  be.  He  had  read  the  evi- 
dence of  one  gentleman,  who  stated  that 
there  were  3,000  Polynesian  labourers 
employed  on  sugar  plantations  who  had 
been  taken  from  their  homes  by  fraud ; 
and  their  condition  differed  widely  from 
that  described  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 
Those  who  knew  the  shameful  traffic  by 
which  the  labourers  were  brought  to  the 
colony,  and  the  quati  slavery  in  which 
they  were  detained  there,  would  not  be 


Neither  had  his  right  hon.  1 
any  reply  to  the  statement  made  aa  to 
the  demoralizing  effect  which  was  pro- 
duced on  the  islanda  themselves,  whiolt 
were  not  overpeopled,  and  yet  had  the 
most  active  of  their  population  carried 
off  by  such  vessels  as  the  Ymtng  AtutraUa. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  had  admitted 
that  the  Toung  Atutralia  had  committed 
some  irr^;ularities. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  said,  there  could  U 
no  doubt  of  the  &ot  that  the  poor  peo- 
ple, when  fishing,  were  torn  off  from 
the  ooral  reefs,  and  taken  to  Auatrati*. 
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If  the  case  was  one  of  Tohmtary  emi- 
gratioTL,  then  his  right  hon.  Friend 
might  be  right  in  describing  the  eystem 
as  satisfactory ;  bat  if  it  were  one  of 
kidnapping,  the  moat  stringent  measures 
ought  to  ne  nsed  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
traffic,  and  he  tnuted  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  lose  sight  of  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  B.  FOWIjER  said,  he  thought 
the  House  was  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Uember  for  Leicester  and  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Perth  for 
having  sought  for  this  question  the 
earnest  attention  of  the  Colonial  Office 
and  of  the  House.  It  was  stated  at 
meetings  held  at  Sydney  and  at  Brisbane 
that  dreadful  atrocities  were  committed 
in  the  trade.  He  had  a  letter  from  Bris- 
bane, dated  the  18th  of  March,  1869, 
which  he  was  ready  to  show  to  the 
Ooremment  if  they  desired  information 
on  the  subject.  The  writer,  Mr.  Alfred 
Davidson,  of  Brisbane,  a  Member  of  the 
Queendand  Lejrislature,  referring  to  a 
trial  which  had  been  held  in  Sydney  for 
the  murder  of  three  Polynesians,  said — 

"The  legal  difflcoUisa  in  tbeu  Inqairiei  nre 
{;r«nt.  The  GoTemment  officen,  including  the 
Dvifietrnle*,  kre  pnrtinllr  under  the  contrni  of 
loflnential  men,  eome  of  whom  are  emplojen  or 
Mloured  labour,  and  enn  be  eerioud*  affected  in 
their  appointment.  The  ahipn  carr;  *erj  Tew 
while  men,  but  employ  Polfnciinn  inilori.  Th« 
mgiilralee  bare  pnctio&llj  Tfjected  n.itiie  «ri. 
dene*.  A  proof  bjr  nalita  eTidenee  onlj  would 
thereroro  not  be  a  legal  proof,  and  mj  one  oonld 
bo,  1  take  it.  proaeeuled  far  libel  Cor  expoitng  a 
crime.  The  conduct  nnd  expenae  and  rraponai- 
bili[f  will  hnTe  to  be  borne  hj  privnle  peraona  ; 
tb>  polie«  and  Crown  Inwjera  cannot  bo  obtained 
with  faciiiij.     A  atrong  feeling  of  hoatilitj  eiiata 

Polfnoainna.  Mj  owi>  opinion  alill  ia  that  Tery 
Bianjr  come  bero  not  of  their  own  Iree  will ;  if 
■ni  come  trul;  willingly,  I  an/  that  ia  all  right. 
I  haio  formed  the  opinion  thnt,  (erjr  often,  if 
not  alwnja,  it  will  be  found  that  naiiiei  witb 
Boaf  of   the    qualitiea   a(   tbo  aaiaga  are  aato- 

cflttimni.d  of  bia  bonta,  and.  if  ipesking  n  little 
Engliali,  noting  ai  interprelen,  read;  to  tell  aDf 
(intra th  that  be  requirea." 
He  might  also  refer  to  a  despatch  of 
the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  strongly 
condemning  the  traffic.  He  (Mr.  B. 
Fowler)  thought  there  were  two  points 
which  specially  deserved  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentieroan  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The 
first  was,  as  to  the  evidence  that  ought 
to  be  reiwived ;  for,  if  the  evidence  of 
natives  was  to  be  excluded,  it  would 
b»  difficult  to  bring  complaint   home 


to  the  guilty  parties.  The  other  point 
was  the  bringing  of  natives  from  is- 
lands of  different  degrees  of  civili- 
eation.  Some  of  the  emigrants  were 
brought  from  islands  where  Christian 
missions  had  exerciBed  a  beneficial  influ- 
ence ;  but  others  were  from  islands  that 
were  still  in  a  savage  or  barbarous  state, 
and  he  believed  the  natives  from  these 
savage  islands  exercised  a  demoralizing 
influence  on  the  colony  into  which  they 
were  introduced.  He  was  quite  aware 
that  some  persons  contended  that  natives 
must  be  imported  into  the  colony,  because 
Europeans  could  not  work,  owing  to  the 
nature  of  the  climate ;  but  there  was, 
he  believed,  abundant  evidence  to  show 
that  as  soon  as  a  European  became 
acclimatized  he  was  perfectly  competent 
for  any  work  required  in  the  colony. 
Now,  if  that  were  so,  then  these  islanders 
must  stand  in  the  way  of  European  emi- 
gration. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Taylor)  would  keep 
his  eye  on  this  question,  and  that,  if  ne- 
cessary, he  would  bring  it  again  before 
the  House.  The  reports  might  be  exag- 
gerated, but  it  appeared  to  him  that,  if 
he  had  been  correctly  informed,  he  should 
be  justifled  in  applying  to  this  traffic 
the  words  of  one  of  the  most  illustrious 
men  who  ever  adorned  the  House  (Mr. 
Canning),  in  regard  to  the  African  slave 
trade — ' '  Its  infant  lips  were  stained  with 
blood ;  that  its  whole  existence  has  been  a 
series  of  rapacity,  cruelty,  and  murder." 
Vice  Aj>mihal  EESKINE  said,  he 
was  glad  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  directed  to  this  traffic. 
As  early  as  1842  natives  had  been  em- 
ployed by  Europeans  to  cut  down  sandal 
wood,  and  more  lately  to  grow  cotton. 
It  was  not,  perhaps,  generalhr  known 
that  there  was  in  the  Fijii  Islands  a 
colony  of  about  1,000  persons,  mostly 
Englishmen,  but  eome  Americans,  who 
had  brought  into  the  colony  in  tha 
Yotiny  Awtralia  above  250  natives  from 
Tanna,  not  only  to  work  for  them,  but 
also  to  fight  for  them.  A  month  or  two 
ago  he  had  received  a  letter  from  a  gen- 
tleman of  the  highest  character,  who 
bad  resided  twentyyears  in  those  lEJande, 
and  who  stated  that  two  Europeans 
named  Burke  and  Underwood,  had  em- 
ployed the  Tanna  men  to  make  war 
upon  the  mountain  races,  but  they  were 
beaten  back  and  severely  wounded.  A 
number  of  the  natives  of  the  island  at- 
tacked the  plantations,  and  killed  and 
T2 
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ate  ax  or  eight  of  these  men  &om 
Tanna,  and  committed  Kraat  dHvasta- 
tions.  Few  people  prob^ly  would  have 
much  eyinpathy  for  these  Europeans, 
but  it  was  quite  clear  that  these  1,000 
white  mea  were  not  going  to  be  driven 
&om  the  islaadfi  without  reaistanoe ;  and 
it  appeared  that  Burke  had  gone  over 
to  Sydney  to  raise  600  men  tJiere  for 
the  same  purpose,  tempting  them'  with 
offers  of  500  acres  of  mountain  land 
a-piece.  They  woidd  be  armed  and 
equipped  as  regular  soldiere,  and  a  war 
would  at  once  exist  between  one  of  our 
colonies  and  an  island  over  which  we 
had  no  control  whatever.  If  this  went 
on  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
rising  up  in  the  Pacific  another  difGculty 
of  the  New  Zealand  ^yp^.  It  was  true 
that  the  Governor  of  Sydney  had  issued 
a  proclamation  prohibiting  this  enlist- 
ment ;  but  there  was  no  law  to  prevent 
the  colonists  from  quittingthe  colony  and 
going  to  these  islands.  He  hoped  that 
this  subiect  would  receive  the  attention 
of  the  Government.  With  respect  to 
the  importation  of  islanders  into  Queens- 
land, he  thought  the  traffic  did  admit  of 
such  regulations  as  to  make  it  useful 
both  to  the  islanders  and  to  the  colonists, 
though  the  very  strongest  regulations 
were  neceasaiy. 

Mb.  ADDRRLEYsaid,  thehon.  Mem. 
ber  for  Perth  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  complained 
that  they  had  got  the  usual  official 
answer,  implying  that  it  was  a  fallacious 
answer.  The  fallacy  wae  entirely  with  the 
hon.  Member  himself,  for  he  had  con- 
fiiaed  the  kidnapping  in  the  Fijii  Islands, 
with  the  regular  immigration  of  South 
Sea  Islanders  into  Queensland,  for  the 
purpose  of  cotton  cultivation.  The  out- 
rages reported  to  have  been  committed 
were  in  the  former  quarter,  and  he  knew 
of  no  means  in  our  power  of  checking 
the  system,  for  it  was  not  carried  on 
under  our  flag,  nor  had  we,  any  control. 
As  to  the  immigration  into  Queensland, 
all  he  had  heard  led  him  to  believe  that 
it  was  properly  conducted.  It  was  per- 
fectly well  regulated,  for  the  Queensland 
Legislature  had  passed  regulations  and 
made  provisions  stricter  even  than  those 
made  hy  the  Indian  Government  for  the 
protection  of  the  Coolies  sent  to  theWest 
Indies.  It  was  unfair  therefore  to  the 
colonists  to  make  such  unfounded  state- 
ments ;  and  nothing  could  be  more  in- 
jurious both  to  the  colonists  and  the 
South  Sea  Islanders  themselves  than  to 
Viet  Admiral  ErtUnt 


raise  a  general  cry  against  the  service 
as  if  it  were  a  revival  of  the  slave 
trade,  and  enlist  the  influence  of  this 
countiy  to  stop  legitimate  immigration. 
This  immigration  w^  essential  to  the 
new  iudustiy  of  the  colonv,  and  the 
natives  made  use  of  for  labour  might 
become  civilized  and  prosperous  by  their 
contact  with  a  civilized  race.  Half 
the  distress  in  the  West  Indies  arose 
from  the  check  given  to  legitimate  im- 
migration by  a  blind  outcry  afainst 
the  revival  of  the  slave  trade.  It  was 
clear  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Leices- 
ter (Mr.  Taylor)  had  hie  will  he  would 
stop  the  immigration,  for  he  asked  that 
saah.  restrictions  should  be  placed  upon 
it  as  would  make  it  impossible.  But 
he  (Mr.  Adderley)  would  ask  the  House 
to  remember  that  the  Queensland  Legis- 
lature was  as  free  as  ours,  and  that 
we  had  no  power  or  right  whatever  to 
interfere  with  their  concerns.  If,  indeed, 
it  could  be  proved  that,  imder  cover  of 
this  traffic,  the  slave  trade  were  revived, 
that  would  be  so  contrary  to  the  Impe- 
rial policy  that  it  would  give  the  House 
a  right  to  interfere,  but  of  thi«  there 
was  no  shadow  of  proof. 

Ma,  DENMAN  said,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  Adderley) 
described  this  system  of  immigration  as 
perfect,  and  denied  that  there  was  any 
evidence  of  wrong  doing,  he  must  surely 
have  foi^tten  the  letter  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falmouth  (Mr.  E. 
Fowler),  which,  if  the  statements  in  it 
were  true,  showed  a  state  of  things  dis- 
graceful to  Queensland  and  to  this  coun- 
try, so  fkr  as  it  was  connected  with 
Queensland.  The  subject  was  well  worth 
the  attention  of  that  House. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  explained  that  he 
had  spoken  on  the  authority  of  the  Bev, 
J.  P.  Sutherland,  who  was  an  eye-witness 
of  all  that  he  described. 

IRELAND— SALMON  PASSES  ON  THE 
SHANNON.— QUESTION. 
CoLoiTBi.  FRENCH  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Wiy 
the  Board  of  Works  have  not  made  the 
fish  passes  in  the  weirs  built  by  them 
across  the  Kiver  Shannon,  which  by  the 
Act  5  and  6  Tic.  c.  106,  they  are  bound 
under  a  penalty  of  £2S  a  day  to  have 
done ;  and,  what  steps  are  in  pn^ress  to 
cany  out  the  reoommendatione  of  the 
Select  Committee  of    1866,  to  ioqnii* 
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into  the  maimer  in  vMcIi  the  drainage 
and  navigation  of  the  Birer  Shannon 
have  been  carried  out  under  the  direc- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
to  report  what  steps  should  be  taken  to 
complete  the  n-orks,  for  which  £300, 0000 
has  been  levied  on  the  adjoining  coun- 
ties P  The  Fishery  Commissioners  had 
sent  Mr.  Brady  down  to  inquire  into  the 
matter  of  the  fish  passes,  and  he  re- 
ported that  the  passes  were  not  made,  or 
were  made  in  places  where  the  salmon 
oonld  not  avail  themselves  of  them,  and 
that  in  consequence  the  salmon  were 
shut  oat  &om  many  places  which  used 
to  bo  their  breeding  grounds.  He  wished 
to  know  what  had  oeen  done  with  the 
£600  which  had  been  advanced  to  the 
Board  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
passes  fit  for  use  ?  With  regard  to  the 
other  question  he  had  raised,  the  House 
in  Committee  had  declared  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  execute  the 
works  according  to  the  estimate  given ; 
but,  according  to  the  report  of  their  own 
engineer,  the  works  were  so  badly  exe- 
cuted that  an  additional  sum  of  £300,000 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  them  out  aa 
proposed  originally,  though  a  smaller 
sunt  might  sufBoe  to  secure  sufficient 
depth  for  the  navigation  of  the  river. 
He  thought  he  was  justified  in  asking 
the  Qovemment  whether  they  meant  to 
canr  out,  in  a  modified  way,  the  views 
of  the  Committee  of  1866,  and  whether 
they  meant  to  propose  to  grant  any  ad- 
ditional sum  this  year  ? 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  in  answer  fo  the 
first  part  of  the  Question,  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  much  considered  two  or 
three  years  ago,  and  the  then  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  advised  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  vaa  essential  to  erect  two 
fish  passes,  and  no  more,  on  the  Shan- 
non, and  money  was  voted  for  that  pur- 
pose. He  was  not  aware  that  anything 
had  since  happened  to  alter  the  judg- 
ment then  arrived  a^  especially  as  since 
that  period  a  contention  bad  been  going 
on  as  to  whether  the  whole  system  of 
dams  across  the  Shannon  should  not  be 
altered,  in  order  to  improve  the  drain- 
age. With  r^ard  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  he  could  not  discover  any 
evidence  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  assume,  that  the  Go- 
vernment undertook  an  important  obh- 
nition  towards  the  landowners  of  the 
Shaonon  YaUey,  farther  than  that  vrhich 
was  clearly  defined  by  Act  of  Parlia- 


ment. What  Parliament  decided  was 
that  works  should  bo  undertalcen  for  the 
improvement  of  the  navigation  of  the 
Sluinnon,  and  the  adjacent  counties  were 
to  contribute  to  the  expense  in  propor- 
tion to  the  benefit  they  received  nom 
that  improvement,  and  for  nothing  else. 
At  that  time  there  were  no  raQways  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  thought  that  very 
great  benefits  would  be  conferred  upon 
tb.6  counties  by  opening  up  the  naviga< 
tion.  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  the  first  to  go  and  offer  to  do  these 
works ;  they  were  asked  to  make  a  con- 
tribution out  of  the  public  revenue  in 
aid  of  the  works ;  and,  so  far  &om  the 
landowners  having  any  claim  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  it  was  rather  the 
Government  that  ought  to  have  de- 
manded that  the  money  they  had  ad- 
vanced should  be  re-fiinded  in  the  Trea- 
sury. There  had  been  a  provision  to 
the  effect  that  if  improvements  were 
effected  in  the  lands  of  the  riparian  pro- 
prietors they  should  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  individuaUy  to  the  expense  of 
those  improvements.  Bat  this  they  had 
repudiated,  and  not  a  single  proprietor 
had  been  called  upon  to  pay  in  respect 
to  the  improvement  of  his  land ;  and 
therefore  no  obligation  had  been  under- 
taken by  the  Government  towards  any 
landed  proprietors.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  well  aware  that  an  Act  had 
been  passed  to  enable  districts  in  Ire- 
land to  form  themselves  into  Drainage 
Boards,  and  facilities  were  given  in  the 
shape  of  loans  to  enable  them  to  cany 
oat  their  operations.  One  might  natu- 
rally ask  why  had  not  the  proprietors  on 
the  banks  of  the  Shannon  constituted 
themselves  into  Boards  for  the  sake  of 
carrying  on  those  works  ?  But,  instead 
of  that,  there  was  a  constant  repetition 
of  complaints  which  he  ventured  to  as- 
sert were  based  on  an  entirely  erroneous 
view  of  the  statute.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  most  anxious  to  meet 
the  communities  of  the  valley  of  tho 
Shannon  if  they  were  prepared  to  pro- 
pose any  scheme  for  the  drainage  of  that 
valley  similar  to  those  which  had  been 
proposed  for  the  drainage  of  other  val- 
leys. At  the  instance  of  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  which  investi- 
gated this  subject,  a  competent  engineer 
was  appointed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  examine  carefully  into  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  the 
concloBiou  at  which  they  had  arrived 
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was  this,  that  the  gross  estimated  cost 
would  be  £290,000  or  £300,000,  and 
that  the  iuterest  upon  this  sum  would 
very  considerably  exceed  the  estimated 
aDnual  value  of  the  improTement  to  be 
effected,  which  was  estimated  to  amount 
only  to  £6,113  a  year.  That  was  the 
only  scheme  brought  before  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gh)venmieiit,  and  what  were  they 
to  do  ?  Were  they  to  expend  £300,000 
in  order  to  produce  an  estimated  return 
of  £6,000  a  year?  That  was  an  esti- 
mate of  the  improvement  of  the  estates 
of  the  riparian  owners.  But  if  Her 
Majesty's  Ooveniment  had  embarked  in 
auch  a  scheme,  they  would  probably  be 
afterwards  met  by  Ute  objection  that  as 
much  injury  had  been  done  by  talcing 
away  the  water  from  the  estates  aa  bene- 
fit by  relieving  them  from  excessive 
floods,  as  had  been  said  before.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  look  with 
any  favour  upon  the  idea  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  Her  MEijesty's  Qovemment  to 
take  the  initiative  and  to  devise  schemes 
for  the  improvement  of  the  estates  of  the 
riparian  owners. 

Mr.  W.  H.  GEEOOETsaid,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  did  not  appear  to  be  any 
better  acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  the  Shannon  drunage  than  he  was 
with  the  river  itself.  His  hon.  Friend 
apoke  of  the  drainage  of  that  great  river 
as  it  were  a  little  bit  of  arterial  drainage, 
and  asked  why  did  not  the  country  geuUe- 
men  form  themselves  into  Bofutls  and 
drain  the  Shannon  F  Buthow  would  per- 
sons on  the  lower  part  of  the  Shannon 
like  that  gentlemen  on  the  upper  portion 
should  form  themselves  into  Boards  and 
send  down  floods  into  the  lower  parts?  It 
was  utterly  impossible  that  the  riparian 
owners  could  do  what  his  hon.  Friend 
suggested.  It  was  the  most  arrant  son-' 
sense  he  had  ever  heard  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  suppose  they  did  form 
themselves  into  Boaxds  to  Arcda  it  by 
sections,  the  Government  would  instantly 
step  in  and  say  they  would  not  allow 
them  to  drain  it  because  a  certain  depth 
of  water  must  be  kept  up  for  summer 
navigation.  The  course  mat  would  be 
best  for  the  interest  of  the  country  would 
be  to  reduce  the  depth  of  water  to  what 
was  originally  intended  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  whole  tonnage  which 
would  be  afl'ected  would  be  insignificant, 
and  now  that  railroads  ran  along- 
side the  river  the  navigation  had  not 
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the  importanceit  formerly  had.  At  this 
moment  the  depth  of  wat«r  kept  up  was 
over  six  feet ;  but  nothing  could  be  more 
preposterous.  Anybody  who  knew  the 
great  rivers  of  India  or  America  must 
know  perfectly  well  that  it  was  the  great- 
est mistake  to  keep  up  such  a  depth  in 
the  Shannon.  A  story  was  told  of  two 
American  captains  on  the  Mississippi, 
one  of  whom  boasted  that  he  could 
float  his  vessel  in  six  inches  of  water, 
but  his  rival  retorted  that  he  oould 
float  his  wherever  there  was  a  heavy 
dew.  It  was  not  true  to  assert  that 
any  liability  had  been  repudiated. 
Every  shilling  which  it  had  been  agreed 
to  pay  in  Ire^d  for  the  Shannon  drain- 
age had  been  contributed,  but  the  ad- 
vantages expected  from  that  contribution 
had  not  been  obtained. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— MISCELLANEOUS  ESnMATES. 

StTFLT  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £36,418,  to  complete  the  sum  fi)r 
Eoy  J  Palaces. 

Mb.  Aldebuai*  LTTSK  said,  there  was 
an  increase  of  £1 ,6S0  over  the  Tote  of  last 
year,  and  that  Vote  showed  an  increase 
over  the  previous  one  of  £14,293  which, 
however,  he  admitted  arose  frota  excep- 
tional  causes.  He  must  complain  ge- 
nerally of  the  groat  increase  which  had 
taken  place  in  this  Vote  during  the  last 
five  years.  The  very  large  sum  of 
£6,735  appeared  to  have  been  expended 
upon  HamptJ3n  Court  ;  yet  that  establish- 
ment was  mainly  remarkable  in  the  lu^ 
sent  day  for  legal  proceedings,  wnicli 
had  been  going  on  for  three  years,  with 
the  object  of  screening  debtors  resident 
within  its  precincts.  The  Crown  had, 
perhaps,  the  strongest  interest  in  main- 
taining the  dignity  of  justice,  and  for  s 
Eoyal  palace  to  be  turned  into  a  saoo- 
tuaiT  for  those  who  would  not  submit  to 
the  law  of  the  land  Hke  other  subjects  of 
Her  Majes^,  was,  in  point  of  fact,  a 
public  scandal.  'Whowasit,heBhouldIika 
to  know,  who  had  been  expending  money 
for  the  last  three  years  in  employing 
Solicitor  Generals  and  gentlemen  of  their 
class  in  the  legal  oourts  in  the  way  that 
had  been  done  ?  The  Head  of  this  Na- 
tion had  not  lived  in  Hampton  Court 
for   «   oonple  of  hundred  jean.    H« 
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would  make  a  auegeBtioR,  if  wd  did  go  i 
to  the  ezpMisa  of  keeping  ap  those  old 
|>altKeB,  one  of  them,  at  ^«at,  ought  be 
u  a  oondition  to  receive  ibreign  princes, 
eo  that  when  the;  came  to  risit  this 
oountiy  the;  would  not  have  to  go  to  an 
hotel  to  live. 

His.  MIEUjOB  said,  that  including 
the  keeping  up  of  the  grounds  ana 
pleasuze  gardens,  Hmopton  Court  coet 
no  less  than  £16,000.  He  thought  that 
was  an  excessive  amount  to  be  expended 
oa  the  maintenance  of  a  single  palace, 
and  wished  for  information. 

Ur.  LATAItD  said,  that  an  item  of 
over£6,500  was  attributable  to  the  pre- 
cautions to  be  taken  to  protect  But^ng- 
ham  Falaoe  against  fire,  a  proceeiling 
which  was  most  desirable  on  account  of 
the  very  lai:^  amount  of  valuable  pro- 
perty which  it  contained.  Oaptaiu  Shaw 
had  most  kindly  looked  into  tjie  matter 
vith  lum ,  and  the;  had  found  it  absolutely 
necessary  that  steps  should  be  taken 
with  this  object  in  view.  An  item  of  ap- 
parent increase  was  explained  by  the  fact 
that  £4,500  not  expended  last  year  wa« 
re- voted  for  drainage  of  Windsor  Castle ; 
there  had  conaeqnently  been  a  consider- 
able decrease,  instead  of  an  increase, 
in  this  Vote.  As  to  St.  James's  and 
Hampton  Court  Palaces,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Uember  for  Fiosbury  (Mr. 
Alderman  Luak)  that  when  the  Crown 
surrendered  its  revenues,  out  of  which 
those  Palaces  had  been  maintained,  the 
countr;  undertook  to  keep  them  up,  ae 
well  as  the  jrardens  and  grounds  attached 
to  them.  He  could  not  agree  that  the 
nun  expended  upon  the  maintenance  of 
Hampton  Court  was  extravagant ;  on  the 
oontraiy,  the  Palace  and  grounds  afforded 
a  source  of  recreation  and  enjoyment  ' 
thousands  of  persons,  as  an;  person 
oould  not  fail  to  see  who  visited  the 
place  on  Sunda;  or  an;  public  holiday. 
As  to  what  had  been  said  about  legal 
proceedings  in  connection  with  the  sanc- 
tuai;  supposed  to  be  afforded  by  Hamp- 
toa  Court  Palace,  he  must  remind  lus 
hon.  Friend  that  the  question  was  one 
depending  upon  the  state  of  the  law, 
which  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
had  no  power  to  alter.  If  the  law  was 
such  as  had  been  stated,  the  privilege 
would  continue  to  exist  until  Parliament 
thought  proper  to  alter  it. 

Mn.  (JOLDNEYsaid,  that  he  had  raised 
the  question  last  year  aa  to  the  excessive 
aautont  proposed  to  ba  voted  for  divart. 
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ing  the  drainage  at  Windsor  Castle  from 
the  Thames,  uid  the  Oovemmrat  pro- 
mised that  the  matter  should  be  inquired 
into.  The  mane;  was  not  expended ; 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  this  year 
without  some  further  inquiry.  The  cost 
of  the  work  ought  to  fall  mainl;  upon 
the  owners,  of  whom  the  Crown  was 

Ms.  AuasMAS  J.  LA  WHENCE  said, 
he  did  not  object  to  the  expenditure  on 
Hampton  Court  Palace  and  Qardens, 
ocmsidering  what  health;  pleasure   the 

Eublio  derived  &om  visiting  them.  But 
e  thought  the  Chief  Commissioner's 
answer  respecting  the  right  of  sanctuai; 
was  inadequate.  If  the  law  protected  per- 
sons hving  in  the  Palace  &om  pursuing 
creditors,  the  people  would  look  to  the 
Government  to  take  st«ps  to  alter  the 
law. 

Lord  JOHN  IdANNERS  said,  he 
thought  it  was  not  proper  to  press  the 
Qovemment  to  act  in  this  matter  at  pre- 
sent, because,  as  he  understood,  the 
ultimate  Court  of  Appeal  had  not  yet 
decided  how  the  law  stood. 

Ma.  Aldekiuk  LU6K  said,  he  thought 

if  &e  law  was  as  it  had  been  stated  to 

that  it  was  a  great  scandal,  and 

immediate   steps   should   be  taken  to 

alter  it. 

Ma.  DILLWYX  ssid,  he  cononrred 
the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Manners)  that  it  was  premature  to 
raise  the  question  of  the  Eoyal  Palaces 
being  a  sanctuary  for  debtors  until  th^ 
knew  what  the  state  of  the  law  reall; 
was.  If  it  were  ruled  that  the;  were  a 
sanctuar;,  then  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  refuse  the  Yotea  for  them  until 
the  law  was  altered. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 

"Thntmnm,  notei0Bedmg£8l,877,  befranted 
to  Her  Mnjsitj,  to  oamplete  ths  luni  nsceiiiirjF  to 
dsFraj  tha  Cbnrga  vli<eh  will  corns  in  courw  of 
pufriisnt  during  the  jcnr  euding  oD  the  3lil  Anj 
of  M.ire1i  187U,  for  Kofiil  Puika  and  Pieaiura 
GnrdcDl." 

Me.  B0W]EING  appealed  to  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  to  dis- 
tribute more  equall;  the  expenditure  on 
embellishments  of  pubHc  Parks.  On 
behalf  of  many  of  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Kensington  Gardens, 
he  had  to  complain  of  the  neglect  shown 
to  t^  north  end  of  those  Qardami,  and 
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of  the  Temoval  of  Queen  Anne's  arbour 
from  its  original  site,  where  it  afforded 
an  a^eable  shelter  trom  the  beat  of 
sun  in  summer  and  from  rain.  He  would 
also  call  attention  to  the  dreary  and  de- 
solate appearance  of  the  Gardens  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  site  of 
Dr.  Jenner's  monument. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  g^eat  public  conve- 
nience tFhich  would  result  by  the  con- 
struction of  a  carriage  roadway  from  the 
Mall,  aoroBs  St.  James's  Park  Bridge, 
to  Queen's  Square,  Westminster.  There 
was  now  an  absolute  necessiiy  for  some 
measure  of  this  Mnd,  in  order  to  afford 
the  required  convenience  to  the  public, 
and  to  relieve  the  traffic  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood. He  believed  that  the  plan 
ho  suggested  was  first  advocated  by  Sir 
Benjamin  Hall,  when  Chief  Commis- 
Bioner  of  Public  "Works.  Just  before 
the  time  of  the  Great  Exhibition,  the 
privil^^  was  conceded  to  the  public  of 
the  dnve  through  Marlborough  House 
Gate  to  that  by  the  side  of  Buckingham 
Palace.  That  accommodation,  however, 
was  found  to  be  quite  insufficient.  In 
consequence  of  the  construction  of  a  new 
railway  station,  in  Old  Tothill  Street, 
there  was  a  proposition  before  the  Go- 
yemment  to  open  Queen's  Square  to 
Birdcage  Walk,  nearly  fronting  Marl- 
borough House.  The  whole  roadway 
across  the  Park,  exclusive  of  the  bridge 
over  the  ornamental  water,  would  not 
exceed  800  feet,  and  the  saving  from  the 
south  end  of  St.  James's  Street  to  Palace 
Yard  would  be  no  less  than  500  yards, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  relief  to  the  traffic 
on  the  present  route.  The  foot-bridge 
across  Uie  water  was  not  of  the  most 
ornamental  diaracter.  He  apprehended 
that  the  cost  of  the  proposed  roadway 
might  be  from  £20, 000  to  £26, 000;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  extent  to  which  it 
would  promote  public  convenience,  it 
was  very  likely  tluit  the  Board  of  Works 
might  be  induced  to  bear  a  large  share  of 
the  cost.  Any  objection  to  the  scheme 
on  the  ground  of  interference  with  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  was  easily  disposed 
of  by  the  fact  that  public  carriages  had 
been  permitted  to  use  the  road  between 
Marlborough  House   and  Buckingham 

Gate,  and  by  the  further  fact  that  since      ^ ^ ^ 

the  Great  Exhibition  public  carriages '  foundation  even  for  the  present  foot- 
had  been  allowed  to  pass  through  the '  bridge.  As  the  proposal  would  involve 
west  side  of  Hyde  Park.  It  could  not ;  considerable  cost,  he  advised  the  hon. 
bepietended  tlut  theoonstruotaonof  the  M«nber  to  leave  die  matter  in  tike  Itsudi 


road  would  be  any  interference  wifli  the 
rights  of  the  public,  for  the  present 
path  would  have  to  be  made  very  little 
<  wider  for  a  carriage-way ;  iron  palisades 
protected  the  sides  of  the  footpath,  and  on 
one  side  there  was  an  enclosed  space  not 
dedicated  to  the  public  at  all ;  and  the 
additional  ground  required  for  the  car- 
riage-way could  uot  be  a  serious  abstrac- 
tion from  a  total  of  twenty-seven  acres  on 
the  eastern  side  of  the  Park.  He  would 
beg  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whellier  they  will  grant  an  inquiry  on 
the  subject  either  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee or  otherwise,  as  they  may  think 
fit?  

Mr.  DELLWYN  rose  to  Order.  If 
questions  of  that  kind  were  to  be  intro- 
duced, it  would  be  impossible  fbr  the 
Committee  to  make  any  progress. 

The  CHAIBMAN  sajd,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bentinck)  waa  in 
Order,  as  the  Toto  related  to  the  Boyal 
Parka. 

Mb.  BENTDfC£  said,  he  should  be 
satisfied  if  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  would  in- 
stitute an  inquiiy. 

Me.  W.  F.  COWPEE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  might  be  right  in  pointof  Order, 
but  he  was  quite  wrong  in  point  of  tasto. 
It  was  a  monstrous  proposition  that  for 
the  sake  of  the  veiy  few  people  who  could 
want  a  short  and  direct  cut  to  nowhere — 
for  he  hardlyknewwhere  the  southern  ter- 
minus of  the  road  would  bo— they  should 
interfere  with  the  most  agreeable  and 
best  laid-outwalk  in  the  neighbourhood. 
St.  James's  Park  was  a  beautiful  roeci- 
men  of  landscape  gardening,  ana  the 
driving  of  cabs  and  carriages  right 
throng  the  centre  of  it  would  ffpoU 
its  e^ct  and  destroy  its  charm.  The 
making  of  the  roadway  would  be  a  piece 
of  Vandalism  of  which  he  hoped  they 
would  not  beguilty.        

LoED  JOEQi   MAIfNEBS   said,  he 

S[uite  agreed  that  the  appearance  of  the 
oot  bridge  was  not  ornamental,  because 
it  cut  in  two  the  ornamental  water  ;  but 
he  entertained  great  doubts  whether  its 
ornamental  character  would  be  improved 
by  the  alteration  proposed.  The  oridgfi 
necessary  for  a  carriage-way  must  be  a 
considerable  structure  ;  and  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  satisfactory 
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of  the  Chief  CommiaaionBr  of  Works  at 
preBent. 

Mk.  Aldekuak  LUSK  said,  lie  de- 
sired  to  call  the  Committee  bade  to  the 
couBideration  of  the  actual  question  be- 
fore them — that  of  the  proposed  Vote 
for  the  Eoyal  Parka  and  Pleasure  Gar- 
dene.  He  was  elad  to  notice  a  diminu- 
tion in  the  whole  amount  a^  compared 
with  that  of  the  previous  year,  but  there 
were  some  it«ma  respectiiig  which  he 
thought  eome  additional  informatioa 
should  be  given.  Of  the  Vote  for  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace  the  charge  of  £3,69{ 
only  had  reference  to  that  part  of  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace  and  grounds  &om  which 
the  public  enjoyed  the  benefit.  No 
one  grudged  this ;  it  wae  the  large  addi- 
tional sum  of  £6,700  that  this  pwce  cost 
from  which  the  public  derived  no  benefit, 
at  which  he  grumbled.  He  wished  to 
know  how  it  was  the  Banger's  Depart- 
ment for  Bichmond  Park  cost  upwards 
of  £2,000,  whilst  the  Kanger^a  De- 
^rtment  for  8t.  James's,  Hyde,  and 
Green  Parks  only  cost  £131  ?  £2,017 
had  been  expended  on  the  extension 
of  the  horse  rides  in  Hyde  Park. 
hoped  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Commissioner  would  not  curtail 
the  area  too  much  in  making  his  im- 
provements, or  foi^t  the  poor  people 
who  wished  to  enjoy  the  Park  as  well 
as  those  who  went  iheie  on  horseback. 
He  was  against  the  surface  of  the  Parks 
being  encroached  on  much  by  making 
even  ridea  and  ornamental  flower  gar- 
dens. He  next  r^erred  to  the  sum  now 
being  expended  in  making  the  Serpentine 
shallower ;  and,  in  reference  to  victoria 
Park,  he  objected  to  a  building  within 
it  being  licensed  for  the  sale  of  beer. 
He  disputed  the  necessity  for  the  sale 
of  beer  in  any  park.  It  was  ofi'ensive 
to  teetotallers  and  men  who  wished  to 
promote  temperance  to  set  up  a  drunkery 
in  the  middle  of  a  public  park.  He  was 
not  a  teetotaller,  Dut  he  sympathized 
with  those  who  wished  to  forward  their 
views,  and  he  did  not  want  needlessly 
to  give  ofience  to  any  class.  It  did  not 
be«>me  Parliament  to  permit  a  beer-shop 
to  be  established  in  ue  middle  of  this 
Park — it  dare  not  do  so  in  Hyde  Park — 
and,  therefore,  he  protested  against  it. 
He  wished  further  to  know  how  it  was 
the  charge  for  the  police  force  in  the 
Parks  had  increased  so  much  ? 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  Vote  for  the 
Parka  was  one  that  must  ftorce  itself  on 


the  attentioa  of  the  Committee  aa  s 
question  of  principle.  A  few  years  ago 
this  Vote  amounted  to  between  £&0,000 
and  £60,000  ;  and  in  1867  it  rose  to 
£90,000,  and  now  it  reached  £127,000. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  whole  of  this 
increase  ought  to  be  borne  by  the  publio. 
If  the  increase  was  to  be  de&ayed  out 
of  the  Estimates,  they  would  find  the 
other  large  towns  in  the  country  making 
demands  for  contributions  for  the  aama 
purpose  and  from  the  same  source.  In 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  other  large 
towns  these  parks  were  purchased  and 
supported  out  of  the  municipal  funds. 
He  had  just  been  to  Liverpool,  where 
he  saw  two  large  and  beautiful  parks, 
and  heard  that  the  town  had  purchased 
a  piece  of  land  for  an  ornamental  gar- 
den, which  would  cost  £400,000.  Some 
portion  of  the  cost  arising  from  the  im- 
provements effected  in  the  existing 
London  Parks  ought,  at  all  events,  to  be 
borne  by  those  who  more  immediatoly 
derived  advantage  from  them.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Veto  for  the 
Metropolitan  and  Boyal  Parks  should 
be  fixed  at  some  definite  figure — say  at 
£100,000  a  year  ;  and  if  that  plan  were 
adopted,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works)  would 
know  what  amount  he  had  at  his  dis- 
posal, and  would  be  obliged  to  refuse 
many  demands  which  were  made  upon 
him.  ["  Move."]  For  the  purposes 
of  the  discussion  he  would  presently 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£27,000  a  year. . 

Mb.  guest  said,  be  rose  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  Vote  for  Clothing 
and  Salary  of  the  Gatekeeper  at  Clarence 
Gate,  Boehampton.  It  was  difficult  to 
understand  why  the  pubho  funds  should 
be  called  upon  to  defray  the  expense  of 
a  keeper  who  was  placed  at  a  gate  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  its  being  used 
by  me  public.  There  were  many  hoo. 
Membere  who,  like  himself,  had  been 
disappointed  by  being  repulsed  from 
this  gate,  and  b^ving  to  go  a  consider- 
able way  round ;  and,  as  passage  by 
this  gate  waa  invariably  refused,  it  was 
unreasonable  to  chaige  the  Estimates 
with  this  expense.  The  gate  waa  main- 
tained merely  for  the  convenience  of 
a  private  individual,  the  proprietor  of 
Clarence  Lane— the  Boyal  PamUy  using 
it  only  by  courtesy. 

Mn.  BOWBDJa  said,  that  he  should 
have  brought  the  propositioD  torwaxi 
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himself  if  the  hon.  Uember  QSi.  Ouest) 
had  not  done  bo.  He  had  himself  been 
a  frequent  sufferer  &om  this  man's  re- 
fusal. When  he  saw  the  present  Tote 
on  the  Estimates  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  everything  had  been  settled;  but, 
on  going  that  way  he  found  this  Cerberus 
more  surly  than  ever.  He  believed  it 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  in  the 
summer  time  as  many  as  100  partiea 
were  frequently  tamed  away  in  the 
course  of  a  single  day  from  this  gate. 
If  the  gate  must  be  kept  in  its  present 
state,  he  would  suggest  that  it  should 
be  calLed  "  Dc^-in-the-manger  gate." 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWBENCE  said, 
he  called  attention  to  the  subject  last 
year,  and  from  what  was  then  stated 
had  hoped  that  that  was  the  last  time 
the  Vote  would  have  appeared  in  the 
Estimates,  unless  the  gate  was  open  to 
the  public.  The  restriction  extended, 
not  merely  to  persona  entering,  but  to 
persons  leaving  the  Park  by  the  particn- 
l&r  gate.  The  continued  existence  of  a 
monstrosity  of  this  kind  affecting  a  Boyal 
Park  was  only  to  be  explained  by  its 
connection  with  a  Government  Depart- 
ment. A  simple  plan  of  solving  the  dif- 
ficulty would  be  to  brick  up  the  gate, 
puU  down  the  lodge,  discard  the  gate- 
keeper, and  save,  not  only  his  salary, 
but  the  other  incidental  expenses.  If 
that  were  done,  there  would  soon  be  ap- 
plications inm  persons  resident  in  the 
vicinity  and  desirous  of  a  nearer  ap- 
proach to  the  Park  than  a  circuit  of  two 
or  three  miles. 

Mb.  LAYAED  said,  it  would  be  ob- 
served that  he  had  departed  from  the 
usual  course,  and  had  put  down  the 
gatekeeper  at  Clarence  Gate  as  a  sepa- 
rate Vote,  leaving  the  Committee  to 
deal  with  it  as  it  thought  ht.  What 
had  been  stated  was  perfectly  true. 
This  gate,  leading  into  the  pubUc  paik 
was  maintained  at  the  public  expense, 
and  was  the  nearest  access  to  the  Park 
from  the  metropolis.  Hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  persons  would  pass  through 
that  gate  if  they  could  do  so,  but  it  was 
approached  by  two  private  roads  be- 
longing to  individuals  or  to  a  company, 
he  reaUy  could  not  tell  which.  These 
roads  were  closed  against  all  the  publii 
except  the  Hoyal  Family  and  certain 
persons  inhabiting  Richmond  Park  to 
whom  permission  was  given  to  use 
them ;  and  so  strictly  was  the  privilege 
iiuiated  upon,  that  having  the  Park 
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under  hii  charge,  and  wishing  the  other 
day  to  see  these  roads,  a  bar  was 
slammed  to  and  he  was  told  that  he 
could  not  pass.  He  mentioned  his  name 
and  official  position,  but  was  informed 
that  a  Mr.  Bogers,  secretary  to  the 
company  bad  given  special  orders  that 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Worts  was 
to  be  exduded.  He  thought  this  rather 
a  strong  step,  but  he  found  a  notice 
posted  up  to  the  effect  that  no  one  but 
shareholders  and  the  persons  he  had 
already  mentioned  were  to  be  allowed 
to  use  these  roads.  That  a  gate  main- 
tained at  the  pubUc  expcmae  should  thus 
be  made  a  source  of  profit  to  share- 
holders in  a  private  nndertaking  was  no 
doubt  a  monstrous  thing.  On  the  other 
hand  this  gate  was  certunly  a  great  con- 
venience to  the  members  of  Uie  Boyel 
Family  inhabiting  the  White  Lodge; 
the  roads  were  undoubtedly  private 
property,  and  a  mistake  seemed  to  have 
been  made  in  disputing  that  point.  He 
had  been  given  to  understand,  on  what 
he  considered  very  good  authority,  that 
the  owners  of  these  roads  were  willing 
to  take  £2.000  for  them,  and  he  induced 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  consent  to  what  would 
have  been  in  the  pubho  interest  a  very 
fair  method  of  settling  the  question. 
But  the  owners  of  the  roads  having 
ascertained  that  the  Qovemment  were 
willing  to  give  £2,000  for  the  roads, 
imme£atoly  raised  their  terms  to  £4,000; 
or  they  offered  to  give  one  of  the  roads — 
that  leading  to  Boehampton — for  £2,000, 
retaining  in  their  own  hands  the  one 
which  would  have  been  most  useful  to 
the  public — that  leading  to  the  main 
London  road.  The  negotiations  accord- 
ingly had  faUen  through;  and  it  was 
now  for  the  Committee  to  determins 
what  course  they  would  adopt. 

Mr.  NEVILLE-GBENVILLE  asked 
whether,  if  the  company  had  a  right  to 
go  into  the  Park  through  the  gaW,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  cause  it  to 
bricked  up? 

Me.  LAYABD  :  Oh,  yes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 
■'  That  the  Item  of  £52,  for  the  Onlekaepcr  it 
Clannes  Gale,  Roehnrnplon.  be  omiticd  Irom  ti» 
propaaed  Vot*,"— (Jfr.  .ArUha-  tfuMl,) 

— put.  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Questioa,  aa  amended,  pro- 
posed, 
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"  That  &  mm,  not  sxc«eiliiig  iStfiVi,  be  granted 
to  n^r  Mnjeitj,  Co  compleCo  ihs  lum  neceavirj  lo 
defi'n.i  IhD  Charge  ichiirh  irill  oome  in  coiirne  of 
p.i)^inciit  during  llie  jrunr  ending  on  the  31>t  dny 
of  Manh  1870,  for  Ro^al  Pirki  and  VlBMure 
G*rd«Da." 

Me.  W.  F.  COWPER  aafeed,  what  waa 
proposed  to  be  done  with  the  trees  in 
the  Cambridge  Eacloeure  in  St  Jamee'e 
Park ;  and,  also,  what  airangementB  had 
been  made  with  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Westminster  ? 

Ms.  LAiTABD  said,  that  in  replying 
he  would  commence  with  the  matter  to 
which  attention  had  been  drawn  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy  (Mr.  Alder- 
man Lusk.)  Hia  action  with  regard  to 
Victoria  Park  had  been  altogether  ex- 
aggerated and  miBrepresented,  on  the 
one  hand  by  the  teetotallers  and  on  the 
other  by  the  publicans.  In  parks  con- 
structed  under  Act  of  Parliament  and 
where  cricket  was  played,  such  as  Bat- 
tersea  Park  and  Tictoria  Park,  the  sale 
of  beer  had  always  been  permitted,  and 
waa  carried  on  when  be  acceded  to 
Office,  but  the  beer  was  sold  in  tents 
at  a  bar.  Of  the  the  system  of  drink- 
ing at  a  public  bar,  or  what  his  hon. 
Friend  called  "  a  drunkeiy,"  fae  en- 
tirely  disapproved;  but  to  tie  system 
which  existed  in  the  best  parks  abroad, 
where  a  man  could  hare  his  dinner 
at  a  restaurant,  and  a  glass  of  beer  with 
it,  he  by  no  means  saw  the  same  ob- 
jection. He  had  accordingly  sanctioned 
the  opening  of  a  restaurant,  believing 
that  this  would  be  a  great  source  of  com- 
fort to  the  working  classes,  who  having 
come  long  distances  with  their  wives  and 
children,  naturally  wanted  something  to 
eat,  and  did  not  wish  to  go  to  the  bar  in 
the  tents.  At  present  they  could  get  no- 
thing but  a  few  cakes  and  ginger  beer, 
unless  they  went  outside  the  Parks  to  pot- 
houses, which  had  arisen  in  consequence 
of  this  state  of  things,  where  the  scenes 
were  not  always  such  as  he  or  his  hon. 
Friend  would  desire,  and  &om  which 
persons  often  came  back  into  the  Park 
drunk,  a  state  of  things  which  certainly 
did  not  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
of  good  order.  Persons  would  now  be 
able  to  obtain  a  plate  of  hot  meat  and 
potatoes,  with  a  glass  of  beer,  or  tea  if 
they  liked,  inside  the  Park,  which  ought 
to  be  a  check  upon,  instead  of  an  incen- 
tive to,  drunkenness.  During  the  Whit- 
suntide Beoess  be  had  gone  to  Paris, 
and  had  ao  opportunity  of  asoertaining 
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how  cheap  eating-houBee  in  parks  and 
pubhc  gsrdens  were  conducted.  The 
attempt  had  succeeded  vezy  well  in 
Glasgow,  but  there  was  notMng  of  the 
kind  in  London ;  and  it  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  a  very  great  boon  if  such  es- 
tablishments could  be  opened  in  places 
of  public  resort.  The  person  who  had 
taken  the  eating-house  in  Tictoria  Park 
appeared  to  be  a  thoroughly  respectable 
man,  and  the  tariff  was  nearly  the  same 
as  that  which  had  been  fixed  for  the  re- 
&eshment  rooms  in  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Mueeiun,  where  all  kinds  of  persons 
obtained  a  very  good  repast  at  a  small 
cost.  The  place  was  under  supervision, 
and  if  be  heard  of  a  single  case  of  bar 
drinking  or  drunkenness,  the  permission 
under  which  the  business  was  now  car- 
ried on  would  be  withdrawn.  He  should 
add  that  no  spirituous  liquors  were  sold 
on  the  premises.  The  publicans  round 
looked  about  with  considerable  alarm  on 
this  attempt ;  they  did  not  like  to  see  a 
working  m^n  contented  with  his  dinner 
and  a  smgle  glass  of  beer  with  it.  They 
wished  lum  to  have  Ms  beer  with  some- 
thing in  it  which  would  make  him  thirsty 
and  want  to  drink  more,  and  thereby 
lead  bit"  on  to  drunkenness.  The  clergy- 
man of  the  district,  the  Bev.  8.  Hansard 
— a  most  excellent  man,  who  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  working 
classes — was  at  first  led  by  misrepre- 
sentatione  to  oppose  the  opening  of  the 
restaurant,  but  since  the  matter  had 
been  explained  to  him,  he  had  come 
completely  round.  In  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  F. 
Cowper),  he  must  admit  that  the  Cam- 
bridge Enclosure  was  in  a  bad  state, 
and  ne  would  try  and  put  it  in  some 
kind  of  order,  but  he  shoidd  not  inter- 
fere with  the  trees.  With  regard  to  the 
item  for  a  stone  and  inscription  in  Hyde 
Park,  the  explanation  waa  there  was  for- 
merly a  convent  on  the  spot  which  be- 
longed  to  the  Dean  and  Chapter.  It  was 
pulled  down,  but  they  had  stipulated 
that  a  stone  should  be  put  up  to  show 
that  the  buildings  once  belonged  to  them. 
He  would  admit  that  the  gravel  walks 
and  the  drainage  of  the  north  side  of 
Kensington  Oaixtena  were  not  good,  but 
next  year  he  would  aee  what  could  be 
done  to  improve  them.  The  arbour  of 
which  complaints  had  been  made  was  for- 
merly in  a  dirty  comer,  but  it  was  now 
a  ra^er  ornamental  object,  and,  though 
he  did  not  place  it  where  it  wu,  he  tuA 
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not  think  it  was  worth  the  expense  of  re- 
moving it.  The  ride  in  Rotten  Eow,  the 
extension  of  which  had  been  complained 
of,  had,  he  thought,  added  to  the  amuse- 
ment and  pleasure  of  the  pedestrianB  as 
well  as  of  the  riders.  With  regard  to 
Hampton  Court,  it  contained  not  only 
gardens  and  grounds,  but  an  interesting 
historical  collection  of  pictures  and  ta- 
pestries, and  on  Sundays  and  holidays 
there  were  thousands  of  visitors  to  see 
the  Palace  as  well  as  the  grounds.  Lou- 
don had  now  two  new  and  fine  Parks — 
Tictoria  and  Battersea — but  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  hon.  Slember  op* 
posite  (Mr.  Gloldney)  had  been  recog- 
nized in  the  two  Parks  latest  constructed 
— Finsbury  and  Southwark — which  were 
made  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  paid  for  out  of  the  metro- 
pohtan  rates.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  advisable  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
for  the  Parks  by  any  considerable  sum. 
Many  of  the  items  would  not  occur  again, 
and  it  would  be  a  pity  to  limit  the  Vote 
to  a  particular  sum,  and  that  the  works 
already  undertaken  should  be  aban- 
doned. 

Mk.  OAlfDLISH  said,  that  the  Police 
Vote  had  increased  &om  £15,000  to 
£17,000,  although  there  had  been  no 
increase- of  park  space  during  the  past 
year.  Unless  some  satisfactory  explan- 
ation were  given  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  should  oppose 
any  such  reduction.  H  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  to  go  across  the  Parks  as  fre- 
quently as  himself  he  would  have  known 
tnat  one  of  the  great  complaints  was 
that  they  were  so  inadequately  protected. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
when  he  last  filled  the  office  of  First 
Conunissiooer  of  Works  his  attention 
was  called  to  the  com^aints  of  want  of 
due  protection  in  the  Parks.  On  going 
into  the  question  he  satisfied  hmiself 
that  this  arose  from  no  fault  on  the  part 
of  the  old  soldiers  who  were  park  con- 
stables, but  that  a  change  in  me  system 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  vast  num- 
bers of  people  and  the  valuable  property 
now  in  the  Parks.  He  determined  not  to 
dismiss  all  the  park  constables,  but  gra- 
dually to  substitute  the  metropohtan 
police  foree  for  them.  The  change  had 
been  attended  with  the  happiest  efi'ects 
and  had  given  the  greatest  possible  satis- 
&ction. 

Mk.  LAYABD  said,  that  the  increased 
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chaise  was  rendered  necessary  by  the 
large  number  of  police  now  employed 
in    the    preservation   of  order  and  of 

?ubhc  property  in  the  Parks,  Hyde 
'ark  being  now  open  during  a  greater 
part  of  the  night.  The  charge  was  as 
low  as  it  couM  safely  be.  As  a  proof 
he  might  mention  that  there  was  only 
one  policeman  at  night  in  the  Victoria 
Park. 

Mb.  CAETKR  said,  it  was  rather  hard 
upon  the  great  towns  to  have  to  pay  for 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
parks  which  were  almost  exclusively 
used  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the 
metropolis.  The  London  Parks  should 
be  paid  for  in  their  localities,  as  were 
those  at  Leeds. 

Mb.  LA  yard  said,  that  no  park  in 
the  metropolis  was  more  frequented 
than  St.  James's  Park,  but  it  would 
atterly  destroy  its  beauty  t«  carry  a  public 
road  across  it.  It  was,  however,  de- 
serving of  inquiry  whether  the  road  could 
not  be  shortened  between  Mu'lborough 
Qate  and  Queen's  Square,  and  he  woiSd 
consider  the  subject.  There  was  after 
all,  some  difference  between  the  metro- 
polis and  the  laive  towns  in  regard  to 
inblie  parks.  The  three  capitals  — 
london,  Edinbui^h,  and  Dublin — were 
a  source  of  national  pride,  and  thousands 
of  persons  came  up  eveiy  year  from  the 
country  who  took  a  pleasure  in  visitinff 
the  London  Parks 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  tliat  in 
respect  to  local  funds  the  unfortunate 
metropolis  was  not  one  whit  in  a  better 
position  than  the  town  of  Leeds.  The 
Board  of  Works  had  no  property  except 
that  raised  by  the  dimrent  parishes. 
No  newparkswere  aUowed  to  be  placed 
on  the  Totes.  The  sum  asked  was  what 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  year 
in  the  customary  form ;  and  the  present 
system  he  thought  would  be  found  more 
convenient  than  to  fixa  sum  beforehand — 
say  £100,000, — as  now  proposed,  which 
would  always  be  spent.  Whatever  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  that  would  be  the 
minimum.  There  would  be  no  hope  of 
keeping  the  expenditure  under  £100,000. 
He  thought  the  hold  which  the  Com- 
mittee now  bad  over  the  different  Esti- 
mates and  it«ms  greatly  preferable.  If 
any  Vote  was  improper  or  excessive  it 
waa  competent  to  any  Member  to  move 
its  reduction  or  omission. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  quite  ad- 
mitted that  considerable  diibrwioetltoiild 


..Google 


665       St^Iif — MitetBaiuout       ( Jons  2E 

bo  made  in  iavoiir  of  London  as  the 
Imperial  city.  But,  wlien  it  tab  said 
that  people  iiom  the  oountiy  came  ap  to 
the  metropolis  occasionally,  it  slionla  be 
rememberod  that  they  were  made  to  pay 
pret^  sweetly  for  their  visits,  and  the 
Londouere  might  very  well  be  made  to 
beep  up  the  Paries  for  them  in  return. 
Some  arrangement  should  certainly  be 
made  by  which  at  least  one-half  the 
chsTKO  of  the  Parks  should  be  home  by 
the  local  taxation  of  London.  It  was 
not  enough  that  localities  should  pay  for 
new  parks.  That  rule  should  apply  to 
the  old  as  well.  

Ma.  NEVILLE-GKENVILLE  said, 
he  was  obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Goldney) 
£>r  bringing  this  subject  forwEird.  Every 
one  must  admire  the  taste  displayed  in 
the  metropolitan  Parks,  but  the  charge 
was  an  increasing  one,  and  there  was 
great  temptation  to  lay  out  very  lai^ 
Bums  in  making  beautiful  borders  and 
additions  to  the  Parks.  He  did  not 
wish  to  overlook  the  agreement  with  the 
Sovereign  that  Parliament  should  keep 
up  the  Eoyal  Parks ;  but  if  the  Vot« 
VOTe  limited  to  a  specific  sum  improve- 
ments would  be  carried  ont  with  greater 
economy.  Some  check  ought  to  be  placed 
on  the  taste  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
he  he  who  he  might,  for  the  temptation 
to  lay  out  money  in  beautiful  borders  at 
other  people's  expense  was  almost  too 
greai  for  human  nature  to  withstand. 
£2,017  wasa  verylargesumfor  thenew 
ride  in  Hyde  Park,  as  was  £355  for  the 
fiower  border. 

Colonel  8YKE8  said,  that  the  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  were  already 
taxed  to  the  utmost  extent  of  thelt 
means ;  the  lover  class  of  shopkeepers 
being  barely  able  to  meet  the  taxation 
which  was  laid  upon  them,  and  all  for 
the  public  improvements  going  on  in 
London.  The  rate-payers  were,  in  fact, 
made  victinw  for  the  benefit  of  future 
generations.  The  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  al>«ady  owed  about  £6,000,000, 
and  there  was  a  farther  loan  of  £380,000 
asked  for.  He  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  could  have  considered  the 
real  state  of  the  taxation  in  London,  or 
he  would  not  have  made  the  proposal  he 
hod  done. 

Me.  GOLDNET  said,  he  would  at 
once  move  the  reduction  in  the  Tote  to 
which  he.  before  referred.    The  Chief 
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Commissioner  stated  that  the  Vote  had 
been  increased  by  a  number  of  expenses 
which  would  not  occur  again ;  but  it  was 
to  these  exceptional  sums  that  he  ob- 
jected, and  unless  some  check  were  im- 
posed they  would  next  year  still  fiuther 
augment  the  amount.  If  the  sum  were 
limited,  it  would  be  found  sufficient  to 
the  requirements  of  the  case.  He  knew 
of  a  remarkable  instance  in  which  a 
gentleman  had  seventy  or  eighty  men 
employed  in  his  garden  grounds.  He 
died,  his  heir  made  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  gardeners  employed,  and 
during  the  last  fifteen  years  the  same 
grounds  had  been  kept  in  equally  good 
condition  by  eleven  men.  No  doubt  the 
Chief  Commissioner  had  loads  of  letters 
&om  different  parties,  each  asking  for 
locality  to  be  beautified,  and  he 
ged  to  give  way  ;  but  with  only 
certain  limited  sum  at  his  disposal  he 
would  lay  it  out  economically  and  to  the 
best  advantage.  He  moved  that  the  Vote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £26,825. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Tbacasam,  not  exceeding  £5S.0OO, be  gninted 
to  Her  Majeatr,  to  complete  the  lum  neoesanrj'  to 
irtny  the  Charge  whioh  will  come  in  course  oif 
pajmenc  during  (hs  jenr  ending  on  the  31it  d>r 
of  Mnreh  1870,  lor  Rofil  Farlti  and  Pleuura 
Garden*." — (Mr.  Qoldaey.) 

Me.  CAWLET  said,  he  beliered  the 
country  was  quite  willing  to  bear  a  ftiir 
proportion  of  what  might  be  deemed 
the  legitimate  charge  for  the  Eoyal  and 
ancient  Parks  of  Ijondon,  which  were 
enjoyed  by  all  who  came  to  the  capital. 
But  that  expenditure  was  increasing  on 
them  &om  year  to  year ;  and  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  there  were  heavy  items 
included  in  the  Vot«  in  which  the  coun- 
try at  large  was  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  intwested.  There  was,  for  ex- 
ample an  item  of  £13,000 — part  of 
£26,000 — for  reducing  the  depth  of  the 
Serpentine  to  prevent  the  danger  to 
skaters.  That  expenditure  might  be  a 
very  proper  one,  but  it  did  not  seem  one 
for  which  the  whole  country  should  be 
asked  to  pay.  Then  as  to  the  police  he 
entirely  agreed  in  the  importance  of  hav- 
ing the  Parks  well  watched  if  they  were 
thrown  open  during  the  night;  but  cer- 
tainly people  did  not  come  up  from  the 
country  to  enjoy  the  Parke  of  London 
during  the  niAt.  Again,  Victoria  Park 
andBattersea  Park  were  not  BoyalParks, 
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OT  places  in  w^iicli  people  from  the  coun- 
try took  any  iaterest.  It  wae,  in  hit 
opinion,  high  time  to  put  a  limit  on  that 
expenditure. 

Sir  PATBICK  O'BEIEN  said,  a 
iUustration  of  the  manner  in  vhich  the 
details  of  the  Parks  were  adminiBtered 
be  miffht  mention  that  a  private  per- 
son who  objected  to  the  position  of 
an  alcove  bouse  situated  near  his  i 
deuce  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Princes 
Qate,  wasaUowedby  the  Of&ce  of  Works, 
on  his  undertaking  to  pay  the  expense 
of  its  removal — £400 — to  have  it  re- 
mored  to  the  opposite  side  of  the  park, 
without  consulting  the  convenience  of 
the  residents  in  that  neighbourhood, 
whose  view  of  the  ornamental  water  it 
totally  intercepted.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  if  there  were  any  complaint  of 
this,  the  alcove  would  be  re-plaoed  on  its 
original  site  ? 

Mr.  Aldbbxan  LUSK  said,  be  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 
Instead  of  arbitrarily  suggestine  that  a 
lump  sum  should  be  taken  from  uie  Vote 
hon.  Qentlemen  who  objected  to  it  should 
point  out  the  particular  items  which  they 
Uiought  required  reduction.  That,  he 
submitted,  was  the  logical  way  of  treat- 
ing the  subject.  They  might  as  well  ask 
the  people  of  Xjondon  to  maintain  Buck- 
ingham Palace  as  to  maintain  the  Koyal 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounds.  They  were 
national  institutions  for  the  benefit  of 
strangers  coming  to  London  as  well  aa 
for  that  of  the  permanent  inhabitants. 
There  was  a  large  sum  voted  for  Holy- 
rood  Park,  Edinburgh,  and  Phcenix 
Park.  Dublin. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  fliat 
the  alcove  house  to  which  reference  had 
been  made  wae  found  in  its  old  position 
to  be  extremely  inconvenient  inside  of 
^Kensington  Gardens,  as  well  as  a  most 
unsighuy  object  outside  of  them,  aa  it 
projected  on  to  a  public  road.  The 
Office  of  Works,  over  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  preside  at  the  time,  thought 
the  proposal  that  it  should  be  removed 
was  a  good  one,  and  in  sanctioning  its 
removal  their  object  wae  not  the  benefit 
of  a  few  people  who  lived  near  it.  As 
to  the  particular  spot  to  which  it  was 
to  be  removed,  the  private  persons  spoken 
of  had  nothing  whatever  to  say.  That 
spot  was  adopted  on  the  groimd  of  con- 
venience, and  the  Committee  should  re- 
member that  between  the  alcove  and  the 
houses  opposite  there  were  a  number  of 
Jfr.  CmeUy 


well-grown  trees.  If  it  now  obstructed 
the  view  of  anybody  in  the  neighboup- 
hood  he  regretted  it.  But  during  the 
whole  time  that  he  held  Office  he  heard 
of  only  one  gentleman  having  made  such 
a  complaint.  The  change  was  a  very 
beneficial  one ;  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
alleged  against  it  that  it  did  not  entail 
a  hsJftMnny  of  expense  on  the  public. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BEIEN  asked  whe- 
ther the  residents  in  the  houses  opposite 
the  new  site  of  the  alcove  house  had 
been  consulted  before  it  wae  placed  there  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  oer- 
tainly  not.  He  never  thought  there 
could  be  any  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  put  there. 

Mr.  la  yard  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
plain that  the  real  annual  cost  of  the 
Parks  was  not  so  great  as  it  appeued  to 
be  in  this  Tote,  because,  when  Yictoria 
and  Battersea  Parks  were  formed,  some 
portions  of  building  land  were  reserved 
for  sale  and  leaee  towards  the  expense 
of  them,  but  the  profit  rents  of  these 
lands — which  were  considerable — came 
into  the  Imperial  Exchequer  under  the 
head  of  the  Woods  and  Forests,  and 
did  not  appear  in  these  accounts.  If 
this  deduction  was  taken  into  acooimt, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  find 
that  the  Tote  did  not  much  exceed 
£  1 00,000,  and  it  was  lees  this  year  than 
last  by  £10,000.  He  had  done  and 
would  continue  to  do  his  utmost  to  keep 
down  the  expenditure  on  the  public 
Parks,  but  if  £2R,000  were  to  be  struck 
off  the  Tote,  after  all  the  arrangements 
for  the  year  had  been  made,  he  really 
could  not  be  responsible  for  the  reeult. 

Me.  eCLATER  -  BOOTH  said,  ho 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Goldney) 
would  not  divide  the  Committee.  At 
the  same  time  he  thought  the  tendency 
to  increased  expenditure  on  the  Parlu 
had  of  late  been  rather  a^ravated,  and 
be  was  therefore  not  at  all  surprised  that 
hon.  Members  were  disposed  to  be  criti- 
cal respecting  it.  It  was  obvious  that 
the  ganlening  expenses  in  Hyde  Park 
had  been  increased  at  a  tremendous 
rate  during  the  last  few  years,  and  it 
was  a  question  how  far  that  increase 
ought  to  be  continued.  He  was  always 
for  a  judiciously  liberal  expenditure  on 
these  places  of  public  resort  and  amuse* 
ment,  out  some  limit  would  really  have 
to  be  put  on  horticultural  extravagance. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  was  the 
exact  nature  of  the  improvemeata  which 
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the  ri^ht  hon.  Qendemau  proposed  to 
carry  out  at  a  cost  of  £26,000  or  £27,000 
with  re^ftrd  to  the  Serpentine  ?  iVom 
time  to  time  oontroreraies  had  arisen  in 
the  newspapers  as  to  whether  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Serpentine  was  mch  as  to  be 
productive  of  disease.  For  his  own 
part  he  had  never  discovered  that  ma- 
laria arose  &om  it,  while  he  had  fre- 
quently admired  the  clean  and  whole- 
some appearance  of  its  banks,  and  the 
freedom  of  the  water  from  noxioni 
woods.  Howeiver  this  might  be,  the  ex- 
pense of  £26,000,  which  was  apparently 
intended  to  be  incurred  on  the  purifica- 
tion of  the  Serpentine,  was  a  matter 
requiring  special  attention  on  the  part 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner.  An  analo- 
gous case  occurred  a  year  or  two  ago  in 
r^ard  to  the  Stent's  Park ;  but  the 
public  mind  was  then  excited  in  coose- 
quence  of  the  fright^  accident  which 
had  recently  occurred  through  the 
breaking  of  the  ice.  In  hie  opinion, 
however,  the  inhabitants  of  London 
might' be  fairly  expected  to  take  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  they  incurred 
a  certain  amount  of  risk  when  they 
skated  on  so  large  a  piece  of  water  as 
the  Serpentine.  He  was  not  aware  that 
redudng  the  depth  of  an  ornamental 
sheet  of  water  was  at  all  conducive  to 
its  healthy  character.  Indeed,  his  expe- 
rience, especially  in  r^ard  to  the  orna- 
mental water  in  St.  James's  Park,  which 
had  been  reducad  to  a  depth  of  four 
feet  was  quite  the  other  way. 

Mk.  LATAKD  said,  that  the  cleansing 
and  purification  of  the  Serpentine  had 
been  under  consideration  for  a  vei7  long 
time,  and  it  had  been  postponed  so  often 
that  it  now  became  a  matter  of  necessity, 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  pro- 
bably unaware  that  for  a  very  long  time 
all  the  drainage  of  that  part  of  London 
emptied  itself  into  the  Serpentine,  and 
that  Uie  depth  of  the  mud  and  filth  was 
very  considerable.  The  bottom 
l>eBides,  full  of  holes,  which  were  the 
source  of  frequent  accidents  to  bathere 
and  others.  In  point  of  fact  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  the  Serpentine 
should  be  cleansed  and  the  bottom  re- 
duced to  one  uniform  depth,  although  he 
by  no  means  insisted  that  the  depth 
should  be  four  feet. 

Hb.  H£NL£Y  said,  he  was  unable 
to  support  the  Amendment,  because 
looking  at  the  increasing  population  of 
tliB  metropolis  and  the  accommodation 
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they  required,  he  did  not  think  the  Tote 
excessive. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oy  THE  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
sort  of  economy  suggested  by  this 
Amendment  waa  the  very  worst  that 
could  be  possibly  conceived.  Itproposed 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  should  give  up 
their  function  of  estimating  as  reason- 
able beings  each  different  item  of  ex- 
penditure, and  should  take  the  whole 
sum  of  £128,000  saying — "  Our  sense  of 
^mmetry  and  of  propriety  will  be  sa< 
tiefied  by  granting  a  round  sum  of 
£100,000;  we  wiU  therefore  cut  o£C 
£28,000  and  leave  the  remainder  to  the 
Minister,  who  must  make  it  do."  Now, 
these  Estimates  ot^ht  to  be  framed  by 
reason  and  judged  by  reason,  and  if  the 
course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  to  be  followed  the  Government 
might  as  well  come  forward  and  say — 
"i^  &r  as  we  can  see  £128,000  is  all  we 
shall  want,  but  as  £150,000  agrees  with 
our  sense  of  symmetry  and  propriety, 
we  may  as  well  ask  for  that  sum.''  The 
present  Government,  though  they  had 
not  been  long  in  Office,  had  already  given 
proofs  of  its  desire  to  economize,  and  he 
did  not  think  they  ought  to  be  met  with 
a  Vote  of  this  kind,  which  was  one  of 
the  most  difficult  for  a  Government  to 
enduire,  because  it  raised  no  objection  to 
any  item  in  regard  to  which  any  Minis- 
ter might  be  m  error,  but  simply  told 
the  Government  that  they  were  guilty  of 
extravagance  and  unable  of  themselves 
to  correct  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Bclater-Booth)  had  spoken  of 
the  increase  of  the  expenditure  on  the 
Parks,  but  he  would  remind  the  Commit- 
tee that  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  Office  that  expenditure  was  £10,000 
more  than  it  was  at  the  present  time. 
As  his  right  hon.  Friend  {the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works)  had  explained, 
a  further  considerable  reduction  ought 
to  be  made  from  the  Tote  in  considera- 
tion of  the  rents  received  from  the  sur- 
plus building  lands  of  Tictoria  and  Bat- 
tersea  Parks,  and  the  ciy  which  was 
raised  seemed  to  him  to  arise  very  much 
from  the  circumstance  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Works  having  been  separated 
from  the  Comnuseioners  of  "Wowle  with 
regard  to  this  matter.  The  Queen,  in 
consideration  of  the  Civil  List,  had  sur- 
rendered her  forests  and  domains  to  the 
nation,  who  derived  a  largo  revenue 
from  them ;    although,  of  course  ihej 
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were  bound  in  return  to  maintain  die 
Parka  as  being  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Itojal  domain.  Indeed,  that  bargain 
had  been  always  regarded  as  one  by 
wMch  the  Crown  lost  heavily  and  the 
nation  gained  largely.  Under  these  cir- 
oumstanceB  it  was  the  duty  of  the  nation 
to  maintain  the  Parks  in  a  manner  suit- 
able to  the  Boyal  dignity,  for  they  could 
not  doubt  that,  if  the  Parke  were  in  the 
possession  of  the  Crown,  they  would  be 
Buitably  maintained.  He  m^ntained 
diat  the  Parka  did  not  exist  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  London  and 
its  neighbourhood,  aa  they  were  largely 
used  by  thousands  of  people  whose  per- 
manent residence  was  in  the  country, 
but  who  spent  several  months  during  the 
aeason  in  the  metropolis,  and  contributed 
nothing  to  its  taxation.  ["Oh!  oh!"] 
He  should  like  to  know  what  a  person 
who  lived  for  a  few  months  every  year 
at  an  hotel  in  London  contributed  to 
its  local  rates?  About  the  beginning  of 
April  in  each  year  London  was  visited 
by  so  great  an  incursion  of  ladies  and 
gentlemen  that  we  could  hardly  c 
fiie  streets  without  being  run  over, while 
Botten  Bow  was  blocked  up  by  riders ; 
and  was  it  unreasonable  when  London 
was  over-run  in  that  way  that  they  should 
ask,  for  some  public  contributions  towards 
the  maintenance  of  its  Parka.  He  was 
no  advocate  for  extravagance ;  but  the 
Serpentine  was  in  a  most  noxious  state, 
and  if  wo  were  living  in  a  warmer  cli- 
mate it  would  be  a  source  of  constant 
fever,  pestilence,  and  death.  Aa  it 
it  was  most  injurious  to  the  health  of 
those  who  lived  in  its  neighbourhood.  No 
gentleman  would  allow  a  sheet  of  water 
in  his  private  grounds  to  remain  in  so 
unwholesome  a  condition,  and  it  ought 
to  be  properly  cleaned  and  purified  with- 
out ftirther  delay  for  the  sake  of  those 
who  lived  around  it,  and  for  the  sake 
of  those  who  came  up  from  the  o 
try.  For  these  reasons  he  believed  the 
Committee  would  do  well  to  reject  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  8CLATEB-B00TH  said, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  stated  that  that  Vote 
was  lower  by  £10,000  than  it  had  been 
last  year ;  and  undoubtedly  in  the  mere 
item  of  works  there  had  been  a  reduc- 
tion to  that  amount.  But  no  one  coidd 
visit  Hyde  Park  without  seeing  that 
there  was  a  tendency  to  increase  the 
e^tenditure  upon  it,  and  it  appeared  to 
J%t  Chanctllor  of  tht  Mcchtqwr 


biTTi  to  be  veiy  desirable  that  the  House 
should  carefuUy  look  after  that  increased 
expenditure.  He  was  entirely  at  issue 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  refer- 
ence to  the  state  of  the  Serpentine.  He 
had  hved  in  London  for  the  last  twelve 
or  fourteen  years,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  Serpentine  was  a  cause  of  dis- 
ease or  death.  He  believed  the  water 
would  purify  itself.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contended  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  such  evidence  of  a  desire 
for  economy  that  they  ought  to  receive 
credit  for  wisdom  and  good  intentions 
when  they  advocated  an  expenditure  of 
that  description  upon  its  merits.  But 
he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  should  observe 
that  the  Civil  Service  Estiinates  had  not 
diminished  but  had  increased  since  last 
year.  He  did  not  make  any  particular 
complaint  with  regard  to  the  Estimates 
for  the  Parks ;  but  he  repeated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  they  ought  to  be  subjected 
to  very  careful  examination. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TOEEENS  said,  he  should 
vote,  and  for  some  of  the  reasons 'stated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chippenham  (Mr.  Goldney).  They  were 
intending  to  vote  for  the  question  on  its 
merits  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  and  sought  to  turn  the  question  into 
one  of  confidence  or  no  confiuence  in  the 
Government ;  but  if  that  was  the  spirit 
in  which  the  Estimates  were  to  be  dis- 
cussed the  Committee  might  as  well  take 
them  at  once  in  toto.  He  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  paying  very  frequent 
viate  to  the  Park,  but  the  gener^  ac- 
count given  of  it  by  todies  who  visited  it, 
was  that  it  was  "something  Uto  lovely." 
Now  be  believed  it  was  too  lovely,  regard 
being  bad  to  the  fact  that  the  countiy 
was  taxed  to  keep  it  up;  and  be  main- 
tained that  the  hon.  Member  for  Chip- 
penham had  done  good  service  in  trying 
to  put  a  bridle  on  that  taetetiil  but  waste- 
ful expenditure.  He  would  beg  to  re- 
mind his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  that  when  he 
(Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  asked  him,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  to  do  an  act  of  jus- 
tice by  aiding  the  inhabitants  of  the  East 
of  London  in  obtaining  and  preserving 
a  park  for  that  quarter  of  the  town, 
though  they  were  perfectly  willing  to  bo 
taxed  for  the  purpose,  he  could  obtain 
from  him  no  further  help  than  the  as- 
surance of  his  ff^pathy,  which,  valuable 
though  it  might  be,  would  not  fumiah 
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l^ftjgrouDde  for  the  children  of  those 
poor  people. 

Mb.  CRAWFOKD  said,  that  the  prao- 
lioal  result  of  the  rejection  of  the  Vote  by 
the  Committee  would  be  that  works  which 
were  already  in  proG;reaa  would  be  put  a 
stop  to,  and  it  would  be  rendered  impoS' 
Bible  that  the  Parks  could  be  maintained. 
The  vaat  labouring  population  of  the  me- 
tropolis which  dwelt  at  the  East-end  had 
no  greater  interest  in  having  these  Parks 
at  &e  West-end  kept  up  than  the  inha^ 
bitants  of  Liverpool  or  Dublin.  The 
&ct  was,  they  contributed  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  but  a  small  portion  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  London.  During  the  months 
of  autumn  and  winter  they  were  almost 
deserted ;  and  of  the  numbers  who  at  this 
season  of  the  year  occupied  seats  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Bide,  nine  out  of  ten  were 
not  regular  residents  in  the  metropolis. 
He  would  state  of  hie  knowledge  that 
the  taxation  in  London  for  local  purposes 
had  increased  enonnouslj  within  the 
last  ten  years — in  the  case  of  his  own 
house,  50  per  cent — and  he  altogether 
objected  to  having  it  further  increased 
to  maintain  parks  fbr  the  nation  at 
large. 

Mr.  GOLDNET  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  see  the  Parka  maintained;  but 
then  there  were  four  items  of  expendi- 
tore  which  he  regarded  as  unnecessary 
—that  of  £3,000  for  new  gates,  £3,000 
for  new  roads,  £4,000  for  a  new  hot- 
house, and  £13,000  for  the  purification 
of  the  Serpentine. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divide :  —  Ayes  42  ; 
Noes  98  :  Majority  S6. 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  egidn 
proposed. 

Mr.  CAWLET  moved  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £13,125, 
being  the  amount  aiked  for  alterations 
in  the  Serpentine.  He  thought  the  ac- 
count given  of  the  state  of  t£e  Serpen- 
tine by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
exaggerated,  and  that  more  information 
was  needed  before  the  Committee  could 
well  sanction  the  Tote.  He  bad  no  con- 
fidence that  the  estimate  of  £26,000 
would  cover  the  improvements  proposed. 
Apart  from  the  general  question  whether 
the  nation  at  large  ought  to  be  called 
on  to  contribute  to  this  expenditure,  he 
thought  the  outlay  itself  was  for  a  work 
of  {[uestionable  utility.     Shallow  water 
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would  produce  confervse ;  and  while  the 
mud  at  the  bottom  would  do  no  harm 
where  it  was,  the  attempt  to  move  it 
would  liberate  its  noxious  gases.  As  to 
the  alleged  enjoyment  derived  from  these 
Parks  by  country  visitors,  that  was  an 
argument  which,  if  carried  to  its  legiti- 
mate extent,  would  come  to  this — that 
the  country  should  contribute  to  all 
public  parks,  wherever  situate ;  because 
in  all  the  laige  towns  where  they  ex- 
isted parks  were  not  in  that  sense  mads 
for  the  inhabitants  of  those  towns  alone, 
but  for  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  locality 
who  chose  to  go  there. 
Motion  made,  and  Question, 
"  Tbkt  a  ■am,  not  ctoeeding  £,^  1 ,700,  be  prsntad 
Bar  M^jertj,  to  oomplets  the  sum  necrnar;  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome  id  coune  of 
payment  daring  the  jear  ending  on  the  3tat  iaj 
of  March  1870,  for  Kojal  Parka  and  Pleasoro 
Gardens," — {Mr.  Catulei),) 
— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  anm,  not  eieeeding  £B2,4T9,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majeatf,  to  aomplete  the  aum  necesaarj  to 
derray  Ibe  Charge  vhich  will  come  in  coune  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1S70,  for  the  Mainlenance  nnd  Repair 
of  Public  Buildinga  ;  for  providing  the  neceaaary 
■opply  of  Water  for  the  aams ;  for  Etenta  of 
Houaea  for  the  temporary  acoommodation  of 
Public    Departmenta,   and    Charge)    attendant 

Mb.  BOWBING  said,  that  when  it 
was  resolved  to  convert  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Whitehall  into  a  grand  suite  of 
public  offices  it  was  expected  that  there 
would  be  a  considerable  saving  in  the 
item  of  rent  of  hired  offices.  The  new 
Foreign  Office  was  now  completed,  and 
they  had  some  experience  of  the  result. 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  entered  the  old 
Foreign  Office,  and  the  total  saving  on 
die  Vote  of  £31,000  was  £500;  and  in- 
asmuch as  the  cost  of  the  Foreign  Office 
was  £260,000,  the  total  saving  was  less 
than  one-fifth  of  1  per  cent. 

Mb.  AutEBHAK  LUSK  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  use  some 
endeavours  to  reduce  the  espenses  in 
connection  with  Chelsea  Hospital,  which 
were  quite  out  of  proportion  to  the  num- 
ber of  pensioners  maintained  in  that  in- 
stitution. 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  somewhat  imgratoful  in 
complaining  of  the  expense  of  Chelsea 
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Hospital,  and  omitting  to  mention  that, 
owing  to  tlie  exeitiona  of  the  past  and 
present  Chief  ComnuBsioners  of  Worlce, 
the  cost  of  keeping  up  the  Chelsea 
Gardens  had  been  altogether  remored 
from  the  Estimates,  and  transferred  to 
the  fimd  of  the  Hospital. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
know  why  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
present  Yote  over  the  amount  voted  last 
year  for  iuQl  and  light.  Coals  were 
dieaper  at  present  than  they  had  been  for 
a  long  time,  and  gas  also  was  in  oourse 
of  reduction  in  price.  The  amount  under 
this  head  in  last  year's  Estimates  was 
£  1 8,900,  and  in  the  present  Estimates  it 
was  £20,220.  He  moved  that  the  item 
of  £20,220  for  fuel  and  light  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £1,320. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  ths  itam  of  £20,330,    for   Fael    and 

LigbC,  b«  redoaed  b;  the  Him  of  £1,320,"— (Mr 

CandiUb,) 

Mb.  LATAItD  said,  that  the  amount 
for  lighting  appeared  large,  but  the  fact 
was  Siat  the  way  in  which  that  House 
had  been  constructed  made  it  necessary 
to  bum  gas  in  some  of  the  apartments 
during  the  daytime.  He  hoped  that  in 
the  course  of  the  present  year  improve- 
ments would  be  made  so  as  to  allow 
daylight  to  enter  more  freely,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  present  item  would  con- 
sequent be  reduced  nert  year. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  that  the  in- 
crease in  the  item  for  gas  was  not  caused 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  but  by  other 
public  buildings.  ^^ 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  asked  the 
Under  8ecretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
AiFairB  whether  it  was  true  that  not  oiUy 
Hiat  House  seemed  to  have  been  built  in 
the  dark  ages,  but  that  the  new  Foreign 
Office  also  was  so  constructed  that  some 
of  the  rooms  required  to  be  lighted  by 
gaa  in  the  daytime  ? 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  was  the  case 
with  regard  to  one  or  two  passages ;  but 
it  was  hoped  tiiat  in  time  the  defect  in 
that  building  would  also  be  remedied. 

Mr.  BEOGDEN  said,  he  thought  the 
increase  of  £1,300  on  the  item  under 
discussion  was  perfectly  indefensible,  be- 
cause there  Imd  been  no  extension  of 
Public  Offices  great  enough  to  account 
for  such  an  additional  outlay. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  believed 
that  the  Chief  Commissioner  had  mis- 
apprehended the  Tote  he  had  moved; 
Mr.  SelaUr-Booth 
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it  had  been  pointed  oat  GaA  the  ligVJng 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Honae.  He 
hoped  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  give  some  &rther  explana- 
tion. 

Mb.  LATARD  admitted  his  error,  but 
was  not  quite  sure  whether  ths  oost  of 
the  gas  in  the  courtyard  was  not  de- 
frayed by  this  Vote.  The  gas  lighting 
in  the  now  Foreign  Office,  however,  wouH 
account  for  some  of  the  increase. 

Mb.  monk  pointed  out  that  the  total 
increase  amounted  to  the  sum  of  £3,000. 

Mr.  8CLATEE- booth  said,  he 
wished  to  know  why  the  itMns  for  rates 
for  the  Government  property  were  not 
put  under  one  head  ? 

Mr.  ATETON;  The  item  of  £1,150 
is  a  chuve  made  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  item  of  £9,252  is  a  sum 
paid  in  aid  of,  or  a  contribution  in  lieu 
of  rates — the  Crown  not  recognizinR  the 
right  to  make  a  legal  demand  tor  tnem. 
The  arrangement  has  not  been  carried 
out  completely ;  when  the  arrangement 
is  complete  the  Departments  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  will  each  aocount  for 
the  sum  it  disburses  in  respect  of  the 
property  it  occupies,  but  will  do  so,  of 
course,  under  the  sanctioiL  of  the  Trea- 
sury.   

COLOHBL  B  AETTELOT  said,  he  would 
like  to  know  why  £2,000  had  been  pnt 
down  for  increfued  accommodation  for 
the  Charity  Commissioners  ? 

CoLOKBL  SYEJIS  said,  that  the  rents 
paid  for  various  public  offiees  were  enor- 
mously high  for  the  accommodation  pro- 
vided, and  that  the  matter  was  worth 
investigation. 

Qruestion  put,  and  ntgati^ei. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Questioa  |«o- 
posed, 

Tbu  a  (dm,  not  eionding  £10,000,  b*  gnnted 
to  Her  MkJMly,  to  eompleM  ths  luin  DMMitrj  to 
Aetn.j  the  Charga  which  will  corns  in  oourw  of 
psjment  dnrlnj;  tho  jen  endinjt  on  tba  31it  daj 
of  March  1S70,  for  Iha  Supptj  and  Rapdr  of 
Fnraitnn  m  tho  Publio  Department*." 

Mb.  BEOGDEN  said,  the  expendihtre 
for  furniture  for  the  last  eight  yeai« 
amounted  to  £20,898.  He  wished  the 
other  Departments  would  imitate  the 
economy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, as  the  demand  for  l^imiture  in 
his  office  only  amounted  to  £8.  ■  Among 
the  items  were  these: — Office  of  the 
Great  Seal,  £329 ;  the  National  Debt 
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Offioe— almost  a  superflnily— £235  ;  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  £423  ;  the  Public 
Worts  Loan  Office,  £453 ;  tie  Eecord 
B«po«itory,  £313 ;  the  Treasury,  £364  ; 
and  the  greait  item  of  all  woe  £2,667  for 
the  War  Office.  He  admitted  that  the 
Qoreniment  deserved  credit  for  having 
reduced  the  Estimate  by  £1,000  &om 
last  year ;  but  as  similar  sums  had  been 
voted  in  past  years  for  furniture  for 
most  of  these  c^es,  and  the  same  re- 
mark applied  to  nearly  all,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  move  that  the  proposed  vote  of 
£10,000  should  be  reduced  by  £4,000. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  pit>poBed, 
"  Tiuit  a  turn,  not  exceeding  £6,000,  be  grsDtsd 
.  to  Her  Usjestj,  lo  oomplete  the  aum  necetmrj  to 
defraj  tbe  Chirfe  wbioh  wilt  oome  Id  eoarM  ot 
p«jm«nC  during  the  jear  emUng  on  tfaa  31et  daj 
of  Marsh  1870,  for  the  Sapplj  and  Repair  of 
Farnitare  in  the  Publio  D^iartmenti." — {Mr 
Bngden.) 

Mr.  LA.TABD  said,  the  Estimates 
shoved  what  was  expended  last  year, 
and  that  expenditure  was  the  only  ^de 
to  the  probable  expenditure  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  The  total  sum  had  been 
£l5,OI}0  a  year;  this  year  the  Estimates 
were  reduced  l^  £1,000 ;  and  it  would 
be  his  duty,  in  the  course  of  the  year,  ' 
out  the  expenditure  down  as  much 
possible,  and  to  see  that  the  officers  did 
not  ask  for  more  than  they  ought  to 
hav«.      

Ma.  N  E  ViLLE-QRENTILLE  said, 
surely  the  cost  of  the  War  Offioe  could 
be  reduced  now  that  they  were  blessed 
with  a  new  War  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Ma.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  said,  that 
according  to  an  arrangement  with  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  the  item 
of  £184  on  account  of  their  offices  ought 
not  to  have  appeared  in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  ANDEB80N  said,  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  seemed  to  think 
that  because  so  much  was  spent  last 
year  the  same  would  be  required  this 
year ;  but  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  arrived  at 
an  opposite  conclusion,  seeing  that  fiir- 
niture  did  not  wear  out  in  a  year. 

Colonel  8TKES  said,  the  yearly  ex- 
penditure upon  furniture  for  Uie  Public 
Offices  was  umply  inexplicable.  He 
ahould  like  to  know  the  system  pursued 
in  the  renewal  of  furniture.  Did  each 
office  order  ito  own  furniture,  and  then 
send  in  Uie  bill  ? 

Loan  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
within  his  recollection  the  vote  was 
£20,000  a  year,  and  the  reduction  to 


£14,000  was  satisfactory,  coneiderii^ 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  offices. 
Thepoins  that  were  taken  at  the  Office 
of  Works  to  check  and  reduce  the  de- 
mands which  were  made  by  other  ofRces 
were  most  creditable ;  sjid  he  could  not 
let  the  opportunity  pass  without  men- 
tioning the  name  of  llr.  Austin,  the  late 
Secretary,  who  looked  sharply  after 
these  demands.  Whereas  £15,000  was 
voted  last  year,  owing  to  the  care  taken 
only  £13,200  was  expended,  and  there 
was  reason  to  hope  that  the  expenditure 
this  year  would  be  less  than  the  Esti- 
mate. 

Mk.  CANDMSH  said,  it  appeared 
that  there  was  no  Estimate  before  the 
Committee,  and  that  they  were  asked  to 
vote  money  in  a  manner  which  had  been 
condemned  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  wos  just  as  easy  to  esti- 
mate the  furniture  as  it  was  to  estimate 
an3ilmig  else  that  might  be  required. 
Practically,  they  were  asked  to  vote  a 
sum  of  money  to  be  spent  upon  those 
who  would  ask  for  it. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  could  con- 
firm what  had  been  said  as  to  the  efforts 
made  to  keep  down  this  expenditure. 

Me.  monk  said,  this  was  no  Esti- 
mate whatever,  and  he  should  support 
the  Amendment. 

Ma.  DILLWTN  said,  at  all  events 
there  ourfit  to  be  no  entry  for  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners. 

Bfa.  LAYAPD  said,  the  Estimate  was 
as  feir  as  could  be  given.  Tou  could 
not  tell  at  the  begiimiug  of  the  year 
what  the  offices  would  require. 

Me.  SCIiATER-BOOTH  said,  a  note 
ought  to  have  been  appended  to  the 
item  for  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ere,  stating  that  it  would  not  appear 
agam  ;  otherwise  there  was  no  security 
that  arrangements  which  were  entered 
into  would  be  carried  out. 

Ma.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  could  not 
understand,  to  take  one  item,  how  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  could  require  such 
an  expenditure  in  Aimiture  for  his 
chambers.     The  only  principle  seemed 

be  that  if  furniture  was  not  wanted 

one  offioe  it  might  be  wanted  in  ano- 
ther. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  52; 
Noes  112  :  Majority  60. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  lo, 
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(5.)  £17,000,  to  complete  the  sum  ftn- 
acquisition  of  Lands  for  the  New  Palace 
of  Westminster. 
.  Mb.  GOLDNET  asked  for  an  expla- 
nation of  the  Yote.  Aa  far  as  he  could 
trace  it,  its  hiBtory  was  this  —  Five  or 
six  years  ago  an  estimate  was  made  for 
the  purchaas  of  the  land  that  lay  to  the 
west  of  the  House,  and  the  proposal  was 
to  make  it  an  ornamental  garden.  The 
estimate  was  £108,000,  but  only  about 
£30,000  had  yet  been  voted,  and  mean- 
while  the  remaining  property  had  in- 
creased in  value,  the  tenants'  claims  for 
compensatiou  increased,  the  original  es- 
timate had  been  increased  to  £150,000, 
and  before  the  plan  was  completed  it 
would  very  likdy  rise  to  £200,000. 
Xow,  in  such  a  case  it  seemed  to  him 
that  either  the  Qovemment  ought  to  go 
boldly  with  the  money  in  their  hands 
and  buy  the  whole  of  the  properi^y  at 
once,  or  they  should  give  the  whole 
thii^  up.  Independent  Members  ought 
to  make  a  stand  here,  and  it  was  clear 
that  they  were  fighting  both  front 
Benches  on  these  questions  of  expendi- 

M:b.  LATAED  said,  the  original  Esti- 
mate stood  at  £150,000,  and  still  re- 
mained at  that  amount.  The  ground  to 
be  purchased  lay  to  the  south-west  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  upon  it 
there  were  a  great  many  old  nouses 
which,  it  was  represented,  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly dangerous  to  the  Palace  in 
case  of  fire. 

Me.  GOLDNET  said,  the  estimate  of 
which  he  had  spoken  was  that  of  Mr. 
Pownall,  adopted  some  four  or  five  years 
ago.  If  danger  did  really  exist,  it  would 
be  better  to  buy  all  the  land  needed  at 
once  than  to  wait  for  a  rise  in  value. 

Aldebuan  LUSK  a^eed  with  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr. 
Goldney).  He  thought  the  land  should 
be  bought  up  at  once. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  B  mm,  Dot  eiosading  £34,026,  be  gnmted 
to  Her  Mnjeat.T,  to  complete  the  lum  neoeiurj  to 
defrftj  the  Charge  (rhich  will  come  in  conrte  of 
payment  during  the  jear  ending  on  IheSlatdfty 
of  March  1870,  for  the  Buildinga  of  the  Uotuei 
of  Pi)rIi«m«Dt." 

Mh.  monk  said,  he  must  draw  atten- 
tion U>  the  enormous  increase  of  £l,22I 
upon  the  item  for  iiiel  and  gas,  which 


last  year  was  under  £6,000.  He  moved 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £1,221. 

Mb.  pease  asked  for  explanation  of 
the  cost  of  warming  and  ventilation. 
The  supply  of  three  steam  boilers  conld 
not  accotmt  for  a  difference  of  £3,000. 

Me.  J.  WHITE  observed  a  charge  of 
£2,000  as  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  in- 
creasing light  round  the  central  hall  and 
in  the  hallB  and  corridors,  He  entirely 
sympathized  with  the  object,  but  wished 
to  £iow  by  what  means  it  was  to  be 
attained. 

Mb.  LATABD  said,  the  remedy  was 
very  simple.  When  only  a  ceiling  in- 
tervened between  the  passage  and  the 
sky,  he  proposed  to  remove  the  ceiling 
and  put  out  the  gas.  This  had  been 
already  done  with  good  effect  in  some 
cases,  and  he  hoped  to  do  it  in  a  good 
many  rooms  throughout  the  building. 
His  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
large  expenditure  upon  gas,  and  a  short 
time  ago  he  sent  a  circular  to  the  various 
officers  having  apartments  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  urging  that  economy  in 
its  use  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  ob- 
served. The  Committee  need  not  be 
told  that  a  good  deal  of  gas  was  used  in 
cooking. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  given  a  very  good 
reason  for  the  reduction  of  the  Tote  as 
proposed.        

Me.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  asked  for 
some  explanation  as  to  the  estimate  of 
£8,000  proposed  to  be  expended  on  the 
improvement  of  the  central  ball  between 
the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons. 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING  said,  that  the 
crypt  was  another  dark  place  requiring 
a  good  deal  of  light.  He  wished  to 
know  by  whose  authority  the  lat^  sums 
already  expended  had  been  spent,  with 
what  object  Aimiture  had  been  placed 
in  the  crn)t,  whether  it  was  intended  to 
perform  Divine  service  there,  and  if  so, 
by  whom  the  cost  was  to  be  defrayed  ? 

Mr.  LAYAKD  said,  that  the  central 
ball,  one  of  the  most  important  chambers 

the  building,  was  verydark,  andalto- 
^_ther  unsuited  for  its  purpose.  He 
wished  to  alter  it,  by  raising  tne  lantern 
and  doing  away  with  the  artificial  light 
sometimes  required  on  a  summer's  day. 
Parts  of  the  walls  also  had  never  beea 
finished,  but  were  covered  with  paper, 
which  was  going  to  decay.  He  pro- 
posed to  re-place  this  with  suitable  deco- 
rations.   Ab   r^arded   the  crypt,   tiis 
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works  there 'wero  undertakea  by  liis  pre- 
decessora,  and  the  euiu  of  £500  included 
in  the  Eatimates  would  finish  the  outlay 
both  upon  the  crjpt  and  baptistry.  As 
regarded  fiiture  expenditure,  it  was  for 
the  House  to  say  whether  tJiey  wished 
Divine  aemce  to  be  performed  there. 

Mb.  KINNAHtD  hoped  his  right 
hon.  Friend  did  not  adopt  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  ciypt.  Anything  more 
monstrous  or  lansh  it  was  impossible  to 
conceive. 

Ma.  monk  said,  that  giving  his 
right  hon.  Friend  full  cre£t  for  his 
em>rts  to  economize  fuel,  he  would  not 
press  Ms  Amendment  on  that  point,  ee- 

tecially  as  this  had  been  a  cold  summer, 
ut  he  felt  bound  to  seek  a  reduction 
in  the  amount  of  the  Yote  for  gas. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  ■  iDDi,  not  eiceeding£32,80S,  begrentcd 
to  Her  Majeatj,  to  oomplete  the  mm  neceiiarj  to 
defray  tbe  Cbirga  vbicb  will  come  in  courae  of 
psjmsnC  duriog  tba  year  BEding  on  the  31it  daj 
at  March  1870,  for  the  Building!  of  lbs  Houses 
of  ParliunsDt."— (ifr.  Moni.) 

Me.  1X>CKE  king  said,  that  part  of 
the  £500  was  to  be  laid  out  on  a  baptistiy. 
What  could  the  House  possibly  want 
with  that? 

Mb.  BENTINCZ  said,  he  thought 
hia  right  ion.  Friend  ought  lo  be  a 
little  more  explicit  about  these  decora- 
tions in  the  central  hall,  which  were  to 
coat  £8,000.  The  Commission  of  Fine 
Arts,  which  formerly  existed,  ran  into 
all  sorts  of  useless  expenditure,  and 
came  deservedly  to  an  end  some  five  or 
six  years  ago.  It  was  supposed  that 
no  new  statues  would  be  erected  with- 
out a  Yote  of  that  House;  but  eight  new 
ones  had  made  their  appearance  in  tht 
north  win^  of  the  buflding,  in  the  pas- 
sage leading  to  the  Spe^er'a  Court. 
One  was  a  statue  of  Henry  Viii.,  who 
was  represented  as  a  very  th'"  man, 
and  was  squeezed  into  a  niche  where  he 
seemed  very  uncomfortable.  Opposite 
to  him  was  William  m.,  who  was 
known  to  be  a  abort  man,  but  who 
represented  as  veiy  tall.  The  other  six 
statues  were  equally  extraordinary.  They 
represented  early  Christian  kings,  but 
were  not  inscribed  with  any  names. 
Still  they  all  professed  to  be  worka  of 
art,  and  therefore  be  trembled  when  he 
heard  the  right  hon.  OentlemAu  talk  of 
"  some  decoration." 
Ms.  MOBIiBY  said,  he  wished  to 
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know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  provide  two  or  three  rooms 
where  Members  could  have  interviews 
withtheir  constituents?  ["No,  nol"] 
It  was  quite  conceivable  that  an  intelli- 
gent citizen  should  now  and  then  wish 
to  have  intercourse  with  his  Member. 

Mb.  Aldebmak  SALOMONS  said,  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  item  of  £  1 ,000 
for  a  picture  of  the  "Judgment  of 
Daniel,  by  Mr.  Herbert,  which  was  to 
be  put  in  the  Peers'  robing  room.  He 
wished  to  know  when  that  picture  would 
be  finished? 

Mb.  MILLEB  said,  he  thought  the 
sum  of  £4,410,  just  put  down  for  the 
subway  from  the  House  to  the  railway 
station,  was  very  large  for  so  small  a 
work.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
bad  been  contracted  for  ? 

Mk.  LATABD  said,  there  was  a  great 
want  of  accommodation  in  the  House  for 

furposes  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley),  and  he  was 
unable  to  suggest  a  remedy.  One  pro- 
posal was  to  make  a  private  lobbv  of 
the  lobby  nearest   the  House,  and  to 

mfine  strangers  to  the  central  haU. 
With  regard  to  the  picture  to  be  placed 
'  1  the  same  chamber  as  the  fresco  of 

Moses  with  the  Tables  of  the  Law," 
Mr.  Herbert  was  working  at  it,  but  he 
was  unable  to  name  a  time  for  its  com- 
pletion by  tbe  artist.  It  was  deter- 
mined to  execute  the  subway  beneath 
Bridge  Street  by  contract,  and  tenders 
were  sent  in.  It  was  expected  to  be 
ready  early  this  Session,  but  the  parish 
intorfered  in  consequence  of  the  water 
pipes  being  removed,  and  other  difficul- 
ties arose.  With  respect  to  the  central 
hall  he  had  thought  it  desirable  to  re- 
move the  windows  and  lighten  the  glass, 
as  had  been  done  in  the  Lords'  corridor. 
The  present  windows  darkened  the  hall 
and  almost  made  it  necessary  to  have 
gas  there  in  the  daytime.  By  raising 
the  roof,  however,  and  making  a  kind 
of  lantern,  he  hoped  to  make  the  hall 
lighter.  The  Boyal  Commissioners  had 
recommended  that  certain  frescoesshould 
be  placed  in  this  hall ;  but,  after  the  ex- 
perience they  had  had,  he  should  not 
attem;pt  fn  put  frescoes  there.  He  had 
been  informed  by  Dr.  Percy  that  no 
preparation  of  lune  would  stand  the 
sm^e  of  London ;  but  he  was  going  to 
try  mosaic,  and  he  had  asked  Mr. 
Poynter  and  Mr.  Moore  to  prepare  de- 
I  signs  for  cartoons  for  this  purpose. 
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Me.  E.  fowler  said,  he  hoped  the 
Tight  hon.  Geatlemaa  would  couBider 
whether  the  Members'  reading  room 
could  not  be  enlat^ed.  It  was  now 
much  too  small. 


-  Ayes  51  : 


a  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  129 :  Majority  78. 

Original  Question  again  propoeed. 

Me.  J.  WHITE  moved  the  reduction 
of  ibe  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £2,500. 
was  induced  to  do  so  by  the 
intimation  of  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  that  part  of  the 
Yote  was  to  be  applied  to  the  decoration 
of  the  walls  of  Parliament.  Now,  after 
the  sad  experience  they  had  had  as  to 
decorations,  there  was  every  reason  to 
fear  that  the  oriG;inal  estimate  would  be 
lai|^ly  exceeded  when  once  they  had 
embarked  in  such  a  dilettante  matter  as 
this,  and  it  was  better  to  put  a  stop  to  it 
t»  limine. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  k  tarn,  not  exseeding  £3  lfi26,  be  graotad 

to  Her  iil^ntj,  to  oomplet«  the  "       ' " 

itfnj  the  Chu-gc  which  will  oi 

pHjTnent  during  the  jear  ending  on  the  31st  daj 

of  Mkreh  1870,  for  the  Buildingi  of  the  Iloatea 

of  FarlUtncnt,"— (3fr.  fVhiU,) 

LOKD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  . 
thought  it  probable  the  Committee  might 
desire  some  further  explanation  on  flus 
subject  before  coming  to  a  vote ;  be- 
cause, although  the  sum  was  not  a  large 
one,  it  was  imdoubtedly  the  first  attempt 
at  any  considerable  worts  of  decoration 
since  the  termination  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
confined  his  observations  to  the  central 
hall,  where  he  proposed  to  mahe  struc- 
tural alterations,  to  fill  the  paueb  with 
mosaics,  and  to  introduce  glass  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  a  better  light.  He 
should  be  glad  to  have  some  further  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  Wasthearchi- 
tect,  Mr.  Banr,  satisfied  with  the  altera- 
tions proposed  in  the  roof  of  the  central 
hall  P  Would  the  alterations  be  in  entire 
accordanco  with  the  architecture  —  and 
would  the  drawings  of  the  two  artists 
who  had  been  called  in  be  submitted  to 
the  inspectionof  Members  of  the  House? 
It  was  proposed  to  take  £5,500  for  this 
special  service,  but  that  was  only  the 
commencement  of  what  might  prove  a, 
Very  serious  affair. 

Mb.  LATARD  said,  the  noble  Lord 
Mr.  Layari 
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(Lord  John  Manners)  was  quite  correct 
in  what  he  had  stated.  What  he  was 
about  to  do  was  undertaken  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  architect  himself.  The 
hall  was  exceedingly  dark  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  year,  and  even  during  the 
day  it  was  necessary  to  bnm  gas.  The 
lantern  would  be  altered  so  as  to  ad- 
mit more  light.  The  panels  were 
merely  rough  brick,  covered  with  pa- 
per, which  was  peeling  off.  The  alter- 
ations would  be  done  at  a  very  mode- 
rate expense.  The  architect  su^ested 
that  a  mosaic  surface,  which  would  re- 
flect light,  might  be  applied  to  the 
panels ;  and  the  two  artists  selected  for 
preparing  cartoons  for  this  work  were 
well  known  for  their  ability.  Another 
part  of  the  expenditure  was  iar  a  change 
in  the  windows — such  as  had  been  ad- 
vantageously effected  in  the  gallery  be- 
tween the  Queen's  robing  room  and  the 
House  of  Lords,  when  the  noble  Lord 
(Lcvd  John  Manners)  was  in  Office.  He 
hoped  the  Conmiittee  would  have  confi- 
dence in  bim  to  see  that  these  altera- 
tions were  properly  made. 

Mb.  DILLwYN  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly support  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J. 
White)  in  the  reduction  proposed.  This 
Vote  was  opening  a  very  lai^  question, 
and  it  was  diffieiOt  to  see  the  end  of  it. 
He  entered  bis  protest  against  the  be- 
ginning of  these  alterations.  They  were 
proposing  still  further  to  decorate  a 
building  which  was  abeady,  in  his  opi- 
nion, over  decorated. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  wished  to 
know  who  was  responsible  for  the  Kings 
■    Westminster  Hall  ? 

Me.  LATARD  said,  he  had  notfainff 
to  do  with  the  Kings.  They  were  placed 
"^lere  befbre  he  came  into  Office. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LOCEE  kino  moved  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £500  fbr  the 
crypt  of  St.  Stephen's. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  X  inm,  Dot  eioeeding  £S3,e3S,  be  gniMd 
Her  Mijeitf,  to  complete  the  lam  nnenwiy  to 
defraj  the  Charge  which  will  come  la  eonree  of 
pajment  during  the  ;ear  ending  on  the  Silt  daj 
of  March  18T0,  for  the  Buildings  of  the  Boun 
of  Parliameut."— (ifr.  L»ekt  Sing.) 

Mb.  LATARD  said,  &e  noble  Lord 
on  the  other  aide  (Lord  John  Manners) 
would  be  better  able  to  explain  the  mat- 
ter than  he  could. 
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LOBD  JOHN  UANNESIS  said,  that 
laot  year  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  pleased  to  Tote  a  sum  of  £3,520 
for  the  decoration  of  St.  Stephen's  crypt 
among  other  things.  The  work  had  been 
notoriously  going  on  —  for  year  after 
year  a  sum  had  been  voted  towards  its 
complete  restoration  and  decoration,  and 
the  crypt  was  a  very  beautiful  ecolesiaa- 
tdoal  national  work.  He  apprehended 
this  would  be  the  last  Tote  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  he  did  not  think  the  House  of 
Oonunons  would  gmdge  it. 

Me.  KINWAIfiD  said,  this  was  the 
way  money  was  lavished.  It  was  a  mat- 
ter of  prindple,  and  he  would  oppose 
the  Vote.    

Mk.  LOCKE  KING  said,  this  Vote 
was  not  for  money  expended  j  it  was 
an  estimate  for  money  to  be  expended. 
AnfiquarianB  were  of  opinion  uiat  the 
crypt  had  been  epoUt  by  these  lavish 


Ms.  GUrLDFOKD  ONSLOW  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  refuse 
the  Vote.  Two  Catholic  priests,  Mends 
of  his,  had  seen  the  crypt,  and  said  it 
was  very  beautifiil. 

Question  put 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  42 ; 
Noes  121 :  M^'orily  79. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agntd  to. 

House  r§imned. 

EesolutionB  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wtdnet- 
day. 

DUES  BXEUFTIOIT  ACT  (18B7) 


ConMend  in  Oommittee. 

(Id  tbe  Committe*.) 

Re$olv«d,  Thnt  tha  Cfaairman  ba  direotad  t 
HMve  Ibe  UouM,  thkt  le>Te  ba  gmm  [a  bring  In 
Bill  fin-  tba  uneBdment  of  "Tha  Shipping  Dob* 
Elamption  Act,  I86T." 

Resolution  reported ;  —  Bill  ordered  to  ba 
brought  In  bjr  Mr.  RutiiUi  Gukrii  and  Mr. 
WtLuui  CownB. 

BillfrrMnllal,  andraad  tba  flnt  tioM.  [BUI  18i.] 


-Mr. 

DisBT  BuitD,  Sir  MicHUL  Hicii-Brioh,  Mr. 
Cum  Skwiu,  Rtu,  Mr.  Suiw  LiriTHn,  Mr. 
Goixwa,  Mr.  Gloaa,  Mr.  Norwood.  Mr.  M'Luiili, 
8tr  UiMlT  SiLwin-lBninoir,  Mr.  HoBniaoH, 
Mr.  Coaui,  Mr.  Baokhouii,  nnd  Mr.  Wblbi  : 
— Powar  to  leiid  for  patMua,  ptpora,  and  raoorda  ; 
Fire  to  be  tha  qnorum. 


BouM  •dJMRwd  at  B  qi 

ftftfl^  Ann  a'l 


•Aer  Ooe  ^olook. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tvtiday,  ^^thJutu,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  BiLM— ^VK  Reading— 
Civil  0»cei  (Penaiona)*  (1S7);  Und  Tu 
CammiMionen' Name* '(IBS) ;  Priioni  (Scot- 
land) Adminiatratiou  Act  {I860)  AjDeadmmit* 
(168). 

R^ort  of  Select  CommitUe — Fine  Arta  Cop;- 
right  Conwlidatlon  and  AmeDdment  (No.  2)* 
(51). 

Committee— Itiah  Church  (109),  debate  adjoamed. 

IRISH  CHURCH  BILL.— (No.  109.) 

{ The  Eea-l  OramiiUe.) 

OOiaOTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Conunittee,  read. 

The  Earl  GaANnuj;  informed  the 
House,  That  Her  Majesty  had  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  signify  that  she  nad 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  her 
interest  in  the  Beveral  archbishoprics, 
bishoprics,  benefices,  cathedral  prefer- 
ments, and  other  ecclesiastical  dignities 
and  offices  in  treland. 

Then  it  was  moved  that  the  House  do 
now  resolve  its^  into  a  Committee  upon 
the  said  Bill. — {Sari  Granville.) 

The  TltHT.  of  DENBIGH  said,  he 
mshed,  before  their  Lordships'  went 
into  Committee,  to  reply  to  some  criti- 
cisms which  were  passed  on  the  conduct 
of  the  CatbohcB  during  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading.  It  was  said,  ou  that 
occasion,  that  the  Catholics  had  shown,  by 
their  apathy,  how  little  interest  they 
felt  in  Uie  Bill ;  that  the  Irish  Catholics 
did  not  care  for  anything  but  the  Und 
question,  and  were  profoundly  indiffer- 
ent to  the  Church  question ;  and  that  the 
measure  was  fraught  with  danger  to  the 
peace  of  the  country,  since  it  would  so 
exasperate  the  frotestante  of  Ireland  as 
to  make  them  waver  in  their  loyalty, 
■while  the  Catholic  clergy,  for  from  being 
propitiated,  would  only  use  it  as  a  step- 
ping stone  for  further  demands,  and 
would  never  he  satisfied  tiU  their  Ohurch 
had  won  back  all  she  once  possessed. 
It  was  also  said  that  the  Catholios  were 
acting  in  opposition  to  their  principles  in 
supporting  a  Bill  which  secularized 
Church  property.  Now,  the  silence  of 
the  Catholics  could  he  easily  accounted 
for,  they  having  been  struck  with  won- 
der and  admiration  at  the  extraordinaiy 
turn  things  had  taken  in  their  &vour, 
{^Commiltee. 


687 


Iritk 


(LOEDS) 


Chureh  BiB. 


Thereby  their  Protestant  feUow-conntry- 
meE  had  condescended  to  propose  to 
place  tliem  on  an  equal  footing  with 
themselves ;  they  were  anxious  not  to  add 
any  Aiel  to  the  excitement  already  exist- 
ing in  the  country,  trusting  that  the 
sense  of  justice  and  good  feeling  which 
liad  originated  the  measure  would  carry 
it  to  a  BucceBsM  issue.  If,  however,  the 
country  should  after  all  refiise  to  pass 
the  measure,  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  whether  or  uot  the 
Catholics  were  apathetic.  As  to  the  land 
question  it  was  natural  that  men,  when 
poor  and  miserable,  should  care  more  for 
the  things  which  appertain  to  their  tem- 
poral necessities  than  to  their  q)iritual 
requirements  or  political  privile^.  At 
the  time  of  Catholic  Emancipation  the 
cry  always  was — "  We  ate  naked  and 
starving ;  give  us  shoes,  give  us  bread ; 
what  will  emancipation  do  for  us  ?"  No 
one,  however,  would  pretend  to  say  that 
the  Catholics  were  indifferent  to  eman- 
cipation, and  so  it  was  in  the  present 
case.  To  Irishmen  gaining  their  liveli- 
hood from  the  land,  anything  which 
would  insure  to  them  the  &uition  of 
their  labours  was  no  doubt  a  primary 
object,  and,  unfortunately,  there  did  not 
exist  in  Ireland,  as  in  England  that 
pubhc  opinion  which  would  prevent  a 
whimsical  agent  or  landlord  from  eject- 
ing a  tenant  after  he  had  laid  out 
money  on  his  property  without  compen- 
sation. As  to  the  Irish  Church  it  was  an 
eyesore  to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause it  was  the  badge  of  conquest  and 
of  Protestant  ascendimcy,  and  the  land 
question  would  not  have  exiBt«d  had 
it  not  been  neceasaiy  for  the  main- 
tenance of  that  ascendancy  to  keep  the 
rod  of  eviction  tn  i»rrorem  over  the  tenant, 
in  order  that  he  might  vote  as  his  land- 
lord wished  him.  Happily,  a  better 
state  of  things  and  a  justor  feeHng  had 
obtained  of  ^te  years,  but  the  tradition 
of  old  times  still  existed.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  in  his  opinion,  done  weU  in 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  though  he 
regretted  that  the  land  question  had 
not  been  dealt  with  at  the  same  time. 
This  measure  alone,  indeed,  would  not 
satisfy  Ireland  anymore  than  one  swallow 
made  a  summer ;  but  it  would,  at  all 
events,  show  the  feeling  of  England 
towards  Ireland,  and  he  might  illustrate 
it  by  a  homely  illustration.  John  Bull 
might  be  said  to  have  two  families — 
a  Cathohc  family  by  the  first  marriage, 
Tht  Earl  of  Ltnhigh 


and  a  Protestant  JhrnUy  by  a  second, 
and  the  former,  as  not  un&equently  hap- 
pened, had  suffered  very  severely  from 
the  conduct  of  their  stepmother.  They 
had  had  the  rod,  while  the  second  family 
had  all  the  sugar;  the  one  had  all  the 
Mcks  and  the  other  all  the  hal^ence. 
Now,  however,  John  Bull  had  come  for- 
ward and  had  proposed,  not  only  to  lay 
aside  the  rod,  out  actually  to  give  the 
Catholic  children  one  halipenny  to  share 
amongst  them.  WeU,  the  Catholics, 
being  very  poor,  were  not  indifferent  to 
the  money,  but  there  was  one  thing 
which  they  valued  much  more — aye, 
more  than  if  they  had  been  offered  a 
miUion  of  money  —  and  that  was  the 
kindly  feeling  and  the  return  of  paternal 
kindness  which  had  led  to  the  change. 
If  however,  John  Bull  should  put  the 
money  back  into  his  pocket,  and  should 
hang  np  once  more  me  rod  tn  terroretn, 
the  result  would  be  a  feeling  of  bitter 
disappointment,  and  the  bitterness  would 
sink  deep  into  their  hearts,  so  deeply 
that  it  would  take  years  to  eradicate  it, 
for  "hope  deferred  maketh  the  heart 
sick."  The  noble  Earl  on  the  front 
Bench  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  laid 
great  stress  on  the  danger  which  would 
ensue  to  the  loyalty  of  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  if  this  measure  was  carried; 
but  he  had  failed  to  consider  the  effect 
on  the  Catholics  if  it  was  not  carried. 
Perhaps,  however,  he  thought  the  Ca- 
tholics had  been  so  long  used  to  disap- 
pointment that  they  would  not  take  it 
to  heart,  like  the  traditional  eels  who 
had  been  so  long  accustomed  to  be 
shinned  alive,  that  they  rather  preferred 
the  operation.  The  loyalty  of  the  Irish 
Protestants  must,  if  this  view  were  cor- 
rect, be  somewhat  like  that  of  a  hardy 
plant  which  had  been  brought  up  in  & 
hothouse  and  had  grown  rank  and 
weakly  in  constitution,  whereas  it  ought 
to  be,  like  the  loyalty  of  the  Cathohcs, 
not  a  mere  sentiment  or  political  cal- 
culation, but  an  instinct  and  a  relixioua 
duty.  As  to  the  Catholic  Church  chim- 
ing back  its  property,  she  formally  re- 
nounced aU  claims  to  ecdeeiastical  pro- 
perfy  in  England  through  Cardinal 
Pole,  and  in  Ireland  there  was  a  tacit 
renunciation  last  year,  when  the  Catho- 
lic Bishops  met  in  Synod  and  solemnly 
renounced  all  participation  in  the  re- 
venues of  the  Eetablidied  Chorch.  As 
to  the  noble  Earl's  statement  that  in 
voting  for  this  measure,   vhidt  aeca- 
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larized  Ohnrch  property,  the  Catholics 
were  acting  in  opposition  to  their  prin- 
ciples, he  could  not  expect  their  Lord- 
BhipB  to  take  the  same  view  ae  Catholics; 
but  it  should  be  imderstood  that,  in  their 
Tiow,  the  property  lost  its  sacred  cha- 
racter when  it  was  taken  irom  the 
Oatholic  Church.  Bearing  the  same 
burdens  and  liabilities,  and  shedding 
their  blood  on  the  same  fields  of  battle 
as  their  Protestant  fellow-countrynien, 
Catholics  thought  themselves  entiUed  to 
a  position  of  equality.  The  Irish  heart 
was  now  chilled  with  the  coldness  and 
injustice  of  centuries ;  but  Irishmen 
were  not  naturally  cold-hearted,  for  the 
warmth  of  their  affection  and  sensitive- 
ness  to  justice  were  well  known.  Let 
them  feel  the  fostering  hand  of  a  pa- 
ternal Qovemment,  and  be  assured  that 
henceforth  the  scales  of  justice  would 
accompany  the  sword.  Dark  p^es  of 
Irish  history  could  not  indeed  be  blotted 
out  as  -with  an  enchanter's  wand,  nor 
could  they  coll  the  waters  of  Lethe  to 
drown  the  bitter  memories  of  past  years 
of  cruelty  and  wrong ;  but  lemslation  in 
Ireland  for  the  future  must  oe  that  of 
inflexible  justice  steadily  persevered  in 
and  accompanied  by  gentle  charity,  not 
tiiat  superficial  charity  which  contents 
itself  with  an  occasional  dole,  given  with 
a  more  or  less  niggard  hand,  but  by  the 
charity  described  by  the  Apostle  as  gen- 
tle, kind,  long-susering,  hoping  all 
things,  and  thinking  no  evil.  TMs,  if 
steadily  persevered  in,  would  render  Ire- 
land, wluch  through  its  turbulence,  po- 
verty, and  dissatisfaction  had  become  a 
byeword  and  a  weakness  to  the  Empire, 
that  which  from  the  virtue  of  its  daugh- 
ters, the  genius  of  its  sons,  and  the 
warm  feelings  of  the  whole  nation,  it 
ought  to  be  —  namely,  the  pride,  the 
glory,  and  the  strenglli  of  the  Empire. 

Motion  agTeei  to :  House  in  Commit- 
tee accordingly. 

Title  poiipotud. 

Then  it  was  moved  that  the  Preamble 
be  postponed. 

Eahl  grey  :  When  I  gave  notice 
of  my  intention  of  proposing  to  nega- 
tive this  Uotion,  it  was  the  impression 
of  some  of  your  Lordships  that  there 
was  some  irregularity  in  that  course,  and 
I  wish,  therefore,  to  point  out  that  that 
is  not  the  case.  The  very  fact,  indeed, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  more  the  post- 


ponement of  the  Preamble,  and  to  take 
a  vote  upon  it,  shows  that  the  House 
can  proceed  to  consider  the  Bill  aa  it 
stands,  and  your  Lordships  are  aware* 
that  in  our  private  legislation  we  inva- 
riably beg^  with  the  Preamble.  It  is 
true  that  in  public  business  we  usually 
postpone  the  Preamble,  because  in  moat 
cases  that  is  the  most  convenient  course ; 
but  it  is  perfectiy  competent  for  the 
House  to  begin  with  the  consideration  of 
the  Preamble,  and  through  the  kind- 
ness of  the  noble  Viscount  (Tiscount 
Eversley),  who,  having  for  so  many  years 
with  ^at  ability  filled  the  Chair  in  the 
other  House,  is  a  high  authority  on  the 
subject,  I  have  been  furnished  with 
various  precedents  for  considering  the 
Preamble  before  the  clauses.  I  will  only 
mention  that  the  latest  of  these,  and  the 
one  most  directiyin  point,  is  afforded  by 
iheproceedings  of  the  House  of  Commona 
in  June,  1855,  with  regard  to  a  Scotch 
Education  Bill.  It  was  then  by  com- 
mon consent  agreed  that  the  Preamble 
should  be  taken  first,  for  the  purpose  of 
coming  to  a  clearer  understanding  than 
had  been  arrived  at  on  the  second  read- 
ing as  to  the  principles  to  be  adoptod. 
Both  the  advocates  and  the  opponents  of 
a  change  in  the  Preamble  agreed  in  the 
propriety  of  that  course,  and  accord- 
ingly the  Preamble  was  not  postponed, 
but  considered  before  the  clauses,  and, 
after  discussion,  an  Amendment  sug- 
^stod  in  it  was  rejected  by  a  lai^  ma- 
jority. That  is  a  case  strictly  in  point, 
and  it  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive  a 
Bill  in  which  it  would  be  more  condu- 
cive to  the  general  convenience  that  we 
should  begin  with  the  Preamble  than 
that  which  is  now  before  us.  The  great 
object  of  the  Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
to  remove  a  long-standing  source  of 
discontent  in  Ireland  by  redressing  the 
injustice  and  inequality,  involved  as  I 
think,  in  supporting  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment for  tiie  exclusive  benefit  of  a 
small  minority  of  the  population.  I  cor- 
dially agree  in  that  object ;  but  the  Bill 
proposes  to  arrive  at  mat  result  by  en- 
tirely stripping  the  Protestant  Churdi 
of  every  shilling  which  it  now  possesses, 
beyond  what  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
give  it  under  the  strictest  construction 
of  the  requirements  of  vested  interests. 
Beyond  what  is  so  given  to  vested  inte- 
rests, and  which  could  not  be  with- 
held, not  If.  is  ^ven  by  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  for  the  mamtenance  of  the  Church 
[CiMimtfw. 
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when  the  existiiig  intereste  expire.  That 
is  followed  up  by  proridiag  that  the  pro- 
perty thus  taken  &om  the  Church  ^all 
*  be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  bnt  with  the  provieo  that  it 
ehall  on  no  account  be  given  for  the 
maintenaiice  of  any  clei^,  or  for  any 
religious  teaching.  Now,  that,  in  my 
opinion,  is  a  mistaken  and  errooeoae 
pohcy ;  but  it  is  impoasible  to  raise  that 
great  question  of  principle  in  the  dia- 
cuBsion  of  clauses,  for  we  do  not  come 
till  nearly  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  surplus.  It  is  only  on 
the  66th  clause  that  we  shall  he  i»lled 
upon  to  decide  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  property  obtained  by  stripping  the 
Church,  and,  in  considering  any  Amend- 
ment which  might  be  moved,  the  Com- 
mittee would  rather  have  its  attention 
directed  to  any  particular  measure  among 
a  great  variety  which  might  be  su^ested 
for  a  different  apphcation  of  the  money 
than  to  the  principle  which  is  at  stake. 
Nor  is  that  all.  Before  we  come  to  the 
68th  clause  there  are  a  great  varie^  of 
Amendments  of  which  notice  has  been 
given — especially  those  to  be  moved  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury — our  decision  upon  which 
ought,  in  my  judgment,  to  depend  upon 
the  ntanner  m  which  your  Lordships 
deal  with  the  subsequent  questioa  of 
the  application  of  the  surplus.  It  is, 
therefore,  on  all  accounts  convenient 
that  before  proceeding  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  eeparate  clauses  we  should 
settle  more  clearly  than  we  were  able 
to  do  on  the  second  reading  the  prin- 
ciple which  we  mean  to  adopt.  Do  we 
mean  to  adopt  what  is  commonly  called 
the  voluntary  principle,  or  do  we  mean 
to  adopt  the  principle  that  it  is  fit  and 
right  uiat  some  public  provision  should 
be  made  for  teaching  religion  to  the 
people  ?  These  are  the  great  principles 
at  issne.  Now,  had  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  consented  to  begin  by 
the  consideration  of  the  I^reamble,  and 
that  had  been  done  by  common  agree- 
ment, as  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1865,  that  question  would  have  been 
raised  in  the  most  direct  and  convenient 
manner  by  my  moving  the  omission  of 
the  words  declaring  Uiat  the  property 
is  not  to  be  applied  to  the  maintenance 
of  any  church,  or  clerey,  or  to  the 
teaching  of  religion.  Afthongh,  how- 
ever, he  is  not  prepared  to  accede  to  that 
Gonrse,  it  comes  to  very  much  the  same 
Earl  Grty 


thing,  forasIaakyoarLordflhipstob^in 
with  the  Preamble  for  the  mere  porpose 
of  moving  this  Amendment,  you  wiU,  in 
deciding  whether  or  not  you  will  post- 
pone the  Preamble,  be  really  deciding 
whether  or  not  you  are  favourable  to  the 
Amendment.  Having  stated  thus  much 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  form,  let 
me  now  call  your  attention  to  the  grounds 
which  I  venture  to  contest  the  policy  on 
which  a  great  part  of  the  Bill  is  founded, 
and  which  is  expressed  by  the  words  in 
the  Preamble  to  which  I  object,  uid  my 
reasons  for  holding  it  to  be  inexpedient 
to  lay  down  the  rule  that  no  public  pro- 
vision whatever  shall  be  made  for  reli- 
gious instruction.  In  my  opinion  the 
principle  commonly  known  as  the  volun- 
tary principle  is,  as  a  general  system  of 
policy,  a  mistaken  one ;  and,  I  regard 
its  application  to  Ireland,  in  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  of  that  country,  as 
liable  to  special  objection.  "With  respect 
to  the  general  principle  of  policy,  that  no 
provision  whatever  ought  to  be  made  for 
the  teaching  of  religion  to  the  people,  I 
cannot  refrain  from  observing  that,  of 
late  years,  we  have  heard  much  of  an 
exultant  tone  of  triumph  on  the  part  of 
the  advocates  of  that  principle,  and  a 
sort  of  contumelious  assumption  that 
they  only  are  right,  and  that  those  who 
hold  the  opposite  opinion  are  benighted 
adherents  of  exploded  notions ;  but  when 
I  come  to  ask  what  there  is  to  justify 
this  assumption  of  superior  wisdom  on 
the  part  of  these  modem  philosophers, 
I  cannot  help  concluding  that  their  bold 
assumption  of  the  soundness  of  the 
principle  they  maintain  rests  upon  an 
exceedingly  slight  fotmdation  of  general 
reasoning,  and  that  their  attompte  to 
support  it  by  appeals  to  experience  have 
been  signally  unsuccessfU.  As  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  understand  the  ar- 
guments of  those  who  contend  against 
any  public  provision  for  religious  instruc- 
tion, they  resolve  themselves  into  these 
— They  say  that  those  who  require  reli- 
gion ought  to  pay  for  it ;  tiiat  it  is  not 
just  to  make  those  who  may  be  indiffer- 
ent to,  or  who  may  disapprove  the  reli- 
giouB  instruction  which  is  afforded  bear 
any  share  of  the  expense;  that  it  is  nnf air 
for  one  denomination  to  be  encouraged 
at  the  expense  of  the  others ;  and  mat 
just  as  men  can  he  left  to  provide  for 
their  other  wants,  so  the  demand  for  re- 
hgiouB  instruction  will  produce  the  snp- 
pfy.    Now,  T  submit  that  in  Bach  aiga- 
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menta  some  material  conBideratioiia  are 
left  quite  out  of  Bight.  We  all  admit 
that  GoTemments  exist  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  those  who  live  under  them, 
and  that  the  great  object  of  Qoreramente 
ia  to  promote,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
happiness  and  welfare  of  those  overwhom 
they  rule.  Well,  has  religion,  1  ask, 
nothing  to  do  with  that  wellare  ?  I  ain 
not  epealdne  of  the  benefit  of  religion 
to  inmvidna^,  but  I  am  spealdng  of  it 
as  a  means  of  maintaining  civil  society. 
It  is  not  only  one  of  out  greatest  ecclesi- 
astical writers,  who  has  said  in  a  well- 
known  and  eloquent  passage  that  there 
is  "  a  politic  use  in  religion ;"  all  states- 
men and  legislators,  inclnding  those 
caring  little  for  religion  pereonaUy,  have 
with  one  voice  expressed  the  same  opi- 
nion, and  have  declared  that  for  the  secn- 
rity  of  civil  eodety,  for  the  welfare  of 
States,  it  is  of  the  first  importance  that 
there  should  exist  among  men  a  general 
conviction  that  they  are  not  subject  only 
to  human  laws,  wluch  they  may  hope  to 
evade  or  break  with  impunity,  but  to  a 
law  of  higher  authority,  a  law  which  they 
cannot  hope  to  break  with  any  chance  of 
escaping  a  just  retribution.  That  has 
been  the  opinion  of  all  statesman  and 
legislators;  and  I  ask,  then,  whether 
the  State  has  not  a  great  interest  in  the 
diffusion  of  religion,  and  whether  it  is 
not  just  that  a  part  of  the  general  pro- 

erty  under  the  control  of  the  State  should 
applied  to  this  purpose  ?  We  do  not 
exempt  a  man  who  professes  to  be  fond 
of  filth  from  the  payment  of  rates  for 
the  cleansing  and  sewerage  of  a  town  ; 
and  it  is  equally  just  that  all  men,  whe- 
ther  they  value  religion  for  themselves 
or  not,  should  concur  in  a  system  by 
which  a  part  of  the  wealth  tinder  the 
control  of  the  State  is  applied  in  instil- 
ling into  the  minds  of  the  population  a 
behef  in  Ood,  a  sense  of  reUgion,  and  a 
firm  conviction  of  the  existence  of  those 
Divine  laws  which  they  cannot  break 
without  danger  to  themselves.  To  pro- 
vide the  means  of  teaching  religion, 
which  is  acknowlede:ed  to  be  the  only 
sure  foundation  on  which  order  and  civil 
society  can  rest,  is  as  lentimate  an 
object  for  the  employment  of  part  of  the 
W^th  belonging  to  a  State  as  any 
other  purpose  of  general  utility.  As  for 
the  argument  that  it  is  unfair  to  one  de- 
nomination of  Christians  to  give  it  leas 
encouragement  than  others,  I  could 
never  see  the  force  of  it.    I  quite  admit 


that  no  part  of  the  population  ought  to 
be  subject  to  any  dieabilities  or  any  dis- 
advantages on  account  of  the  religious 
opinions  they  may  entertain;  but  how 
are  men,  who  are  allowed  to  seek  reli- 
gious instruction  for  themeelvee,  wronged 
if,  by  some  public  provision,  means  are 
taken  to  supply  instruction  to  the  poor 
and  indifferent,  who  would  not  seek  such 
instruction  for  themselves  f  There  is  no 
injustice  whatever  in  this,  and  it  appears 
to  me  to  be  an  argument  not  creaitable 
to  the  true  Christian  feeling  of  those 
who  use  it  that  any  Christian  sect 
e^ould  say — "We  would  rather  have 
the  great  mass  of  our  fellow-subjects 
left  in  ignorance  and  indifference  to  all 
religions  tiian  th«7  should  be  taught 
Christianity  in  a  form  which  we  do  not 
entirely  approve.  Though  we  admit 
that  the  essentials  of  Obiistianity  are 
the  same  in  all  sects,  though  we  admit 
that  the  great  moral  law  is  reverenced 
equally  by  all,  still  we  would  rather  that 
a  numbeF  of  our  fellow-subjects  should 
be  left  in  ignorance  of  the  moat  elemen- 
tary truths  of  the  existence  of  a  God  and 
of  responsibility  in  a  fature  state,  than 
that  they  should  be  taught  those  great 
essentials  of  religion,  accompanied  with 
some  speculative  opinions  in  which  we  ■ 
do  not  entirely  concur."  That  argument 
is  totaUy  contruy  to  the  true  spirit  of 
Christianity.  But  we  are  also  told  that 
there  is  no  necessity  for  the  State  to  in- 
terfere, since  the  want  of  some  rehgious 
instruction  is  so  deeply  felt  by  mai^ind 
that  yon  ma^  trust  to  their  supplying 
themselves  with  it,  just  as  they  attend 
to  their  physical  wants.  Now,  that  ar- 
gument appears  to  me  to  be  contradicted 
by  all  experience.  There  is  no  danger 
of  men  foi^etting  their  physical  wants. 
The  danger  is  rather  of  their  being  too 
anxious  for  those  things  which  are  ne- 
cessary to  supply  those  wants,  and  to 
grati^  their  animal  inclinations,  and  of 
Uieir  attempting  to  obtain  those  things 
by  means  wnich  are  not  justifiable.  But 
with  regard  to  their  spiritual  wants  the 
case  is  otherwise.  We  know  that  those 
who  are  in  the  greatest  want  of  religious 
instruction  are  precisely  those  who  are 
most  ignorant  that  they  want  it.  It  is 
neceesaiy,  therefore,  that  some  means 
should  be  taken  to  arouse  them,  and  to 
call  their  attention  to  the  perilous  posi- 
tion in  which  they  are  placed  bvneg- 
leeting  their  spiritual  welfare.  When, 
moreover,  the  ai^ument  in  &vonr  of 
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Tolimtaryism  is  attempted  to  be  sup- 
ported by  a  reference  to  experience  its 
fellacy  is  still  more  obvious.  The  most 
rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
borj)  demonstrated  beyond  all  contra* 
diction  on  a  former  evening  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  experience  of  Scot- 
land had  been  quoted  in  support  of  that 
system  was  altogether  fallacious;  but 
what  has  made  flie  greatest  impression 
on  my  mind  is  the  experience  of  that 
great  Republic  which  is  commonly 
brought  forward  as  a  triumphant  proof 
of  the  success  of  the  voluntary  system. 

Let  us  consider  what  the  effect  of 
leaving  religion  entirely  to  voluntary 
efforts  has  been  in  the  United  States.  I 
have  never  visited  that  country,  and  can- 
not judge  by  experience  of  my  own ;  but 
it  is  fairer  and  safer  to  ju(%e  by  what 
we  can  learn  from  native  than  from  fo- 
reign authorities,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  if  there  could  be  any  doubt  of  the 
advisability  of  having  some  means  of  re- 
ligious instruction  beyond  that  provided 
by  the  voluntary  principle,  that  doubt 
would  be  removed  by  appealing  to  the 
experience  of  the  United  States,  as  its 
results  are  described  to  us  by  the  Ame- 
ricans. Judging;  exclusively  from  what 
is  to  be  gathered  from  American  autho- 
rities, I  do  not  doubt  the  great  religious 
activity  which  exists  in  the  United  States, 
that  there  are  many  churches  and  many 
clei^ ;  but  I  venture  to  say,  that  if 
you  look  carefully  at  the  accounts  given 
to  U8  of  the  state  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  that  country,  you  will  find  rea- 
son to  conclude  that  it  is  chiefly  pro- 
vided for  the  rich  and  for  those  who  are 
anxious  for  it,  while  the  poor  and  the 
indifferent  are  to  a  great  extent  neglec- 
ted. Your  Lordships  have  probably  seen 
from  time  to  timein  American  newspapers, 
accounts  of  a  singular  proceeding  which 
annually  occurs  in  a  place  of  worship  in 
one  of  the  principal  cities  of  the  United 
States.  The  seats  in  that  church  are  put  up 
to  competition,  and  are  bought  for  prices, 
I  believe,  aa  high  as  people  pay  in  this 
country  for  opera  boxes.  Now,  it  is  not 
exactly  in  accordance  with  our  notions  of 
religion  that  the  services  of  the  greatest 
preachers  in  that  country  should  be  de- 
voted in  this  manner  to  those  who  can 
afford  to  paymost  for  them.  I  may  also 
refer  to  the  exclusive  and  unchristian 
practice  of  not  admitting  coloured  men 
to  seats  in  their  beet  chapels,  and  I  was 
very  much  struck  by  the  argument 
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offered  by  an  American,  who  gave  aa  a 
reason  for  being  so  exclusive  that  coloured 
persons  were  excluded  from  clubs  in 
England.  That  is  not  exactly  my  notion 
of  the  way  in  which  the  word  of  QoA. 
should  be  taught  to  the  people.  I  think 
that  a  system  under  which  there  are 
chapels  where  the  select  and  wealthy 
classes  exclusively  emoy  the  advantage 
of  the  instructions  of  a  most  able  and 
eloquent  divine  is  not  to  be  preferred  to 
ours,  where  we  see  the  special  services  in 
St.  Paul's  and  Westminster  Abbey  at- 
tended by  a  vast  crowd,  as  large  as  those 
buildings  will  contain,  and  where,  with- 
out  payment  or  favour  to  any,  aJl  who 
desire  it  can  receive  the  instruction  of 
the  most  eminent  preachers  of  the  day. 
I  prefer  a  system  by  which  in  every 
parish  in  the  laud  there  is  a  person  whose 
special  duly  it  is  to  search  out  the  in- 
different and  careless,  and  to  urge  them, 
as  they  value  their  future  happiness,  to 
receive  rehgious  instruction — a  system  by 
which  instruction  is  freely  offered  to  the 
parishioners,  to  one  by  which  instruction 
ifl  only  given  to  those  who  pay  for  it.  I 
may  be  told,  indeed,  that  I  am  describ- 
ing a  state  of  things  which  does  not  exist, 
and  that  free  instruction  is  not  provided 
in  eveiy  parish  for  all  the  parishioners. 
But  why  is  that  the  case  ?  Simply  be- 
cause our  system  of  endowment  is  not  in 
proportion  to  the  growing  wants  of  our 
population ;  not  because  the  f^stem  is 
wrong,  but  because  it  is  incomplete.  The 
theoiy  of  our  system  is  right,  and  though, 
unfortunately  it  is  not  carried  into  com- 
plete operation,  that  theoiy  and  system 
are,  to  my  mind,  infinitely  to  be  pre- 
ferred to  those  of  the  United  States. 
Moreover,  the  inadequacy  of  the  instrtui- 
tion  provided  under  me  voluntary  system 
is  not  its  worst  element.  My  Lords,  it  is 
impossible  to  read  the  accounts  which  ap- 
pear in  American  newspapers  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  public  worship  is  conducted 
in  that  country  without  being  struck  by 
the  fact  that  the  entire  dependence  of 
the  clergy  on  their  flocks  has  had  an  in- 
jurious effect  in  various  ways.  I  could 
easily  give  quotations  in  proof  of  this, 
hut  I  am  anxious  to  spare  your  Lord- 
ships' time,  and,  therefore,  instead  of 
reading  extracts  frara  books  and  news- 
papers, I  will  only  mention  the  substance 
of  what  may  be  learned  from  them. 
We  are  told  that  the  natural  effect  of 
the  ^stem  of  competition  by  which  th6 
clergy  are  paid  is  mat  the  Bervices  of  the 
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Chnroli  are  made  ae  attractive  as  possi- 
ble to  the  congregation,  and  it  is  noto- 
rioua  that  the  pulpits  of  America  arc 
degraded  io  the  purposes  of  party  war- 
fare in  a  manner  to  which,  even  in  times 
of  the  greatest  excitement,  we  are  hap- 
pily strangers  in  this  country.  Week 
by  week,  in  the  pulpits  of  the  United 
States,  political  harangues  are  delivered 
under  uie  guise  of  sermons,  and,  what 
is  still  worse,  the  cleivy  shrink  &om  de- 
nouncing, as  they  ou^t,  with  the  inde- 
pendence and  severity  which  they  ought, 
those  sins  to  which  the  people  are  most 
prone.  There  is  one  remarkable  in- 
stance of  that,  which  is  so  undoubted, 
that  I  cannot  refrain  from  calling  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  it.  I  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  all  the  Churches  in  America, 
with  hardly  an  exception,  with  regard  to 
slavery  previous  to  the  outbreak  of  the 
great  civil  war,  I  challenge  anyone  to 
contradict  me  when  I  say  l£at  for  some 
years  previous  to  that  outbreak  nearly  all 
the  Churches  avoided  expressing  that  opi- 
nion on  the  subject  of  slavery  which,  as 
Christiane,  it  was  their  duty  to  declare. 
My  Lords,  ^very  is  a  state  of  things  so 
clearly  and  palpably  contrary  to  aU  the 
precepts  of  Christianity  that,  in  my  opi- 
nion, it  is  utterly  impossible  to  find  any 
excuse  or  palliation  for  those  Churches 
which  have  tampered  with  so  great  a 
sin ;  yet  we  know  that  many  Churches 
in  America  deliberately  and  elaborately 
defended  slavery,  with  its  worst  abomi- 
nations, as  it  existed  in  America,  and 
that  those  which  did  not  defend  ab- 
stained &om  condemning  it  as  they 
ought.  And,  my  Lords,  this  was  by  no 
means  confined  to  the  South,  where 
slavery  actually  exists,  but  it  extended 
to  a  great  extent  through  the  North, 
where  the  profitable  trade  carried  on 
with  the  South  by  merchants  and  manu- 
focturere,  through  the  continuance  of 
slavery,  made  them  tmwilling  that  the 
OTstem  should  be  abolished.  Whether, 
therefore,  you  look  to  general  reasoning 
or  to  experience,  you  have  a  right  to 
conclude  that  it  is  for  the  general  good 
of  a  nation  that  there  should  exist  some 
provision  for  the  teaching  of  religion  to 
the  people,  so  that  its  ministers  may  not 
be  left  entirely  dependent  on  their  nock  ; 
and  if  that  is  true  as  a  general  i^stem 
of  policy,  it  is  more  especially  true  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  The  withdrawal 
from  Ireland  of  that  public  provision 
for  the  teaching  of  religion  which  has 
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hitherto  existed  would  be  attended  with 

very  unfortunate  results. 

!m  the  late  debate  I  called  attention 
to  some  of  these  results,  which  I  need 
not  recapitulate.  I  shall  only  say  that  I 
endeavoured  to  show  that  ti  yon  were 
entirely  to  withdraw  from  the  Dstab- 
lished  Church  the  means  which  she  now 
possesses,  the  probable  effect  would  bo 
that,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  when 
the  present  incumbents  had  died  out,  the 
scattered  Protestant  population  of  Ire- 
land would  be  reduced  to  this  position — 
they  would  be  unable  to  obtain  any  reli* 
gious  ministrations,  and  would  have  to 
choose  between  dispensing  with  such  mi- 
nistrations altogether,  conforming  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion,  or  emigrating, 
any  one  of  which  would  be  a  grave  mis- 
fortune for  Ireland.  This  is  what  would 
be  most  likely  to  happen ;  but  I  am  willihg 
to  admit  the  possibility  that,  by  subscrip- 
tions iu  this  country  means  would  be 
found  of  continuing,  to  a  great  degree, 
the  religious  instruction  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland. 
■But  supposing  this  to  be  accomplished, 
it  would  by  no  means  remove  the  objec- 
tions to  which  I  have  been  referring, 
— leaving  the  Protestant  Church  entirety 
destitute  of  any  endowment  —  because 
your  Lordships  must  remember  that,  in 
order  to  obtain  those  subscriptions  which 
would  be  its  only  resource,  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  means  should 
be  taken  to  keep  up  a  high  degree  of 
religious  excitement.  TMs  would  be 
done  by  addressing  the  oDntroversial 
passions  and  feelings  of  the  Protestants 
as  against  the  Itoman  Catholics,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  that  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Already  a  very  large  sum  has  been 
subscribed  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  Protestant  missions  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  strongly  as  I  adhere  to  the  Pro- 
testant rebgion,  I  deeplyregret  that  this 
should  have  been  done.  I  cannot  but 
deplore,  vrith  the  late  Rev.  Mr.  Eobert- 
son,  of  Brighton,  in  a  very  beautiful 
sermon,  the  existence  of  "these  fierce  as- 
sociations which  tliink  only  of  uprooting 
error,"  for,  as  he  remarks — 

"Tbere  ia  a  spirit  in  tliem  whioh  ii  more  of 
earth  tlian  BeaTen.  Bhart-Bigbted,  tmi,  sud  Bslf- 
deilTuctiie.  1'hey  do  not  mnke  converts  to 
Christ,  but  onl;  canlroiersialitj  nnd  ailherentB  to 
ft  psrt;.  Thej  compnBa  sea  anJ  land.  It  niat- 
teri  liillo  wbelher  fiercB  RoinaniBro  or  Bereo  Pro- 
tbe  iaj,  but  it  does  matter  «b»- 
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I  am  persaaded  that  to  extend  this  sts- 
tem — that  to  eocourage  in  this  country 
the  collection  of  auhecriptions  for  this 
purpose — and  that  to  make  the  supply 
of  religious  iustructioa  to  the  scattered 
Protestant  populatLon  of  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  depend  on  the  keeping 
up  of  a  state  of  religious  excitement  both 
in  England  and  Irelaad,  would  be  disad- 
TantageouB  alike  to  Boman  Catholics 
and  Protestants,  and,  above  aU,  to  Chris- 
tianity. I  am,  therefore,  firmly  of  opi- 
nion that,  when  proceeding  to  remore 
the  real  grievance  of  the  Insh  peg)le — 
the  maintenance  of  a  wealthy  Church 
Establifihment  for  the  exclusive  benefit 
of  a  small  minority  of  the  population — 
wo  should  not  go  fiirther  and  entirely 
deprive  that  Church  of  all  its  means  for 
the  teaching  of  religion  in  the  future. 
I  say  this  because,  with  the  exception  of 
a  paltry  sum  of  £6,000  a  year  m»m  pri- 
vate endowments,  nothing  whatever  a 
left  by  the  Bill  for  the  maintenance  oi 
the  Church  when  the  present  incumbents 
die  out.  [The  Marquess  of  Saxisbubt  : 
Hear  !]  To  that  I  entirely  object.  For 
more  man  forty  years  I  have  been  an 
ardent  advocate  of  reforming  the  present 
state  of  things  in  oonnection  with  the 
Established  cSiurch  of  Ireland.  I  said 
what  I  am  now  saying,  when  those  who 
are  now  foremost  in  leading  the  attack 
upon  theChurch,  and  arecrying — "Down 
with  it,  doirn  with  it;  let  not  a  stone 
be  left,"  were  foremost  in  the  fight  for 
maintaining  all  its  abuses  and  inequali- 
ties. I  said  so  then ;  I  say  so  now.  But 
I  have  always  been  for  reform,  and  not 
for  destruction. 

My  Lords,  with  that  feeling  I,  £cir  one, 
shall  be  prepared  to  support  in  Com- 
mittee Amendments  which  may  be  pro- 
posed with  the  view  of  preserving  to  the 
Church,  after  its  connection  with  the 
State  has  ceased,  some  fair  and  mode- 
rate provision  for  the  continuance  of  its 
religious  teaching.  With  that  view  1 
shdl  support,  if  they  are  moved,  the 
Amendments  of  the  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) ;  but  I 
would  suggest  for  his  consideration  that 
it  is  douDtful  whether  these  provisions 
go  quite  far  enough,  and  whether  they 
could  not  be  made  to  assume  a  more 
convenient  form.  I  doubt  whether  if  all 
the  Amendments  of  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
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mate  were  carried  we  shall  leave  to  the 
Church  necessary  means  for  continued 
oseAilness,  and  I  see  much  danger  in 
those  Amendmente.  I  confess  to  a  dis- 
like for  the  provisions  of  the  Bill — and  I 
shall  not  dislike  them  lees  after  the 
Amendmente  of  the  most  rev.  Primate 
are  carried — which  declare  that  all  pri- 
vate endowments  shall  remain  belonging 
to  the  Church.  When  I  consider  the 
difficulty  of  determining  what  are  pri- 
vate endowments,  especially  if  we  are  to 
look  back  not  only  200,  but  300  years — 
when  I  consider  that  extreme  difficulty 
and  the  probabihiy  of  much  litigation 
through  appe^  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery provided  for  by  the  Bill,  I  cannot 
help  fearing  that  these  provisions  may 
in  the  end  turn  out  to  be  more  profitable 
to  the  legal  profession  than  to  the  Church. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate whether,  in  the  clauses  relating  to 
private  endowments,  it  would  not  be 
better  to  provide  that  out  of  the  surplus 
which  it  is  supposed  will  remain  to  the 
Church,  after  paying  vested  intereets,  a 
certain  sum  should  be  set  aside  to 
cover  all  these  private  endowments. 
Whether  this  be  done  or  not,  however, 
I  trust  your  Lordships  will  inust  before 
this  BiU  leaves  the  House  that  it  shall 
contain  some  provision  for  the  Church, 
so  that  it  shfill  not  be  left  in  a  state  of 
absolute  destitution  when  it  ceases  to  be 
established.  And,  my  Lords,  what  I 
say  for  the  Established  Church  I  say 
also  for  the  Presbyterian ;  nay  more,  I 
say  when  I  look  at  the  small  grant 
known  as  the  Eegium  Donum,  and  think 
of  the  good  it  has  done,  and  the  great 
benefit  Ireland  has  derived  from  the  in- 
struction of  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
which,  without  the  continuance  of  this 
wise  system,  could  hardly  be  expected 
to  be  maintained,  I,  for  one,  altogether 
deny  the  pohcy  or  expediency  of  the 
provisions  in  this  Bill,  whim  go  to 
destroy  the  system  of  the  lUgium  Botmm. 
To  use  the  language  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough) 
in  his  able  speech  the  other  night,  I 
regard  this  as  a  truly  shabby  proceed- 
r.  But  if  we  ore  to  take  this  course 
if  we  are  to  show  our  disinterested 
regard  for  rehgious  equality  in  Ireland 
by  putting  into  our  own  pockets  what 
we  have  Mtherto  paid  under  the  name 
of  the  Segiun  Mmum  for  the  Pres- 
byterians, then  I  say  out  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Chuzdi  we  must  in  soma 
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way  .car  other  make  proTieion  for  tiie 
Fresbyteriane  as  well  as  for  the  Chnicli 

of   TJInplaiill 

My  Lords,  I  hold  it  to  be,  as  I  have 
said,  absolutely  necessary  for  the  good 
workmg  of  this  measure,  that  we  should 
jnrovide  in  some  maimer  for  the  contiiiu- 
ance  of  the  Protestant  Churches;  but 
let  me  add,  I  advocate  this  upon  one 
eondition.  I  could  not  be  a  party  to 
making  an  increased  grant  to  me  Pro- 
testant Churches  unless  the  same  prin- 
raple  is  extended  to  the  Boman  Catho- 
lics. yiLj  Lords,  if  you  shut  ont  the 
Boman  Catholics  you  will  oeutralize  all 
the  good  yoQ  may  expect  your  Act  to 
TOoduce.  Yon  would  do  more  than  this. 
The  Boman  Catholics,  under  the  present 
state  of  things,  acquiesce  from  custom 
in  what  has  long  prevailed,  and  offer 
slight  remonstrance  against  the  injustice 
which  they  feel  is  done  them  by  keeping 
np  the  rich  Protestant  Establishment, 
and  paying  the  Presbyterians  out  of  the 
Parliamentary  grant.  But  if  we  begin 
a£resh  in  this  course ;  if  we  ra-enact  this 
injustice ;  if  we,  on  abolishing  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things,  once  more  revert  to 
the  unjust  principle  of  exclusion ;  if  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  Establishment  of 
the  ttotestant  Church  we  make  some 
permanent  muvision  for  both  the  great 
Protestant  Churches,  and  altogether  ex- 
clude the  Boman  Catholics  &om  any 
mmilar  advantage,  I  believe  the  sense  of 
'  injustice  will  be  far  greater  than  it  is 
now.  Therefore,  greatly  as  I  should 
lament  to  see  the  Bill  pass  in  its  present 
shape,  still  I  believe  it  would  do  less  in- 
jury if  passed  unamended  than  if  we 
were  to  amend  it  in  the  narrow  spirit  I 
have  been  deprecating.  However,  I  be- 
lieve it  will  be  quite  impossible  for  your 
Lordships  to  do  so.  I  cannot  for  a  mo- 
ment believe  that  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  will  consent  to  such  one-sided 
Amendments  as  would  endow  the  Protes- 
tants and  do  nothing  for  the  Catholics. 
They  would  say,  and  say  with  truth — 
"Ton  have  destroyed  the  whole  utili^  of 
the  Bill,"  and  proceeding  to  deal  with 
the  Amendments,  I  am  persuaded  they 
would  reject  them.  And  what  is  more, 
I  say  they  ought,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  reject  them.  I  insist,  therefore, 
that  if  we  are  to  make  provision  for  the 
Protestant  Churches,  we  must  not  neg- 
lect the  Boman  Catholics.  But  quite  inde- 
pendent of  this  consideration,  quite  in- 
aspendeni  of  the  deeiie  to  secure  some 


better  permanent  provision  for  the  Pro- 
testant Churches — I  consider  it  to  be  of 
the  highest  degree  of  importance  that 
something  should  be  given  t^  the  Boman 
Catholic  Church.  It  is  stated  in  the 
Preamble  that  "  the  property  of  the  said 
Church  of  Ireland,  or  Uie  proceeds  thereof, 
should  be  held  and  applied  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Irish  people."  That,  I  be- 
lieve, is  asound  and  just  principle;  but  if 
it  be  adopted,  we  must  consider  how  the 
property  may  he  best  applied  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  Uie  Irish  people ;  and  if  you 
consi&r  the  question  in  this  light  you 
cannot  help  giving  something  to  the  Ca- 
tholics. You  ought,  I  maintain,  to  afford 
to  the  poor  people  of  Ireland  some  as- 
sistance towards  the  maintenance  of  their 
Church.  My  Lords,  I  am  told  by  those 
who  have  carefully  inquired  into  the 
matter  that  the  maintenance  of  their 
clergy  at  this  time  forms  one  of  the 
heaviest  burdens  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. I  am  told  that  the  payments  which 
they  are  expected  to  make  amount,  in 
the  case  of  even  a  poor  person,  to  ^no 
less  than  1^  per  cent  of  his  earnings, 
and  this  deduction  has  to  be  made  &om 
the  miserable  pittance  which  he  is  able 
to  obtain  for  his  own  maintenance.  With 
regard  to  some  of  the  more  wealthy,  a 
case  was  mentioned  to  me  in  which  the 
payment  made  by  a  farmer  t^  the  Church 
amounted  to  no  less  than  6  per  cent 
upon  the  profit  which  he  got  from  his 
farm.  It  would,  therefore,  be  a  great 
assistance  to  the  poor  of  Ireland  to  give 
something  towards  the  support  of  l^eir 
clergy.  How  it  should  be  done  is  another 
question. 

In  the  Amendments  placed  upon  your 
LordBbips'  table  a  plan  is  suggested  of 
providing  for  building  pareonage  houses 
and  purchasing  small  glebes  for  the  Bo- 
man CathoHe  clergy  oflrelandoutof  the 
proceeds  of  the  Church  property.  My 
Ixjrds,  I  entirely  agree  with  that  pro- 
position. I  believe  it  would  confer,  at 
a  moderate  expense,  and  in  a  manner 
most  &ee  &om  objection,  the  greatest  be- 
nefit upon  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy 
and  people.  Considering  the  self-deny- 
ing habits  of  the  clergy,  and  how  httie 
is  necessary  for  their  maintenance,  a 
small  plot  of  land  on  which  they  can 
feed  a  cow  and  grow  potatoes  will  be  a 
most  valuable  addition  to  their  incomes. 
But  this  is  only  one  out  of  several 
modes  of  granting  assistance  to  the  So- 
man Catholic  Church  which  have  been 
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Bag^;est«d,  it  vill  be  a  question  of  g^roat 
importance  and  some  dlfficnlty  which  of 
theae  modes  should  be  preferred,  and 
this  is  not  the  right  time  for  considering; 
it ;  but  I  venture  to  put  it  to  your  Lord- 
ahips  that  it  is  our  duty  not  to  let  this 
Bill  pass  without  including  in  it  some 
provision  for  the  clergy  of  the  Soman 
Catholic  Church,  and  also  for  the  clergy 
of  the  Protestant  Churches  in  Ireland.  I 
am  persuaded  that  this  ia  a  policy  which 
would  be  beet  for  the  future  peace  and 
welfare  of  Ireland;  but  let  me  point 
ont  that  it  is  hardly  less  important  with 
reference  to  British  interests.  Some  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  hare  taken  part  in 
this  debate  have  treated  with  scorn  the 
notion  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
would  bring  danger  to  our  own  English 
Church.  They  hare  said,  and  said  truly, 
that  there  is  a  difference  between  the 

rsitions  of  the  two  Churches  ;  but  while 
fully  recognize  that  difference,  and  I 
concur  in  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  alter  the  existing  arrange- 
ments in  Ireland  without  inmcting  any 
injury  upon  o\ir  own  Church,  I  deny 
that  this  would  be  true  of  the  measure 
proposed  to  us.  I  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stands, 
would  carry  with  it  an  element  of  serious 
danger  to  ^e  English  Church. 

Let  me  remind  your  Lordships  of  the 
able  argpiment  adduced  on  a  former 
evening  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough),  who  showed, 
in  a  manner  which  to  my  mind  was 
conclusiTe,  that  while  the  Bill  pro- 
fesses to  establish  religious  equali^  it 
fails  to  do  so.  He  told  you  that  while 
you  professed  by  this  BUI  to  accomplish 
the  object  of  relieving  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  &om  the  grievances 
under  which  they  had  hitherto  laboured, 

CL  fail,  and  for  thia  reason  —  in  Eng- 
d  the  religion  of  the  majority  is  pro- 
vided for  by  the  State ;  in  Scotland  there 
is  a  provision  for  the  relicion  of  the  ma- 
jority ;  but  in  Ireland,  where  the  majo- 
rity is  Roman  CaUiolic,  Uiere  is  no  such 
provision  for  the  clergy.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  fxirther  said,  and  said  witb  truth, 
that  this  Bill  would  not  be  long  in  ope- 
ration before  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  would  urge,  with  irresistible 
force,  the  doctrine  that  what  was  good 
for  Ireland  was  good  for  England,  and 
that  if  in  Ireland  the  majorily  was  Ro- 
man Catholic  and  nothing  was  given  to 
them  in  aid  of  religious  instructiDn,  the 
Earl  Orty 


a  rule  ought  to  be  applied  to  Eng- 
land, where  the  majority  is  Protestant, 
and,  indeed,  the  Bill  would  leave  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholics  under  the  same  stigma 
~ "  inequahiy  as  they  had  been  placed 
hitherto.  That  argument  is  to  my 
mind  irresistible.  When  I  consider  wht^ 
the  state  of  things  at  present  is — when 
I  consider  how  certain  it  is  that  an  at- 
tack is  about  to  be  directed  upon  our 
own  Church  in  England,  when  I  look 
at  the  declarations  of  the  Liberation 
Society  and  of  Mr.  Miall  as  to  the  ob- 
jects they  have  in  view  —  I  confess  it 
does  appear  to  me  to  be  a  suicidal  policy 
to  put  into  their  hands  the  f^tal  advan- 
tage of  being  able  to  appeal  to  a  Par- 
liamentary declaration  in  favour  of  tha 
voluntary  principle,  and  at  the  samo 
time  to  assure  them  for  their  allies  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  population,  the 
Catholics  and  the  Presbyterian  Prot«st- 
ante,  who  will  be  all  alike  left  destitute, 
who  will  regard  the  Bill  as  an  unmiti- 
gated evil,  and  will  have  the  strongest 
temptation  to  join  in  dealing  out  to  us 
the  measure  we  have  dealt  out  to  them. 
They  will  join  with  the  voluntary  party 
in  enforcing  upon  England  the  rule  we 
have  enfon^  upon  Ireland.  This  danger 
is,  to  my  mind,  the  more  serious,  because  I 
cannotforget  that  aperaon  of  great  power 
and  influence  in  this  country — no  less  & 
person  than  the  present  Prime  Minister 
— in  a  veiy  remarkable  pamphlet  which 
he  published  not  long  ago,  entitled  A 
CJu^ter  of  Autohioffraphy,  has  laid  down 
principles  and  stated  ai^piments  which, 
if  followed  out  to  their  natural  and  lo< 
gical  conclusion,  necessarily  woiild  lead 
to  an  attack  upon  the  EstabHshed  Church 
in  this  country,  and  to  the  establishment 
of  the  voluntary  principle  here  as  well 
as  in  Ireland,  when  I  consider  how 
rapidly  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's  po- 
litical and  religious  education  has  gone 
on,  and  that  it  is  but  a  few  years 
since  he  entertained  very  different  viewB 
upon  this  subject,  I  can  hardly  doubt 
that,  if  we  pass  this  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent shape,  before  many  years  have 
gone  by — probably  before  many  months 
have  gone  by — wo  shall  see  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  same 
combined  force  which  he  now  leads, 
in  which  Catholics  are  united  with  anti- 
Catholics,  pupils  of  Cardinal  CuUen  and 
Archbishop  Manning,  with  followers  of 
Mr.  Miall,  and  of  tie  Liberation  So- 
ciety, and  he  will,  at  the  head  of  that 


ly  Google 


70& 


Jruh 


{jTnix29, 1869} 


Chwrehi 


708 


Bomewhat  motleTpart?,  condoot  an  as- 
sault npoa  OUT  Ganrab  similar  to  that 
lie  has  made  on  the  Irish  Churcli.  TMb 
is  why  I  cannot  assent  to  the  pasBin^  of 
this  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  gives 
these  advantages  to  our  opponents. 
Look,  my  Lords,  how  different  the  case 
will  be  if  you  consent  to  amend  this  BiU 
in  the  manner  which  I  venture  to  sug- 
gest ;  if  you  strike  out  of  the  FreamUe 
tiiose  obnosions  words,  and  then  intro- 
duce clauses  and  provisions  which  gi' 
something  to  all  the  three  greatreligious 
communities  in  Ireland.  If  you  do  that, 
bow  totally  reversed  our  position  will 
be.  Inat^d  of  having  a  solemn  Par- 
liamentaiy  affirmation  of  the  voluntary 
principle,  you  will  have  furnished  a  Far- 
Uamentary  declaration  that  it  is  right 
a  portion  of  the  public  wealth  should 
continue  to  be  em^oyed  in  tiie  teaching 
of  religion.  Instead  of  having  opposed 
to  you,  with  the  voluntary  party,  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  population,  you  will, 
in  all  probability,  have  a  great  part  of 
that  population  interested  m  mamtain- 
ing  the  principle  that  is  opposed  to  the 
voluntary  one ;  and  you  will  have  them 
ibr  allies  instead  of  opponents.  I  ask  you 
whether  that  will  not  make  a  material 
difference  ? 

Upon  these  grounds  I  venture  to  press 
upon  you,  not  only  for  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  but  also  for  those  of  England 
and  Scotland,  that  we  should  amend 
this  Bill  in  the  manner  I  have  pointed 
out.  I  am  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
that  a  majority  of  your  Lordships  concur 
in  the  opinion  I  have  expressed  as  to 
what  woidd  really  be  the  best  mode  of 
dealing  with  this  question.  Those  of  your 
Lordships  who  watched  the  course  of 
the  lato  debate  must  have  been  struck 
by  this  circumstance — that  there  was 
h&rdly  any  noble  Lord  who  spoke,  whe- 
ther against  the  BUI  or  for  it,  who  did 
not  eiUxer  directly  assert  or  indirectly 
imply  this  opinion — that  the  Bill  would 
have  been  better  if  it  had  made  some 
provision  for  the  various  Churches  in 
Ireland.  That  opinion  was  generally 
impUed  by  noble  Lords,  not  excluding 
some  of  my  noble  Friends  on  the  front 
Bench  opposite.  Unhappily,  that  opi- 
nion was  coupled  with  another,  that, 
while  undoubtedly  it  would  be  better  to 
do  something  of  this  kind,  it  was  imprac- 
ticable. I  venture,  however,  to  submit 
that  if  your  IiordshipB  are  satisfied  that 
a  different  arrangement  &om  that  pro- 
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posed  by  the  Government  would  be  es- 
sentially better  for  the  public  intoresta 
and  the  public  welfare,  it  is  your  duty 
not  too  hastily  to  assume  that  that  better 
arrangement  is  impossible.  No  stop 
has  yet  been  taken  to  prove  that  it  is 
impracticable,  and  I  do  hope  that  if  we 
are  now  to  refiise  this  poHcy  of  giving 
something  to  the  different  religious 
bodies  in  Ireland,  its  impracticability 
will  be  more  completely  shown.  As  far 
as  I  can  infer  &om  some  obscure  hints 
in  the  speeches  of  noble  Lords,  I  believe 
that  it  has  been  considered  impracticable, 
because  it  is  assumed  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  would  not  accept 
anything  fiom  the  property  of  the 
Church ;  fliat  the  Protostants  of  Ireland 
would  not  approve  of  the  offer  being 
made ;  and,  lastly,  that  the  people  ^ 
Bngland  and  Scotland  are  so  decidedly 
opposed  to  such  a  policy  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  carry  it  out.  I  venture 
to  question  all  those  assumptions.  I  do 
not  believe  they  are  any  of  them  true.  I 
am  quito  aware  that  the  Eoman  Catholics 
have  declared  that  they  would  not  accept 
stipends  for  their  clergy  fiom  the  Stato. 
Formerly  they  would  gladly  have  done 
so.  When  the  House  oi  Commons,  in  the 
year  1625,  resolved  that  such  a  pro- 
vision should  be  made,  the  Koman  Ca- 
tholic prelates  and  laity  were  prepared 
to  acquiesce  in  the  arrangement,  as  part 
of  the  ^an  of  emancipation  then  pro- 
posed. Unfortunately,  that  arrangement 
was  defeated  by  the  rtgection  of  the 
Emancipation  BiU  by  this  House,  and 
for  many  years  past  the  feeling  of  the 
Itoman  Catholics  of  Ireland  has  been 
decidedly  against  accepting  any  stipend. 
But  though  it  is  quito  certain  that  they 
would  not  consent  to  their  clergy  be- 
coming stipendiaries,  it  is  equaUy  cer- 
tain t£at,  as  yet  at  least,  neither  the 
Catholic  Prelates  nor  the  laity  have  ex- 
pressed any  such  opinion  against  accept- 
ing houses  and  gleoes.  And  I  would  say 
further,  that  if  we  were  certain  that  the 
offer  would  be  declined,  it  would  be  no 
less  our  duty  to  make  it,  because  the 
fact  of  our  distinctly  placing  these  glebes 
and  bouses  within  reach  of  the  Bomaji 
Catholics  would  remove  any  difficulty 
which  there  might  be  in  the  way  of 
making  provision  for  our  own  ■ ' 
The  Boman  Catholics  have  a 
right  to  say — "  There  must  bf 
between  the  two  reUgir' 
have  no  right  to  say  tbs 
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is  to  be  arrived  at  by  ledueang  both  to 
a  common  deetitution.  If  they  refiue 
to  acoept  a  boon  which  will  sot  in  the 
cJighteet  degree  affect  the  independence 
of  their  Church,  they  have  no  right  to 
object  to  our  making  a  similar  offer  to 
the  clei^  of  the  Established  Olmrch.  I 
know  it  IB  tme  that  many  of  the  Prelates, 
the  clergy,  and  the  laymen  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland  object  to  any  such  arrange- 
ment. I  know  that  the  feeling  againat 
it  is  very  strong  in  the  North  of  Ireland  ; 
but  even  on  this  point  I  know  that  there 
is  great  division  of  opinion.  There  are 
BtiU  many  persons  among  the  Protest- 
ants of  the  North  of  Ireland  who  b^eve 
that  some  proviraon  for  all  the  Churches 
would  be  the  most  desirable  and  the 
fiureet  way  of  arriving  at  a  settlement  of 
this  great  question.  That  I  believe  to 
be  a  growing  feeling ;  and  I  am  per- 
suaded that,  after  the  heat  and  excite- 
ment of  the  conflict  have  subsided,  the 
bulk  of  the  Protestaotawill  be  far  better 
contented  if  they  find  some  moderate 
provision  made  for  their  own  religions 
inetmction,  even  though  a  similar  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  the  Soman 
Catholicfl  also,  than  they  will  be  if  they 
should  be  left,  as  this  Bill  proposes  to 
leave  them,  in  a  stato  of  entire  religious 
destitution.  I  am  so  confident  of  the 
opinion  of  tlie  people  of  Ireland  upon 
this  point,  that  I  would  willinriy  leave 
it  to  their  decision.  I  am  sure  that  Uieir 
votes  would  be  in  fitvour  of  giving  eome- 
thin||-  to  all  the  Churches,  instead  of 
leaving  them  all  destitute.  But  then, 
my  Lords,  we  are  told  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  do  this — that  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England  is  too  strongly  against 
such  a  proptwai  to  hope  that  it  would  be 
Bucceesnil.  I  would  venture  to  answer 
the  objections  of  those  who  make  use  of 
this  argument  by  quoting  the  words  of  a 
very  high  authority — the  words  of  Mr. 
Bright  himself — 


thi*  proprrtf  vhioh  ii  dov  in  tha  powFwioD  of 
th«  Eilabliahed  Church  of  Ireland  it  Iriib  pro- 
pertj.  It  doei  not  bflong  to  Scotluiil  or  to  Eng- 
land ;  and  it  would  b«  n  muiUTB  Intolerabla  and 
not  to  ba  thought  of  that  it  ibonld  be  touobed  or 
dealt  with  in  mny  manner  that  ii  not  in  aooord- 
Mioo  with  tha  belingi,  and  tha  inUreati  of  the 
people  of  Ireland." — (a  Saiuard,  eio.  I6S1.] 

Now,  I  say  it  vould  be  indeed  intoler- 
able, and  not  to  be  thought  of,  that  an 
arrangement  which  has  for  many  years 
been  advocated  by  the  most  enlightened 
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fHends  of  Ireland — which  at  this  motneiLt 
the  vast  majority  of  your  Lordships 
know  in  yoor  hearts  to  be  best  calcalat«d 
to  bring  back  religions  peace  to  that 
country — that  such  an  arrangement 
should  be  rejected  because  a  portion  of 
the  people  of  England  and  Scotland 
choose  to  say  —  "  We  will  not  endow 
error,"  as  they  are  pleased  to  call  the 
religion  held  by  their  fellow-subjecta  ia 
Ireland.  This  argument  is  used  by  man 
who  clamoronBly  demand  a  Bill  which  is 
oonibssedly  a  measure  of  revolutionary 
violence ,  because  they  Bay  it  is  necessary 
to  establieh  the  ^^eat  principle  of  re- 
ligious equality.  But  I  would  ask  wliat 
respect  ibr  the  rights  of  oonsdenca  is 
shown  by  these  men,  who  are  not 
ashamed  to  denounce  aa  idolabr  a  re- 
ligion which  is  held  by  tiuree-fourths 
of  their  Irish  fellow-subjects  and  by  a 
majority  of  the  Christians  throughout 
the  world  ?  For  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  Bomaa  Catholics  acknowledge 
the  same  code  of  morality  and  the  sanie 
first  principles  of  Christianity  as  we  do. 
I  am  no  less  firm  in  my  adherence  to 
Protestantism  than  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships, but  I  Dondemn  those  who  denonnoe 
the  Soman  Catholic  religion  aa  idolatry, 
not  because  I  agree  with  the  Soman  Ca- 
tholics, but  because  I  hold  that  they  have 
as  good  a  right  to  their  opinions  as  ve 
have  to  ours.  I  say  that  if  you  desire  to 
adopt  any  other  principle  as  the  basis  of 
your  legislation  you  ought  never  to  have 
repealed  the  Fenal  Laws.  It  is  utterly 
impossible  that  the  representatives  of 
Ireland  and  England  can  sit  in  the  same 
Parliament,  and  work  together  har- 
moniously in  passing  laws  for  the  com- 
mon good,  if  yon  are  in  legislating  to 
act  upon  the  assumption  that  the  Iraoan 
Catholic  religion  is  false  and  idolatrous. 
I  say  it  is  now  too  late  to  adopt  that 
principle.  You  have  for  years  recog- 
nized and  encour^^ed  the  Soman  (£• 
tholic  Church  in  Canada  and  the  colo- 
nies ;  you  have  for  years  provided  out 
of  the  funds  of  the  British  Treasury  for 
the  appointment  of  Soman  CaUiolic 
chaplains  in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
prisons,  and  tlie  workhouses,  and  it  is 
now  too  lato  to  say  that,  in  dealing  widt 
this  great  question  of  the  Irish  C^un^ 
you  must  act  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  Soman  Catholic  religion  is  false  and 
idolatrous,  and  tliat  it  would  be  wrong 
tor  you  in  anyway  to  connive  at  its 
support. 
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My  Loidfi,  I  Teutoie  to  eay  that,  after 
all,  the  ttaik  hea  never  yet  been  put 
before  the  oountry.  The  conetituendeB 
hare  nerer  had  it  put  before  them  to 
decide  vhether  it  is  just  or  not,  in  deal- 
ing with  Irish  properly,  to  consult  the 
feelings  of  the  Iriah  people.    That  is  a 

D'n  question;  but  neither  party  has 
the  moral  courage  to  put  it  t^  the 
constitueociee.  On  the  contrary,  both 
aides  have  imputed  to  each  other  ae  a 
crime  the  intention  to  make  some  con- 
cession to  the  Irish  Boman  Catholics. 
Last  year,  vith  a  view  to  the  approach- 
ing election,  it  seemed  to  be  a  contest 
between  the  two  parties  which  should 
go  furthest  in  imputing  to  its  opponents 
and  in  disclaiining  for  itself  a  disposition 
to  do  justice  to  the  !Rom&n  Catholics. 
Each  party  sought  to  affix  as  an  indelible 
rM)roach  on  the  other  the  contemplation 
of  such  a  thing.  I  am  persuaded  that 
if  a  more  honest  course  were  adopted 
— if  it  were  put  before  the  people  of 
England  that  jtiBtice  to  Ireland  and  the 
true  interests  of  the  Empire  required 
(hat  the  question  should  be  settled  in  this 
way — the  answer  to  that  appeal  would 
be  a  satisfactory  one.  And,  my  Lords, 
I  have  eo  much  reliance  on  their  sense 
of  justice  and  on  the  inherent  force  of 
truth  that  I  feel  convinced  that  if  we 
legislate  upon  the  principle  I  am  ad- 
vocating the  people  will  ratify  our  legis- 
lation. In  conclusion,  my  Lords,  I  have 
only  to  say  that  by  adopting  my  Amend- 
ment you  will  merely  declare  that  your 
Lordahips  do  not  concur  in  the  pro- 

Sriety  of  laying  down  as  a  principle 
lat  no  part  of  the  surplus  funds  of 
the  Irish  Church  ought  to  be  applied  to 
religious  purposes.  I  have  thought  it 
my  duty  m  moving  my  Amendment  to 
etato  how,  in  my  opinion,  that  surplus 
ought  to  be  dealt  with ;  but,  if  you  adopt 
my  Amendment,  it  will  not  follow  as  a 
consequence  that  you  concur  in  my 
opinion  as  to  the  particular  mode  of  dis- 
posal. The  only  thing  you  will  decide, 
in  adopting  my  Amendment  is  that  you 
do  not  thinlr  it  right  to  declare  that  the 
whole  of  the  surplus  property  of  the 
Irish  Church,  after  meeting  the  demands 
for  vested  interests,  should  be  employed 
for  secular  purposes,  and  not  for  the 
higher  object  of  religious  instruction. 
The  only  decision  you  would  give  would 
be  that  it  is  desirable  the  property  which 
has  hitherto  been  given  for  the  great 
object  of  promoting  the  rehgions  in- 


struction of  the  Irish  people  should  etill' 
though  by  other  modes,  be  applied  to 
that  object. 

Amendment  moved  to  negative  the 
Motion  for  postponing  the  I^amble. — 
{J%e  Earl  Grey.) 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships  may  be  aware  that  I  labour 
under  a  difficulty  as  to  the  conduct  of 
your  Lordships'  business  in  this  matter. 
I  am  painfully  sensible  of  the  fact  that 
Her  Majes^s  Government  do  not  com- 
mand a  majority';  but,  even  if  they  did, 
I  should  still  be  desirous  to  take  that  line 
which,  in  form  and  manner,  would  be 
most  convenient  for  the  greatest  number 
of  your  Lordships.  But,  my  Lords,  as 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather,  the 
course  which  the  noble  Earl  on  the  ctobs- 
Bencbes  (Earl  Grey)  proposes  we  should 
take  ie  not  felt  to  be  the  most  convenient 
for  your  Lordships.  My  noble  Eriend 
has  had  an  opportunity,  before  your 
Lordships  are  fatigued  by  a  discussion 
of  clauses,  to  repe&t  ammients  which 
you  have  often  heard  &om  him  on  a 
question  in  which  he  takes  a  great  in- 
torest.  I  tiiiok,  however,  that  if  there 
was  doubt  in  your  Lordships'  minds  be- 
fore the  noble  Earl  commenced,  the 
speech  he  has  just  delivered  is  not  very 
much  calculated  to  make  any  change  in 
your  Lordships'  impressions  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  put  aside  the  question  of  im- 
puting unfairness  in  their  motives  to  both 
sides  of  the  House ;  but  I  think  the  ar- 
guments used  by  my  noble  Friend  in 
support  ofhis  Amendment  were  not  such 
as  to  induce  many  of  your  Lordships  to 
support  him  in  this  pobtical  co^jimcture. 
I  Imow  that  many  of  your  Lordships 
have  strong  opinions  on  the  subject  of 
the  Amendment  of  which  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  has 
given  notice;  but  I  believe  that  there 
are  noble  Lords  who  would  support  that 
Amendment,  but  who  will  not  be  in- 
clined to  follow  the  noble  Earl  in  the 
course  be  proposes  to  take.  On  the  part 
ofher  Majesty's  Government  Imust  enter 
my  strongest  protest  against  the  descrip- 
tion which  the  noble  Earl  has  given  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  must  add  that  the  line  he 
has  taken,  after  the  manner  of  the  an- 
cient astrologers,  in  casting  the  horo- 
scope of  the  present  Prime  Minister  is  not 
very  well  calculated  to  enlist  us  in  sup- 
port of  his  proposition.  The  noble  EmI 
at  considerable  length  went  into  the 
2  A  2  iCmmittee. 
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qnestioit  of  concurrent  endowment  of  the 
different  creeds  in  Ireland.  I  eliall  not 
shrink  &om  stating  the  reasons  Thich 
moke  it  impossible  that  Her  Majesty' 
Government  can  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  in  that  principle.  When  I  do 
80 1  will  use  eim^e  and  plain  arguments, 
which  I  think  will  be  considered  intel- 
ligible even  hy  those  who  do  not  agree 
with  us.  I  will  not  make  use  of  argu- 
menta  such  aa  some  of  those  employed 
l)y  my  noble  Friend,  and  which  seemed 
to  have  been  put  up  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  knocked  down  again.  1 
think  your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me 
that  if  there  be  any  mode  of  clearing 
our  proceedings  with  reference  to  this 
Bill  it  would  be  desirable  to  adopt  it. 
Tour  Lordships  dealt  with  the  Bill  as  a 
whole  on  the  second  reading;  but  on 
looking  through  the  Amendments,  and 
taking  them  in  the  aggregate,  I  think 
that  mey  not  only  go  to  every  part  of  the 
Bill — to  all  its  provisions — but  also  to 
its  principle.  Now,  with  regard  to  these 
endowments,  I  saw  it  stated  in  a  paper 
the  other  day  that  the  deductions  from 
the  surplus  fund  which  would  be  made  if 
all  the  Amendments  were  adopted  would 
amount  to  something  like  £4,000,000. 
Since  then  I  have  had  the  curiosity  to  go 
through  the  Amendments,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  the  actual  amount. 
I  find  that  the  deductions  proposed  by 
the  noble  aud  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord Cairns)  would  amount  to£400,000 ; 
those  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbuiy)  to  £352,000 ;  those 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  the  other 
night(theEarl  of  Limerick)to  £500,000 
—making £1,252.000.  Then,  comingto 
the  Episcopal  Bench,  the  proposition  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)  would  take  £830,000; 
that  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  near  me 
(the  Archbishop  of  Dublin)  £600,000 ; 
that  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  £930,000;  and  that 
of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  who  presides 
over  the  Northern  Province  (the  Arch- 
bishopofYork)  £1,375,000.  With  what 
we  propose  these  deductions  would  ab- 
sorb £13,000,000  out  of  the  £16,000,000 
which  constitute  the  entire  of  the  funds 
of  the  Irish  Church.  We  then  come  to 
concurrent  endowment.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lordbehind  me(Lord  Weatbury) 
proposes  to  take)  £3,000,000,  which  just 
disposes  of  the  entire  of  the  surplus; 
l>ut  my  noble  Friend  at  the  table  (Earl ' 

.   £aTl  GranvilU  ' 


Huasell)  proposes  to  take  £4,500,000. 
If  his  alternative  plan  should  be  adopted, 
when  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Shaftesbu^)  comes  to  prop(»e  his 
loans  for  tbe  Lish  peasantry  he  will  find 
adefidtof  £1,500,000.  [^  lat^A.]  WeU, 
there  seems  to  be  a  di£B.culty  here,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  pr^toeition  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey) 
will  help  us  out  of  it.  I  hope  we  shall 
learn  in  the  course  of  the  debate  the 
Amendments  that  will  be  supported,  to 

gve  to  the  House,  and  through  the 
ouse  to  the  country,  some  guide  re- 
specting our  proceedings  and  the  pro- 
bable result.  I  agree  wiSi  the  noble  Earl 
that  it  is  quite  in  our  power,  though  it 
is  not  the  practice,  to  at  once  deal  with 
the  Preamble ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  do  so,  unless  it  is  shown  to  us 
thatthere would  bea  manifest  advantage 
in  onr  doing  so.  I  must  say  that  I  do 
not  tbi"k  the  case  of  Private  Bills,  in  re- 
spect of  which  the  object  is  to  save  money 
to  the  promoters,  is  one  which  should 
influence  us  when  we  ore  dealing  with  a 
great  Bill,  such  as  the  one  now  before 
your  Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  says  it 
is  very  desirable  to  know  whot  principle 
we  are  to  go  on,  and  he  says  that  if  we 
have  before  us  the  question  wheUier  con- 
current endowment  shall  or  shall  not  be 
adopted,  that  will  make  everything  in- 
telligible. It  is  all  yeiy  well  for  the 
noble  Earl  to  tell  us  so ;  but  if  I  recol- 
lect rightly,  that  portion  of  the  Preamble 
was  as  much  opposed  by  noble  Lords 
who  object  to  concurrent  endowment  as 
by  those  who  strongly  support  it.  A 
division,  therefore,  upon  that  point 
would  not  advance  us  in  any  degree  in 
ascertaining  what  the  feelings  of  your 
Lordships  were  for  or  gainst  concurrent 
endowment ;  and  besides,  there  is  this 
great  disadvantage  of  which  your  Lord- 
ships will,  I  think  be  seusible.  It  was 
urged  by  noble  and  learned  Lords  that 
we  should  be  very  careful  as  to  the  mode 
of  our  proceedings.  And  I  con  conceive 
nothing  less  conciliatory  towards  the 
House  of  Commons,  than  at  the  very  out- 
set, to  destroy  one  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bill,  instead  of  discussing  the  merits  of 
particular  Amendments  when  we  come 
to  them.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  say  more  to  show  my  objection  to  the 
course  proposed,  and  to  express  what  I 
think  is  the  feehng  of  the  House.  I 
hope  my  noble  Friend  will  consent  to 
withdraw  his  A 
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The  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  I  thini 
yoor  Lordships'  House  amd  the  country 
are  very  much  indebted  to  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Grey)  for  the  speech  which  he 
hae  made.  The  noble  Earl  thinks  for 
himself;  he  has  the  gift  of  expressing 
his  thoughts  in  vigorous  EngUsh  Ian- 
-  gaage ;  and  he  has  the  courage  to  aay 
what  he  thinks  and  what  he  desires  to 
say.  I  think,  therefore,  that  we  owe 
faim  a  great  debt  for  having  brought 
before  this  Hoose,  and  through  this 
House  before  the  countiT',  one  most  im- 
portant view  of  thatgreat  question  which 
IB  now  before  us.  I  cannot  aay  that  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl  in  thinking 
that  it  will  be  convenient  to  divide  upon 
the  issue  that  he  has  raised.  I  earnestly 
trust  the  noble  Eaxl  will  listen  to  what 
has  fbllen  &om  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  behind  me ;  and  while  he  per- 
ceives that,  in  bnnging  before  the  House 
and  the  country,  at  so  early  a  stage  of 
the  Committee's  deliberations,  this  great 
and  important  proposition,  he  has  gained 
the  only  point  which  he  can  now  attain, 
he  will  fikewise  see  that  in  forcing  a 
division  he  will  really  make  his  own  de- 
feat almost  certain,  and  will  not  tmly 
ascertain  the  opinions  of  your  Lordships. 
Upon  the  great  issue,  however,  which 
your  Lord^ps  care  most  about,  I  would 
ask  permission  to  say  a  few  words.  If 
you  consider  that  the  question  of  the 
disestablishment  of  the  ^sh  branch  of 
the  United  Church  is  not  settled,  then, 
I  should  say,  there  is  a  i^damental  ob- 
jection Ml  limint  to  any  proposal  for  di- 
viding its  property  with  oflier  rehgioue 
bodies.  But  I  agree  with  what  was  said 
in  such  eloquent  language  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate(th6  Bishop  of  Peterborough) 
the  otlier  night,  that  Uie  decision  of  the 
country  upon  that  point  has  beeu  taken, 
and  is  irreversible.  But,  admitting  the 
right  rev.  Prelate's  propositions,  I  come 
to  &  different  conclusion  as  regards  my 
vote.  When  your  Lordships  were  kind 
enough  to  allow  me  to  urge  my  view 
with  regard  to  the  Suspensory  Bill,  I 
endeavoured  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  the  issue  then  to  be  decided  and  to 
be  sent  for  that  purpose  to  the  consti- 
taencies  was  nothing  less,  and  could  be 
token  for  nothing  less,  than  whether  we 
should  maintain  an  Established  Church 
in  Ireland  or  not.  I  then  urged  every 
objection  that  occurred  to  my  mind 
u>8inst  such  a  course,  and  I  retain  every 
objection  which  I  then  urged.  I  believe 


that  the  disestahtishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  will  not  tend  to  appease  Irish 
discontent ;  but  instead  of  doing  so  will 
give  to  Irish  opposition  to  the  Union 
with  Great  Briton  the  increased  vio- 
lence which  comes  from  a  taste  of  suc- 
cess without  the  satisfaction  of  the  ap- 
petite. But  the  question  of  disestablish- 
ment, according  to  my  humble  view,  is 
settled  question.  I  maintain  that  it 
was  the  question  which  was  referred  to 
the  constituencies ;  it  was  to  it  that  the 
answer  of  the  constituencies  was  re- 
turned ;  it  was  so  far  confirmed  by  the 
resignation  of  the  late  (Government ;  it 
received  additional  sanction  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  present  Government ; 
and,  therefore,  in  point  of  fact— let  us 
who  dislike  the  conclusion  deny  it  as  we 
may — it  is  a  settled  matter.  Holding 
that  opinion,  I  wished  very  much  to 
have  it  stated  upon  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  It  may  be  known  to  many 
of  your  Lordships  that  it  was  my  inten- 
tion to  do  so ;  but  the  accidents  of  de- 
bate shut  me  out  &om  the  opportunity 
of  making  this  statement,  and,  tiierefore, 
I  held  myself  incapacitated,  as  a  Bishop 
of  the  Church  of  England,  from  giving 
the  vote  I  should  otherwise  have  given, 
no  opportunity  of  stating  the  grounds 
on  which  I  did  so  having  presented  it- 
self. Holding  disestablishment,  then,  to 
be  a  settled  point,  one  great  difficulty  is 
removed  out  of  the  way  of  considering 
the  main  proposition  of  the  noble  Earl. 
And  what  is  the  difiiculty  which  remains? 
There  was  one  argument  upon  which 
the  noble  Earl  touched,  but  it  did  not 
seem  to  me  a  veiy  convincing  argu- 
ment— ^the  disinclination  of  many  very 
good,  very  wise,  and  very  resolute  and 
determined  men  to  yield  assent  to  any 
manner  of  endowment  of  what  they 
consider  erroneous  doctrine.  Is  that  a. 
sufficient  answer  ?  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  what  appears  to  me  to 
be  the  fundamental  difference  between 
an  Mtablished  rehgion  and  that  which 
is  merely  endowed.  I  hold  that  estab- 
lishment consists  in  its  essence,  not  in 
the  payment  of  the  clergy,  higher  or 
lower,  but  in  the  reeogniised  form  of 
teaching  which  the  State  has  assumed  to 
be  its  representative  in  the  rehgious  in- 
structions  of  the  people.  Then  I  say, 
while  a  Christian  country  could  not 
consent,  without  the  deepest  guilt, 
to  estabhsh  any  erroneous  form  of 
teaching,  and  could  not  consent  to  let 
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itself  be  repreaeiLted  aa  a  teacher  of 
religion  b;  anytbing  whicb  it  did  not 
in  itself  believe  to  be  tbe  teaching 
of  the  true  religion,  because  it  would 
otherwise  be  making  its  own  repre- 
eentative  in  religious  teaching  one  whom 
it  denied  to  b©  a  true  religious  teacher, 
the  consideration  whether  we  ought  to 
give  to  different  religious  teachers  sums 
of  money,  eren  from  the  State  funds, 
stands  upon  whoUy  a  different  footing. 
Wo  are  all  perfectly  familiar  with  the 
faot  that  in  oar  great  Eastern  domi- 
nions the  State  adminiBters  fimds  be- 
longing to  heathen  chMels,  And  the 
Btate  does  right,  for  Gbristianity  does 
not  call  upon  you  to  commit  injustice  to 
a  man  because  he  ia  a  heathen.  It 
would  be  the  greatest  weakness  if  we 
made  these  men  official  exponents  of  re- 
ligious teaching,  if  we  authoritatively 
instructed  the  people  in  their  own  false- 
hoods. But  it  is  not  mixing  ourselves 
up  with  falsehood  if  we  let  them  hare 
that  to  which  the  rules  of  justice  entitle 
them,  although  these  may  entitle  them 
to  teachers  who  shall  instruct  them 
falsely.    And  then  apply  this  rule  to 

Cir  Boman  Catholic  brethren  in  Iro- 
d.  There  is  no  Member  in  this  House 
who  feels  in  his  own  religious  convictions 
S  deeper  sense  of  the  evils  of  that  part 
of  the  teaching  of  the  £oman  Catholic 
Church  which  differs  from  the  teaching 
of  our  own  Church  ;  but,  still  I  say  this 
— that  teaching  is,  in  its  main  element, 
the  teaching  of  our  common  Christianity; 
and  if  our  Komon  Catholic  brethren 
will  not  be  taught  in  the  purer  form, 
that  I,  for  one,  should  desire,  but  will 
only  receive  it  in  the  form  that  they 
themselves  choose  to  acc^t,  ttien,  I  say, 
the  second  great  objection  to  dealing 
with  this  question  aa  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  seems  to  have  no  real  basis. 
But,  is  there  not,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
great  deal  to  recommend  it  ?  If  dises- 
tablishment is  settled,  as  I  believe  it  to 
be,  then  I  think  it  follows  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  give  the  whole  of  what 
now  belongs  to  the  Established  sister 
Church  to  the  disestablished  Church. 
And  while  I  differ  greatly  from  this 
Bill,  as  to  tho  amount  which  I  should 
wish  to  see  given  to  that  Church,  while 
I  i^ree  that  the  amount  propc«ed  is  al- 
together beneath  her  just  (uaims,  and 
while  I  assert  that  eveir  principle  of 
right  ought  to  lead  us  to  be  more  gene- 
rous to  her,  I  cannot  forget  those  words 
n*  £uhop  of  Oxford 


of  Lord  Bacon,  in  which  he  says — 
"  They  have  deprived  Christ's  wife  of  a 
great  part  of  her  sustenance ;  it  were 
reason,  then,  they  made  her  &  competent 
dowry."  I  think  that  principle  applies 
eminentiy  in  this  case.  Even  if  the  case 
were  one  of  a  common  separation  of 
those  who  have  been  united  in  marriage, 
you  never  suffer  the  husband  to  sendnia 
wife  away  and  not  to  consider  what  is  a 
just  return  for  the  pastsodality,  or  with- 
out providing  for  her  as  a  wife  differently 
from  what  he  would  do  for  one  who  had 
no  claim  upon  him.     I  maintain  that 

Xn  every  principle,  not  upon  liberality 
le,  but  even  of  right,  there  should 
be  a  larger  allowance  by  far  than  is 
given  to  the  sister  Chun^  But  you 
cannot,  I  think,  assert  that  disestablish- 
ment has  been  agreed  upon,  and  at  the 
same  time  give  to  the  sister  Church  the 
whole  of  her  present  endowments;  there 
must  be  more  or  leas  a  residue,  and  llie 
question  ia,  how  tliis  is  to  be  disposed  of. 
A  great  deal,  undoubtedly,  is  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  such  a  scheme  as  that  put 
forward  by  the  noble  Earl  in  opposition 
to  a  mere  scheme  of  secularization.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  sacril^e ; 
but  I  cannot  help  agreeing  with  my 
right  rev.  Brother  that  there  has  been  a 
good  deal  of  mystification.  We  have 
heard,  much  about  St.  Ambrose,  and  pro- 
bably those  of  your  Lordships  who  do 
not  profess  to  be  adepts  in  this  class  of 
studies  may  have  tbought  th^  were 
passing  through  a  dose  of  the  Fathers. 
But  the  question  does  not  turn  as  it 
seems  to  me  altogether  on  the  authority 
of  St.  Ambrose.  A  greater  thou  St. 
Ambrose  has  said — "  I  will  have  mercy 
and  not  sacrifice."  A  greater  than  St. 
Ambrose  justified  David  and  his  oompa- 
nione,  when,  in  their  dire  necessity,  they 
ate  the  shew  bread  which  it  was  not  law- 
ful for  any  man  to  eat  but  for  the  priest 
alone.  I  think,  therefore,  that  if  nothing 
more  is  meant  than  that  this  law  of 
mere;  in  its  highest  exercise  may  justify 
the  State  in  taking  from  the  direct  en- 
dowments of  religion  for  other  meioiful 
works,  ihat  which  has  been  set  apart  for 
the  direct  service  of  religion,  it  is  what 
every  one  of  ns  must  admit,  and  it  is 
what  Hooker  has  laid  down,  when  in  the 
abundance  of  hie  argumentation  he 
pointed  out  in  what  the  great  sin  of  sa- 
crilege ctmsieted.  But  if  we  go  beyond 
that,  and  say  that  there  is  no  such  uiing 
as  sacrilege,  no  such  thing  as  th»  gtnng 
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of  gooda  to  God — ^that  it  ie  nothingmore 
or  holier  than  any  ordinuy  act  of  oha- 
ri^ — that  money  given  to  the  poor  ia 
really  giroa  to  Ood — that  there  ia  no  Buch 
thing  as  sacrilege,  iioxa  all  that  I  en- 
tirely differ.  I  woiold  remind  your  Lord- 
ehipa  how  Hooker  goes  on  to  shoT  that 
they  are  great  introducers  of  eacrilege 
vho,  by  means  of  gentle  paUiativeB, 
lead  men  unawares  to  commit  it ;  and 
I  am  B&aid  that  those  vho  have  list- 
ened to  nothing  but  our  late  debates 
may  be  led  to  imitate  rather  Belshaz- 
zar  in  his  treatment  of  the  golden  ves- 
sels of  the  Temple  than  St.  Ambrose. 
Take  &om  the  peaent  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  a  portion  of  its  pro- 


perty, and,  instead  of  applying  it  to 
ipply  it  directly  to  religious  uses ; 
has  been  suggested,  manses  and 


glebes  to  those  who  miniator,  not  ac- 
cording to  our  rites,  but  who  are  our 
fellow-Christians  in  Ireland,  and  I  be- 
lieve you  will  be  adopting  a  iar  safer 
course  to  keep  this  country  aloof  from 
the  dangers  of  sacnleffe  thai;  if  you 
were  to  devote  to  entirely  different  pur- 
poses iiiat  which  has  hiliierto  been  set 
apart  for  the  worship  of  Qod.  I  feel 
indeed  that  the  deaf,  and  the  idiot,  and 
the  blind  stand  in  the  forefront,  and 
seem  to  ask  of  us  some  part  of  this  sur- 
plus ;  but  at  their  back  are  the  owners 
of  the  broad  acres  of  Irelaad,  whose 
duty  it  now  ie  to  mimster  to  their  neces- 
sities, and  who — if  the  funds  of  the  dis- 
establiahed  Church  are  appropriated  to 
spiritual  purposes —  would  still  have  to 
put  their  hands  into  their  own  deep 
pockets  towards  their  support.  I  can- 
not help  thinking,  therefore,  that  the 
proposition  made  by  the  noble  £arl  to- 
night is  well  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  tiiis  House — worthy  of  being  discus- 
sed to  the  uttermost  —  and  that  you 
should  not  decide  what  your  own  course 
about  it  will  be  without  having  weighed 
thoroughly  all  that  is  to  be  eaid  on  the 
matter.  And  that  makes  me  the  more 
anxious  that  the  noble  Earl  should  not 
hasten  to  a  divisioii  upon  it;  but  that 
time  should  be  given  to  allow  the 
present  discussion  to  sink  into  the  pub- 
uo  mind.  Then,  at  a  later  stage  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  when  it  becomes  a 
practical  measure,  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Eail  may  be  put,  and  the  opinion 
of  the  House  with  respect  to  it  ppo- 
sounoed  with  greater  advantage.  It 
nitmin  to  me  to  be  &x  another  reason  a 


matter  of  considerable  moment  that 
your  Lordships  should  adopt  this  course. 
I  was  deeply  anxious  that  we  should 
give  a  second  reading  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause I  wished  to  see  this  House  do  that 
which  I  tbipV  it  is  eminently  qualified 
to  do — lead  the  public  opinion  of  this 
great  countiy.  Now,  that  function  it 
cannot  perform  if  it  sets  it«elf  diame- 
trically in  opposition  to  public  opinion 
whenever  it  happens  to  have  pronounced 
its  verdict  on  any  great  question.  But 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  limit  the  power  that  it  has  of 
leading  the  opinion  of  the  country  upon 
anything  u^n  which  ihat  opinion  is 
not  irreversibly  pronounced — if  only  it 
will  take  its  own  place,  calmly,  delibe- 
rately, and  without  any  hurry  let  the 
oountry  know  the  reasons  with  which  ii 
it  ie  actuated,  and  the  motives  by  whidi 
it  is  swayed.  This  House  I  believe  to 
be  in  some  reepecto  more  eminently  re- 
^eeentotive  of  the  nation  than  the  other 
House  of  Parliament ;  more  eminently 
representative,  though,  perhaps,  it  may 
seem  paradoxical  to  say  so,  because  it  is 
lees  immediately  representative.  It  re- 
presents more  perfectly,  it  appears  to  me, 
the  general  resultative  opinion  of  the 
ooimtry.  Those  who  are  returned  to 
Parliament  by  difi^nt  constituendeB, 
to  a  certain  extent,  no  doubt,  represent 
the  opinions  of  tiiose  oonstituenciee. 
They  give  to  them  an  overbearing  re- 
presentotion  in  the  other  House,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  that  House  is  not  re- 
presentative in  the  same  d^ree  as  this 
of  the  nation  at  large.  We  cannot  shut 
our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  town  re- 
presentation in  the  Lower  House  wholly 
overshadows  the  opinions  and  represen- 
tation of  the  entire  country  besides.  I 
cannot  help  feeling,  therefore,  that  a 
House  composed  like  that  of  your  Lord- 
ships— of  men  possessed  of  the  highest 
education,  of  men  who  have  passed 
through  various  learned  professions, 
who  nave  had  personal  acquaintance 
with  commerce — is  in  a  better  position 
to  represent  the  resultant  and  deliberate 
opimon  of  the  Xation  than  the  immediate 
representetive  House  itself.  In  order 
that  that  should  be  so,  however,  it  is 
necessary  that  you  should  not  set  your- 
self in  direct  opposition  to  the  decision 
of  the  country ;  that  you  should  not  be 
biassed  by  any  threato,  and  that  you 
should  deal  with  the  great  questions 
submitted  to  you  in  a  brave,  calm,  and 
ICommttee. 
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deliberate  spirit.  In  taking  this  course 
you  will,  I  think,  best  consult,  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  the  honour  of  this 
House,  and,  at  this  moment,  the  future 
welfare  of  that  true  Church  which  we 
shall,  I  trust,  see  arise  in  Ireland.  It 
will,  in  my  opinion,  be  fer  easier  to 
secure  to  that  Church  a  due  share  of 
her  present  revenues  if  you  listen  calmly 
to  such  arguments  as  have  been  laid 
before  you  to-night  than  if  you  hastily 
decide  that  such  a  course  is  impossible. 
For  my  own  part,  I  look  to  the  future 
of  the  ChurA  in  Ireland  with  every 
hope.  I  cannot  Join  in  the  despairing 
language  concermng  it  which  is  used  in 
some  quarters.  I  feel  the  greatness  of 
the  shock  impending  over  her  —  the 
greatness  of  her  loss  in  being  dises- 
tahUshed.  I  am  no  advocate  of  Free 
Churches,  and  it  must,  I  am  confident, 
be  a  heavy  blow  to  a  Church  not  start- 
ing in  the  freshness  of  its  youth,  but 
which  has  long  learnt  to  lean  to  a  great 
degree  on  State  aid,  to  have  her  en- 
dowments suddenly  withdrawn.  I  can 
understand  the  sinking  of  heart  among 
her  people,  but  I  do  not  doubt,  at  the 
same  time,  that  there  is  besides  all  this 
in  store  for  her  a  great  resurrection.  The 
difficulties  of  the  Church  have  hitherto 
been  too  frequently  the  secii^t  of  her 
history  to  permit  me  to  entertain  any 
fears  upon  this  grant  Never  have 
riches  flowed  in  upon  her  so  abund- 
antly as  when  she  has  not  asked  for 
them  and  haa  laboured  for  her  Gtod  in 
poverty.  Nor  do  I  think,  my  Lords, 
there  is  anything  in  the  Irish  character 
which  need  make  us  apprehensive  for 
the  fiiture  of  the  Irish  Church.  la  there 
not,  on  the  contrary,  everything  in  that 
character  which  should  lead  us  to  hope 
for  her  success  ?  Have  they  not  a  na- 
tural devotion  of  spirit  to  anything  that 
they  undertake  ?  Has  not  Ireland  been 
of  old  known  aa  the  Island  of  Saints ; 
and  may  we  not  rest  satisfied  that  the 
disestablished  Church  will  make  good 
its  claim  to  its  apostolic  parents^  ? 
This,  at  all  events,  my  Lords,  is  my 
hope  for  the  Church  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  the 
gentry  and  the  owners  of  the  property 
in  that  countiy  will  suffer  her  to  sink 
merely  for  the  want  of  those  temporal 
advantages  which  are  necessary  to  help 
her  on  in  her  mission.  I  trust  that  we 
may  yet  see  brighter  days  for  our  aistor 
Chunji,  bound  to  us  as  she  will  still  be 
na  Bithop  of  Oxford 


by  eveiy  tie  of  Christian  brotherhood — 
one  in  doctrine,  one  in  discipline,  one  in 
instinct,  and  that  we  and  they,  in  the 
several  spheres  Ood  has  committed  to 
us,  may  labour  and  labour  euccesafully 
in  our  great  cause.  One  thing  seems 
to  me  to  be  clearly  an  advantage.  If 
this  trouble  were  to  be  prolonged — if  it 
were  to  be  repeated  month  after  month 
and  year  after  year — if,  mingling  with 
the  striving  to  spread  the  truth  there 
were  also  to  overtide  the  Irish  Church 
the  lust  of  a  mere  worldly  victory — then 
we  might  well  despair  of  her  future. 
But  I  trust  that  when  this  crisis  ia 
passed  her  &ture  may  be  clear.  I  see 
— and  I  trust  your  Lordships  see — the 
dangers  that  must  beset  the  Befonned 
Church,  if  she  were  to  he  engaged  in 
long  political  struggles;  how,  necessa- 
rily, tiiere  must  grow  up  out  of  such  a 
struggle  party  zeal,  and  contest  for  pre- 
eminence, and  how  her  FrotestantiBm 
might  thus  degenerate  into  dogma  and 
form,  and  therefore  I  do  trust  that  this 
amendment  of  the  measure — ^if  such,  in 
your  deliberate  judgment,  you  should 
esteem  it — whicn  may  leave  our  Irish 
brethren  with  laiger  resources  of  their 
own,  and  with  leas  of  antagonism  onA 
hatred  from  the  other  side  than  would 
otherwise  have  been  possible,  may  be 
adopted  by  your  Lordships,  thereby 
really  strengmening  in  her  difficulty 
this  our  sister  Church.  There  is  one 
thing  of  which  I  am  convinced  —  that 
while  an  Establishment  is  to  a  parti- 
cular Church  in  many  ways  a  blessing 
unspeakable,  no  Church  which  cannot 
stand  without  an  Establishment  is  worth 
being  established.  I,  for  one,  refuse  at 
once  and  altogether  to  believe  such  an 
imputation  against  the  Irish  Church. 
Uuch  as  I  lament  that  which  has  coma 
upon  her,  I  believe  that  she  will  prove 
— when  all  has  been  done  which  can  be 
done  to  lighten  what  I  consider  a  most 
unhappy  Wow  —  I  still  believe  she  will 
prove  herself  to  be  the  true  Catholic 
Church  of  Ireland,  rising  in  the  great- 
ness of  her  love,  and  leavening,  more 
than  she  has  yet  done,  the  bulk  of  the 

population.  

The  Bishop  of  St.  DAVID'S :  Per- 
haps your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to 
explain  that,  in  the  remarks  I  made  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  not 
only  never  denied  the  greatness  of  such 
a  sin  as  saorilege,  but  that  I  have  a  very 
diatinot  notion  of  its  nature ;  and  ^laX, 
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as  ttie  qaestion  has  been  publicly  asked, 
I  believe  that  in  the  course  of  a,  very 
few  days  it  will  receive  a  public  answer. 
My  Lords,  I  cannot  refrain  from  regret- 
ting that  a  most  unfortunate  accident 
deprived  me  of  tlie  company  of  my  right 
rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  in 
the  Lobby  at  the  late  division ;  but  I  am 
delighted  to  hear  that  he  was  present 
with  me  in  the  spirit,  though  not  in  the 
flesh.  Before  sitting  down,  I  cannot 
help  expressing  my  deep  sympathy  and 
entire  agreement  with  the  sentimenta  of 
the  noUe  Earl  on  the  croes-Benches 
(Earl  Grey) ;  and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  al- 
lowed to  remind  your  Lordships  that  it 
is  now  a  little  more  than  twenty-four 
years  since  the  principles  so  ably  enun- 
ciated and  maintained  Dy  the  noble  Earl 
were  really,  in  substance,  sanctioned  and 
adopted  by  your  Lordships'  House,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  grant  to  Maynooth. 
In  that  debate  I  had  the  honour  to  take 
a  part ;  and  it  will  be  always  a  satisfac- 
tion to  me  to  remember  that  I  then 
faintly  and  poorly,  but  very  earnestly, 
expressed  the  same  sentiments.  I  have 
never  since  changed  that  opinion ;  and  I 
believe  that  there  is  in  the  country  a 
very  strong  and  a  growing  current  of 
thought  in  the  same  direction.  I  am 
aware  that,  although  there  is  this  strong 
current  of  thought  in  its  favour,  there  is 
also  a  strong  feeling  against  it ;  but  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  one  is  only  tem- 
porary, and  that  the  other  is  likely  to  be 
permanent.  I  a^ee  with  my  right  rev. 
Friend,  in  thinking  that  there  is  one 
great  mistake  in  the  measure.  I  entirely 
approve  it,  so  far  as  it  was  intended 
thereby  to  establish  religious  equality  in 
Ireland ;  but  I  wish  that  it  had  been  an 
equality  of  power  and  advantages,  and 
not  an  equalitf  of  general  destitution. 
Before  sitting  down,  perhaps  your  Lord- 
ehipa  will  allow  me  to  read  a  short  ex- 
tract from  a  letter  written  by  a  gentle- 
man who  signs  himself  "  A  Catholic 
Priest,"  who  is  said  to  be  a  most  dis- 
tinguished theologian  of  the  Church  of 
Borne,  and  who  deals  with  almost  every 
part  of  this  question.  In  a  few  sen- 
tences, he  expresses  his  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  voluntaryism  and  endowment. 
He  says — 

"  To  cut  niddenlf  kdrift  from  bar  mooring! 
the  Protfitant  Charoh  of  Ireland  woald  fling  her 
ibto  >  "  lea  of  trouble)."  Aboul  that,  ss  &  Cburoh- 
niBn  or  iDOlher  creed,  I  maj,  perhaps,  be  >up- 
pOMd  to  be  indifferent ;  bat  I  am  not.  1  do  not 
tUnk  tiiat  itaU  of  thiop  woold  Im  the  ilightMl 


■dnntage  to  ui  — probably,  quite  tbs  rBven^- 

while, on  the  other  band,  it  would  be  too  likelj  to 
produoe  auch  tpaimadic  efforti  in  ri°hling  hcrertf, 
and  lo  create  bf  the  gercre  tension  each  a  fenali- 
cal  spirit  as  would  lerj  mischievoDiljr  disturb  the 
enlm  and  pence  of  the  oountrj,  anil  whioh,  wero 
it  onlf  on  that  account  alone,  ■  wise  statesman 
would  aToid." 

Lord  CAIRN8  :  I  do  not  rise  now  to 
recur  to  any  of  the  topics  which  were 
germane  to  the  discussion  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  nor  would  it  be  con* 
venient  that,  in  stating  my  view  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Grey),  I  should  now  deal  with  his  ar- 
guments— stated,  I  need  not  say,  with 
his  usual  ability — in  support  of  the  pro- 
position  which  he  desires  your  Lord- 
ships to  adopt.  X  rose  rather  for  the 
purpose  of  uicilitating  tho  progress  of 
business  in  Committee,  and  of  offering 
what  appears  to  me  a  sufficient  reason 
why  we  should  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl.  I  fear  that  the 
noble  Earl  has  not  been  the  only  person 
who  has  departed  trfoa  the  usual  prac- 
tice of  the  House  on  this  occasion,  be- 
cause the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville),  in  objecting  to  tiie  postpone- 
ment of  ^e  Preamble,  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  going  rapidly  through  all  the 
Amendments  on  the  table,  and  of  making 
for  your  Lordships'  convenience  a  cal- 
culation as  to  the  amount  of  money 
which  would  be  required  to  satisfy  every 
one  of  these  Amendments,  coming  as 
they  do  from  various  quarters  of  the 
House.  Well,  I  can  only  say,  that  if 
the  calculations  of  the  noble  Earl  in  re- 
spect to  the  other  Amendments  are  not 
more  accurate  than  what  he  has  made 
with  regard  to  those  that  stand  in  my 
name,  he  will  find  that  hie  arithmetic  is 
extremely  deficient.  In  one  respect  X 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  will  be  gra- 
tified. He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  know  what  Amendments  would 
be  supported  in  this  House,  and  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  that  before  the  dis- 
cussion closes  he  will  ascertain  that. 
With  regard  to  the  present  Amendment, 
we  are  asked  to  depart  from  the  usual 
practice  of  postponing  the  Preamble. 
But  it  seems  to  me  t£at  if  we  depart 
from  that  practice  we  may  be  in  a  posi- 
tion of  considerable  difficulty.  The  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Grey)  says  that  an  alteration 
in  the  Preamble  wUl  not  be  sufficient, 
and  must  be  followed  up  by  clauses  with 
reference  to  the  disposal  of  the  surplus 
property  of  the  Church.    But  suppose 
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that  70nr  LordBhips  asBented  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Earl,  and,  after  alter- 
ing the  Freamble,  decided  against  an 
alteration  of  the  clauses  in  the  sense 
contemplated  by  the  noble  Earl,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  The  House 
would  have  altered  the  Preamble  in  the 
expectation  of  clauses  which  were  to  fol- 
low, and  then  would  have  rejected  these 
clauses.  We  should  be  unable  to  go 
back  to  the  Preamble  because  we  had 
passed  it,  and  should  send  oat  of  Com- 
mittee a  Freamble  which  was  not  con- 
sistent with  the  clauses.  It  seem 
me  that  that  is  quite  a  sufficient  rei 
for  adhering'  to  the  usual  practice  on 
the  present  occasion ;  and  I  hope  that 
the  noble  Earl  will  not  think  that  I  am 
^in^  beyond  my  province  if  I  suggest 
to  him  that,  at  the  oommencement  of  a 
diaouasion  which  will  last  for  a  certain 
length  of  time,  it  will  be  desirable  not  to 
divide  the  Committee  upon  the  propoai- 
tioii  he  haa  made. 

E^BL  BUSSELL :  I  hope  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey) 
will  be  withdrawn,  though  I  by  no  means 
r^ret  that  the  subject  has  been  brought 
under  the  attention  of  your  Lordships. 
But  a  departure  from  the  usual  course 
of  postponing  the  consideration  of  the 
FreamUe  till  the  clauses  hod  been  settled 
would  be  productive  of  considerable 
convenienoe.  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
on  what  data  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville)  bases  his  calculations  with 
regard  to  the  Amendments  proposed. 
After  satisfying  the  claims  of  the  Irish 
Church,  it  was  estimated  that  there  would 
remain  a  surplus  of  some  £7,000,000, 
and  I  proposed  that  in  that  case  a  por- 
tion of  the  smpluB  should  be  expended 
in  providing  glebes  and  manses  for  the 
Presbyterian  and  Boman  Catholic  clergy. 
What  is  eroecially  wanted  for  the  go- 
vernment of  Irel^d  is  moral  influence. 
No  one  can  deny  that  in  this  oountiy 
there  has  been  for  centuries  a  reliance 
on  the  just  and  impartial  administration 
of  the  law.  In  Ireland,  however,  this 
was  far  from  being  the  case.  Not  many 
years  ^o  no  person  could  be  appointed 
to  the  office  of  sheriff  unless  he  were  a 
Protestant ;  and  it  was  well  known  that 
the  Protestant  ^ntry  were  hostile  to  the 
Boman  Cathohcs,  and  that  the  latter 
believed  there  could  hardly  be  a  fair 
trial  in  a  court  of  justice.  Now,  moral 
influence  is  always  connected  with  reli- 
gion in  IreUnd.    Nay,  I  eren  go  for- 
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ther,  and  maintain  that  moral  influence 
prevails    not    only  in  the  EstahHshed 


Church,  but  in  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  also ;  for,  although  the  clei^  ot 
the  latter  communion  may  sometimes 
preach  disafTection,  they  also  likewise 
preach  moral  doctrines,  which  are  of  the 
greatest  use  for  the  support  of  aathoiity. 
I  hope,  my  Lords,  that  when  we  come 
to  the  clauses  in  which  these  questions 
arise  yon  will  not  despise  the  question 
of  moral  influence  in  uie  government  of 
Ireland.  I  feel  quite  sore  that  there  is 
nothing  more  needed  in  Ireland  than 
that  influence,  and  if  you  take  away — 
08  you  will  do  by  the  disestablishmrait 
of  the  Church — an  influence  whiob,  as 
far  as  it  goes,  is  a  good  influence,  on 
behalf  of  morality,  you  ought  not  to 
disregard  altt^ther  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  in  the  same  direction  from 
another  religion.  In  conclusion,  I  havb 
only  to  express  a  hope  that  my  noble 
Friend  will  not  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE:  I  also 
hope  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  will 
not  think  fit  te  take  a  division  upon  his 
Amendment.  In  his  speech  my  noble 
Friend  adverted  to  one  subject  which 
hae  pervaded  to  a  considerable  extent 
the  debates  in  this  House  as  far  as  they 
have  hitherto  gone.  I  allude,  my  Lords, 
to  the  slur  wnich  has  been  studiously 
thrown'  upon  the  voluntary  principle  for 
the  maintenance  of  religion  whitui  pre- 
vails to  so  considerable  an  extent  in  this 
countiT.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  who 
>peaed  this  debate  expressed  Iiis  opi- 
mon  that  it  was  a  most  dangerous  thing 
to  leavefhe  religions  teaching  ofape<mle 
to  the  voluntary  effinrts  of  mdividous, 
and  he  stated,  moreover,  that  such  a 
proceeding,  when  recourse  had  bem 
hod  to  it,  nad  been  invariably  found  to 
entirely  fail.  I  differ  entirely  &om  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  I  differ, 
not  only  from  his  opinions  on  the  matter, 
but  &om  the  opinions  expressed  the 
other  night  by  the  most  rev.  Primate 
the  Archbiahop  of  Canterbury,  when  he 
told  us  that  the  efforts  to  maintain  re- 
lif^ons  ordinances  by  means  of  volnntAiy 
contributions  from  the  people  had  en- 
tirely failed  in  that  portion  of  the  coun- 
try with  which  I  am  more  immediately 
connected.  I  b€^eve  I  am  the  on^ 
member  of  the  Free  Chnrch  of  Scotland 
who  sits  in  your  Lordships'  House,  and 
I  should,  indeed,  deemm^alfa  zogiMBt 
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mwnber  of  that  Church  if  I  did  not  re- 
padiate  a  condemnation  which  I  not 
only  know  to  be  imjuat,  but  which  I 
think  I  can  even  convince  the  most  rev. 
Primate  himself  is  somewhat  ungenerous. 
The  Free  Church  of  Scotland  has  been  cited 
as  an  example  of  what  voluntarj  efforts 
can  do  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  one 
House  of  Parliament,  and  by  my  noble 
Friend  below  me  (Earl  GranviUo)  in  the 
other,  but  to  the  tribute  which  he  paid 
to  the  voluntary  exertions  of  the  Free 
Churchmen  of  Scotland  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate undertook  to  give  a  iciost  stem  and 
eteadfa«t  denial.  Now,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
most 'rev.  Primate  whether  he  founded 
that  denial  upon  an  account  contained  in 
apamphlet  which  was  widely  circulated  ? 
That  pamphlet  contains,  as  was  stated 
\>j  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite, 
(Lord  Cairns)  a  speech  which  was  de- 
Evered  in  the  Presbytery  of  Glasgow,  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  very  naturally 
asked  why  that  speech  was  not  answered. 
Now,  the  noble  and  learned  Ijord  was 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
before  he  took  his  seat  here,  and  I  would 
ask  him  whether  he  has  never  seen  some 
wearisome  and  tedious  speaker  get  up 
in  the  course  of  a  debate,  whereupon 
Membetr  after  Member  would  ranish 
&om  the  arena,  while  even  the  reporters 
closed  their  note-books.  Such  was  the 
fate  of  that  speech  in  the  Presbytery, 
and  in  revenge  it  was  published  by  the 
individual  who  made  it,  and  oiroulated 
with  a  preface  by  another  member  of 
the  Free  Church.  Such  is  the  history 
of  that  speech,  which  contains  one  of 
the  moat  unfair  attacks  I  ever  read  upon 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  I  will  not 
now  make,  except  &om  documents  which 
cannot  be  contradicted,  any  statements 
with  regard  to  what  that  Church  has 
done  in  prosecuting  the  principles  for 
which  it  parted  Irom  the  Establishment 
and  in  maintaining  and  Airthering  its 
views  of  religion.  From  these  docu- 
ments it  will  appear  that  instead  of 
h«ing  an  ntter  failure,  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland  has  been  a  dgnal  success, 
and,  therefore,  the  Irish  CSkurch,  if  die- 
established  and  disendowed,  need  not 
despair  of  being  able  to  do  what  the 
Free  Chnrch  had  done,  not  only  in  Scot- 
land, but  over  the  whole  of  the  Queen's 
dominions.  In  1843  a  number  of  minis- 
ters of  the  Church  of  Scotland  deter- 
mined, for  reasons  into  which  I  will  not 
now  enter,  to  sever  their  oonnectign  with 


the  State,  and  to  surrender  the  endow- 
ments which  they  were  receiving  from 
the  State.  At  tlwt  period  the  number 
of  established  ministers  in  Scotland  was 
between  1,100  and  1,200,  and  of  these 
)  fewer  than  474,  led  by  men  of  the 
'eateet  repute,  thought  fit  to  go  oat 
am  the  Estabhshed  Chnrch,  and,  de- 
serting their  livings  and  foregoing  their 
endowments,  to  form  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland.  Since  1643,  the  number  of 
ministers  has  increased  to  740  upon  the 
rolls  of  the  Church,  and  204  not  upon 
the  rolls,  while  in  the  same  period  900 
churches,  650  manses,  and  600  schools 
have  been  erected.  The  Free  Church 
have  also  built  and  fiimiahed,  with  a  full 
professorial  staff,  three  Colleges  for  train- 
ing men  for  the  ministry,  and  established 
a  bbrary  containing  many  thousands  of 
Tolumee,  some  of  them  of  a  very  rare 
description.  They  have  also  buUt  a  hall 
for  meeting  in  their  Qeneral  Council — 
an  edifice  which  is  second  to  none  in  the 
great  City  of  Edinburgh.  AH  these  are 
&cts  which  cannot  possibly  be  denied. 
But  I  wish  also  to  bring  under  your  Lord- 
ships'  consideration  the  means  which  the 
Free  Church  has  subscribed  for  thepur- 
pose  of  carrying  out  her  oliieots.  Since 
1843,  that  Chiuch  has  subacrihed  for 
her  different  objects  no  smaller  a 
sum  than  £8,600,000.  Bo  &r  from  her 
revenues  deoreami^,  th^  have  been 
year  by  year  increasing.  In  1863-4 
those  revenues  amountea  to  £343,000; 
in  1666,  they  were  £360,000;  in  1866, 
they  were  £369,000;  in  1867,  they  were 
£395,000;  and  last  year  they  were 
£421,000.  That  Ohurclk  shows  not  only 
an  increase  of  yearly  revenue,  but  a 
gradual  increase  of  her  ministerial 
charges,  which  I  think  ought  to  be  aa 
encouragement  to  all  who  may  he  called 
upon  to  maintain  the  ordinances  of  re- 
ligion  by  voluntary  efforts.  But,  in  ad- 
dition to  all  that,  we  have  belonging  to 
the  Free  Church  at  this  moment  pro- 
perty or  assets  to  the  amount  of  very 
nearly  £2,000,000.  We  have  funded 
for  the  uses  of  our  various  schemes 
£350,000,  and  we  have — by  the  organi- 
zation which  it  was  the  good  fortune  of 
the  Free  Church  to  receive  at  the  hands 
of  Ih".  Chalmers — not  a  single  interest 
in  that  Church,  whether  it  be  th« 
widows,  whether  it  be  the  aged  and  in- 
firm ministers,  whether  it  be  the  work- 
ing clergymen,  whether  it  be  missions 
at  home  or  missions  abroad — ^we  ha;Te 
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not  one  of  those  various  interests  which 
is  not  better  attended  to  than  when  they 
-were  joined  to  the  Establiehment.  Kow, 
these  facta,  I  think,  entitle  me  to  say 
that,  BO  far  &om  being  a  failure,  this 
instance  of  &  Church  being  erected  by 
the  voluntary  efforts  of  those  who  be- 
long to  it  is  a  proof  of  what  men  can  do 
if  they  will  omy  do  it  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  their  religion;  and  no  Church 
that  cannot  support,  and  so  justify.  Its 
own  religion  will  ever  thrive  or  ever 
command  respect,  whether  it  be  in  con- 
nection with  the  Stato,  or  whether  it 
stands  on  its  own  responsibiUty.  Within 
the  pale  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  people  of 
that  country  at  present  worship  the  God 
of  their  fathers  according  to  the  Be- 
formed  faith,  and  what  is  more,  that 
Church  has  extended  itself  to  foreign 
climes,  to  India,  andto  the  colonies  under 
Her  Majesty's  dominions.  Her  best  blood 
is  devoted  to  missionBry  labours,  and 
her  work  abroad  is  not  less  valuable  than 
that  which  she  does  at  home.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  it  will  not  go  forth  to  the 
public  tlMt  this  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  has  been  an  entire 
failure.  I  deny  that  it  has  been  so  in 
any  respect  whatever.  I  am  afraid  that 
those  wno  have  an  interest  in  traducing 
that  Church  have  imposed  upon  the 
most  rev.  Primate  by  a  one-sided  state- 
ment ;  and  I  trust  that  these  facts,  every 
one  of  which  is  taken  &om  the  public 
records  of  our  Free  Church,  will  con- 
vince him  that  he  has,  unintentially  I 
am  sure,  cast  an  unjust  stigma  upon 
her.  Why,  the  most  rev.  IVimatehas 
himself  appealed  to  the  voluntary  exer- 
tions of  his  people.  He  has  instituted 
in  London  one  of  the  noblest  schemes 
for  Church  extension  which  modem  days 
have  witnessed.  What  would  he  hare 
said  of  me  if,  on  the  authority  of  a 
pamphlet  published  by  some  grumbling 
curate,  and  prefaced  by  some  bilious 
rector,  I  had  condemned  his  scheme, 
and  told  the  world  that  it  was  an  entire 
fhilure,  when,  by  searching  the  public 
annual  records,  I  might  have  found  evi- 
dence of  the  contrary  ?  I  think  the 
most  rev.  Primate  would  have  said  that 
I  had  been  led  away  by  erroneous  in- 
formation, and  was  mistaken  in  my 
conclusion,  and  I  trust  that  he  will  make 
to  me  the  same  admission  that  I  would 
have  most  readily  made  to  bini  in  that 
case.    I  trost,  my  Lords,  that  the  ez- 
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ample  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland 
will  not  be  lost  upon  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land when  she  may  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  the  members  of  the  Irish  Church 
will  but  earnestly  prepare  themselves  for 
the  change  that  is  coming  they  may 
place  themselves  in  a  position  which  will 
command  the  respect  of  all  who  shall 
behold  them  in  their  disestablished  state. 
I  am  convinced,  my  Lords,  that  if  they 
will  only  put  their  shoulders  to  the 
wheel,  and  do  that  of  which  my  country- 
men have  set  them  the  example,  the 
alarm  as  to  their  not  being  able  to  stand 
or  exist  as  a  Church  without  the  aid  and 
support  of  the  State  will  be  found  to  be 

wholly  groundless.  

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEKBURT  : 
My  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  shown  that  which  I  was  quite  aware 
of — namely,  that  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland  has  made  extraordinary  ef- 
forts, that  she  has  realized  a  lai^  earn 
of  money.  This  I  most  cordially  grant ; 
and  I  should  be  very  sony  if  tne  re- 
marks I  made  on  a  former  occasion 
should  have  given  offence  to  my  noble 
Friend  or  to  &e  Church  'to  which  he  be- 
longs. But  when  I  said  what  I  did  I 
held  in  my  hand  a  pamphlet  which  wsa 

Eubliebed  with  a  preface  by  one  of  the 
jaders  of  the  Free  Church  and  one 
of  the  original  seceders  with  Dr. 
Chalmers,  "uiat  pamphlet  contained  two 
statements ;  the  one  was  that  the  Free 
Church  had  drifted  altogether  away  from 
the  principles  of  Dr.  Chalmers,  going 
into  the  voluntary  principle,  instead  of 
maintaining,  as  neariy  as  possible  under 
altered  circumstances,  the  principle  of 
establishments  as  held  by  that  distin- 
guished divine.  The  other  statement  was 
that  this  gentleman,  one  of  the  oriranal 
seceders,  and  still  a  leader  of  the  Free 
Church,  was  of  opinion  that  the  volun- 
tary principle,  whatever  it  might  do  ia 
large  towns,  however  lai^  might  be 
the  6\anB  which  it  drew  from  the  peo- 
ple, was  unable  to  to  sustain  the  mi- 
nisters in  poor  and  scattered  parishes, 
and  therefore  the  voluntaiy  svstem  failed 
where  its  help  was  most  needed.  What 
has  just  fallen  from  my  noble  Friend 
does  not  disprove  these  statements. 
What  I  want  to  say  now,  however,  has 
reference  to  the  postponement  of  the  Pre- 
amble. I  wish  to  bring  forward  one 
point  which  I  think  has  not  yet  been 
touched.    ^QieTe   is  a  diffioulfy   about ' 
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this  Preamlile  beoauBe  it  declares  a  thing 
which  is  not  true.  We  are  not  eoterinj 
upon  the  Preamble,  aad,  therefore,  , 
BhaU  not  dwell  upon  this  matter ;  but  I 
would  allude  to  the  fact  that  all  through 
this  discussion  it  has  been  taken  lo 
granted  that,  if  the  policy  advocated  by 
tiie  noble  Earl  (Earl  urey)  ia  not  adopted 
the  money  must  go  to  purely  secular 
purposes.  Now,  my  Lords,  that  is  not 
correct.  The  surplus  money,  according 
to  this  Bill,  is  to  go,  in  the  first  place, 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  College  of 
Maynooth.  Is  that  a  secular  pur- 
pose? £500,000  is  to  be  appropriated 
for  tills  purpose.  Therefore,  so  far  as 
the  Preamble  says,  that  none  of  the 
money  is  to  go  for  the  purposes  of 
religion,  it  is  false.  Again,  an  enormous 
amount  of  the  residue  of  the  Church's 
property  is  to  be  devoted  to  the  in- 
struction of  deaf  and  dumb  people, 
and  the  like.  Who  teaches  these  deaf 
and  dumb  people  7  Some  of  the 
money  is  also  to  go  to  reformatories. 
What  is  the  numiier  of  these  refor- 
matories which  are  distinctly  under  the 
management  of  Eoman  Catholic  priests  ? 
I  say  the  question  has  altogether  drifted 
away  &om  that  which  we  were  at  first 
led  to  suppose  it  was.  The  question 
now  is,  whether  the  BiU  as  it  stands 
before  us,  proposing  to  give  £500,000 
of  the  Church  s  money  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  College  of  Maynooth, 
and  to  distribute  many  milUons  for  the 
maintenance  of  asylums.  Colleges,  and 
reformatories,  almost  all  of  which  are 
under  the  management  of  the  Roman 
Cathohc  clergy,  is  the  best  way  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Ainds  of  the  Church,  or 
whether  some  better  plan  may  not  be 
derised — sudi  as  the  noble  Earl  has 
sketched  out,  or  such  as  the  other  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Eussell),  or  the  noble  Duke 
(the  IhikeofCleveland),  are  going  to  pro- 
pose— namely,  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
and  Presbyterian  clei^  shall  at  least 
have  houses  fo  live  in — the  question  is, 
whedier  there  is  any  religious  objection  to 
doing  that  when  you  have  got  over  the  re- 
lifiousobjectionbygivingalai^  portion 
Of  the  funds  to  Maynooth  and  other  in- 
Btitutione  now  under  the  management  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  ?  H  you  are 
going  to  give  this  money  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  doTgy,  pray  say  so,  and  do  not 
pretend  that  it  is  not  going  to  them  when, 
in  fact,  it  is  proposed  by  the  BiU  that  it 
BhaUbeplacedundertheirdirection.  For 
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these  reasons  I  shall  be  prepared  to  sup- 

girt  the  Amendments  of  which  the  noble 
like  andthe  noble  Earlhavegivennotice. 

The  Eakl  of  KQlBEElSlY :  I  rise 
merely  to  putthe  moat  rev.  Primate  right 
upon  one  point.  He  observed  that  in 
compensating  Maynooth  the  BiU  did 
that  which  is  inconsistent  with  the  Pre- 
amble; but  what  does  the  Preamble 
say  ?     It  says — 

"  That  alter  mtiafjing,  to  br  u  pouibla,  upon 
principlei  of  eqiwlilj-  n»  between  the  leveral  reli- 
glooa  denominntioaa  in  Irelanil,  all  juat  and  equit- 
able cUims,  the  property  of  the  said  Churcli  of 
Ireland,  or  the  proceed)  tbereof,  abould  be  held 
and  applied  for  the  adiantoge  of  the  Irieh  people, 
but  not  for  the  mninlenanoe  of  anj  Church,  or 
elergr,  or  other  miniilrj,  nor  for  the  te&ohing  of 
religion." 

Now,  I  maintain  that,  according  to  this, 
you  are  to  satisfy  on  principles  of  equality 
all  just  claims  of  the  several  denomina- 
tions  of  Ireland,  and  the  Government 
say  that  one  of  the  just  and  equitable 
claims  which  must  be  satisfied  before 
you  dispose  of  the  surplus  is  compensa- 
tion for  the  grant  to  the  CoUege  of  May- 
nooth, a  proposal  which  is  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  Preamble  of  the  BiU. 

The  Eabl  op  BANDON  rose  to  make 
a  few  obeervations,  as  he  had  been  pre- 
vented &om  making  a  speech  on  the 
Motion  for  the  second  rea^ng. 

Eael  GRAN71LLE  remarked  that, 
although  the  noble  Earl  was  of  course 
at  libOTty  to  make  what  observations  he 
pleased,  he  was  not  in  Order  in  announc- 
ing that  hie  remarks  referred  to  the  Mo- 
for  the  second  reading. 

The  Earl  of  BANDON  said,  he  had 
no  intention  of  making  the  speech  he 
intended  to  deUver  on  tiie  eecond  read- 
ing, but  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
on  behalf  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland. 
He  held  this  to  be  a  measure  of  the 
greatest  injustice,  for  it  transfeired  the 
nmds  of  the  Protestant  Church  to  pur- 
poses which  would  be  placed  under  the 
man^ement  and  control  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clei^.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Dalhousie)  who  lately  spoke,  had  given 
them  a  glowing  description  of  the  work 
of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  But 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  the 
condition  of  the  Free  Church — who,  be- 
lieving that  they  were  treated  with  in- 
justice, had  voluntarily  gone  and  loft  the 
Church — and  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
who  had  their  churches  taken  from 
them,  and  who  were  left  altogether 
desolate.  He  referred  to  a  speech  mado 
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formerly  in  tlie  House  of  CommonB  by 
the  preeeut  Prime  Minister,  to  the  effect 
that  the  tithee  irere  the  local  ftinds  of 
the  Church,  giren  to  maintain  religion 
in  each  particular  parish ;  and  that  any- 
one who  took  them  for  other  purpoaes 
vas,  in  his  mind,  little  better  than  a 
pubho  plunderer.  He  might  quote  many 
other  opinions  to  the  same  effect.  His 
sole  object,  however,  in  rising  was  to 
say  that  he  had  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
side at  two  large  meetings  of  the  Pro- 
testants in  Ireland,  and  he  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  felt  that  the  greatest  injustice 
was  done  them  by  this  Bill,  and  the 
greatest  injury,  ^though  it  was  true, 
as  they  had  been  told,  that  the  Pro- 
testants had  not  BO  expressed  themselTea 
last  year,  they  were  most  decided  in 
their  denunoiations  of  the  Bill  now ;  and 
the  reason  for  their  comparative  silence 
last  year  was  that  they  could  not  believe 
Parliament  would  do  them  the  injuir 
Government  contemplated  by  this  Bill. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  cQsestablieh- 
ment  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  country ; 
but  what  did  the  country  mean  by  dis- 
establishment ?  Was  the  question  at 
present  at  issue  clearly  put  before  the 
country  ?  Was  it  put  before  the  country 
that  the  diseBtablishment  of  the  Church 
implied  the  undoing  of  the  work  of  the 
Beformadon  in  Ireland,  and  that  the 
practical  effect  of  disestablishing  the 
Churoh  of  Ireland  would  be  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  £oman  Catholic  Church 
in  that  country?  It  was  all  very  well 
for  noble  Lords  who  took  part  in  the 
debate  to  talk  as  they  did  of  the  state  of 
Protestantism  in  Ireland ;  but  let  those 
who  possessed  property  in  that  countiy, 
without  the  advantage  of  seeing  it,  con- 
trast their  position  with  tiiat  which 
would  be  the  position  of  the  Protestants 
in  Ireland  if  this  Bill  passed.  They 
would  hear  the  last  toll  oi  a  bell  whidk 
would  tell  them  of  a  departed  ministei 
and  that  the  parish  church,  connected 
with  all  their  dearest  assooiationB,  would 
be  closed  for  ever.  They  were  constantly 
asked — "If  you  reject  this  BiU,  what  wiU 
you  do  with  Ireland  ?"  He  had  often 
said  in  that  House — "Pray  leave  Ireland 
alone."  Ireland  would  not  be  conciliated 
if  this  Bill  was  rejected — the  Protestants 
regarded  it  as  a  measure  of  injustice, 
and  the  Boman  Catholics  cared  nothing 
about  it.  The  Boman  Catholic  clergy 
might  desire  the  destruction  of  a  rivaj 
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Church,  but  the  countrf  did  not  care 
aboutit.  ["Qnestion!"T  In  conclnaion, 
he  would  implore  their  Lordships,  as 
they  valued  the  future  peace  of  Ireland, 
to  bear  with  him  while  he  cited  the  opi- 
nion of  an  iUustriouB  Prince  who  was 
once  heir  to  the  proudest  throne  in  Eu- 
rope. The  late  Duke  of  York,  npon  his 
dymg  bed,  called  upon  as  to  develop  the 
resources  of  Ireland,  to  depise  agitators, 
and  give  her  the  Bible. 

Lord  WE8TBTIRT:  There  are  one 
two  minor  points  which  I  will  shortly 
notice  before  I  enter  npon  &0  im- 
portant question  which  your  Lordships 
will  have  to  consider.  We  have  het^ 
a  long  episode  in  reference  to  the 
Free  Oiuroh  of  Scotland.  I  have  heard 
that  question  dressed  up  with  great 
pomp  of  oratory.  It  is  said — "Look 
at  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland;  they 
went  out  of  the  EstabliBhment,  and 
they  prospered;  let  us  send  the  Irish 
Chur<di  out  of  the  Establishment,  and  it 
will  prosper."  Such  is  the  logic  of  Her 
&f  aj  esty's  Government.  The  Free  Church 
sustained  a  great  injury,  but  it«  energy 
enabled  it  to  surmount  its  difficulties. 
Do  the  like  injury  to  the  Irish  Church, 
and  depend  upon  it  it  will  show  like 
energy.  There  is  another  topic  on  which 
I  will  only  touch.  There  has  oeen  a  long 
controversy  tonching  the  conduct  of  8t. 
Ambrose,  and  whe^er  in  applying  the 
vessels  of  the  Church  to  secular  nsee  be 
had  been  guilty  of  sacrilege.  What 
might  be  me  opinion  respecting  St. 
Ambrose  in  the  days  wheu  he  lived  I  do 
not  know;  but,  I  must  say,  with  the 
modern  ideas  of  property,  that  if  St. 
Ambrose  had  been  brought  before  me  in 
equity  I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
find  him  guilty  of  a  breach  of  trust,  and 
to  make  him  refiind  the  property.  I 
will,  with  great  deference,  remmd  your 
Lordships  of  an  old  proverb  which  says 
— "  Tou  must  not  steal  leather  to  make 
poor  men's  shoes."  That  is  what  the 
Qovemment  are  doing ;  they  have  stelra 
the  leather  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
but,  sensible  of  injustice,  they  propose 
to  cut  it  up  into  poor  men's  shoes.  I 
pass  on  to  say  I  think  we  are  much  in- 
debted to  tlie  noble  Earl  who  initiated 
this  debate  (Earl  Grey).  I  am  for  this 
reason — there  are  several  circumstancea 
which  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
many  of  the  Amendments  your  Lord- 
ships will  have  to  discuss ;  and  I  think 
we  shall  moke  short  way  viUi  eonw  of 
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them  if  we  fiiet  aacertain  kdA  under- 
stand properly  the  principlea  on  whioh 
ve  are  to  act,  and  then  endeavour  to 
discover  the  true  mode  and  extent  of 
their  application.  That  waa  the  object 
of  the  noble  Earl  in  propoaine  this  sub- 
Btantire  Motion  on  the  Preamble.  True, 
it  is  usual  to  postpone  a  Preamble ;  bat 
why  ?  Because'  it  generally  runs  thus 
— "  Whereas,  it  is  expedient  to  make 
an  alteration  in  the  law,  or  expedient  to 
enact  certain  proTtsione;"  and  whether 
a  man  can  assert  that  it  is  expedient  or 
not  must  depend  upon  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  Of  necessity  therefore  you  re- 
fer to  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  before  you 
aay  whether  it  is  e^wdient  to  pass  it. 
But  have  we  got  such  an  innocent  and 
unpretending  Preamble  here  ?  The  BiU 
is  consistent  throughont.  It  begins  with 
a  Preamble  of  extraordinary  injustice, 
and,  I  will  say,  wickedness ;  and,  having 
commenced  in  that  charactor,  it  preserves 
its  consistency  to  the  end.  Tne  words 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  selected  con- 
tain a  substantive  proposition  snch  as  is 
not  generally  foimd  in  a  Preamble,  the 
object  of  a  Preamble  being  that  you  may 
determine  whether  it  be  right  or  not  to 
accept  the  principle  involved  in  the  Bill, 
and,  when  you  have  discussed  it,  that 
you  may  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
the  danses  of  the  BiU.  In  this  instance 
there  are  three  things  involved  in  the 
terms  of  the  Preamble— firstly,  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland  shall  be  reduced  to 
tiia  voluntary  principle  ;  secondly,  that 
the  Ohurch  of  Ireland  shall  be  deprived 
entirely  of  her  property,  and  that  that 
property  shall  be  applied  to  uses  inconsis- 
tent with  the  obj  ecte  of  the  donors  of  it 
— nun^y,  to  secular  uses  \  and  thirdly, 
— and  this  is  the  most  ijnportout,  and 
but  for  it  I  would  not  have  risen — whe- 
ther we  are  not  bound  to  fiilfil  an  honour- 
able obligation,  and  to  make  some  pro- 
visions for  the  Boman  Catholic  clei^. 
On  the  question  of  the  voluntary  princi- 
^e  I  need  not  detain  your  Loraahips. 
How  we  can  possibly  think  it  would  be 
wise  or  fitting  to  strip  the  Church  of 
Ireland  in  order  that  she  may  pass 
through  the  fire  of  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple IS  something  I  cannot  at  all  un- 
derstand, nor  have  I  heard  one  reason, 
either  of  justice  or  policy,  why  this 
should  be  done.  I  want  to  pass  away 
&om  that  to  what  we  have  now  the  op- 
portunity of  doing,  and  that  is  fulfilling 
the  moral  obligations  whioh  those  wht 


went  before  ns  deliberately  Gonstnictod 
— namely,  to  make  a  State  provision  for 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church.  I  will  go 
no  fiirther  back  than  1792,  when  a  pro- 
position was  made,  for  the  first  time,  to 
endow  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  at 
the  expense  of  the  State,  That  proposal 
was  rejected  by  him  with  indignation. 
But  what  Mr.  Burke  shrank  &om  is  now 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
His  mind  revolted  from  the  propoeitiou 
that  you  should  take  away  the  property 
of  the  Church,  even  if  you  did  so  with 

good  object.  The  matter  remained 
that  position  dU  the  year  1799.  In 
that  year,  on  the  consideration  of  the 
treafy  for  the  Act  of  Union,  Lord 
Castlereagh  obtained  the  consent  of  the 
Prelates  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church, 
on  the  stipulation  that  they  should  re- 
ceive a  provision  out  of  the  Amds  of 
the  State.  They  gave  their  assent  and 
the  Union  was  complete,  but  the  pro- 
mise on  your  port  was  never  fulfilled. 
Now,  my  Lrads,  that  stands  recorded. 
Ton  have  now  a  glorious  opportunity 
of  redeeming  the  promise  that  was  then 
given.  Are  you  not  now  hound  to  do 
so?  Was  it  not  expedient  and  juat  at 
the  time  of  the  Union,  and  is  it  not  still 
more  just  now,  whraa  you  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  falfil  the  promise  which  you 
then  made  and  from  the  performance  of 
which  you  then  slunk  away  ?  Now,  the 
matter  Btands  beyond  possibility  of  doubt. 
You  will  find  from  a  speech  of  Lord 
Castlereagh,  in  1601,  and  &om  the  Par^ 
liamentaiy  debates  of  1810,  that  Lord 
Castlereagh  obtained  the  generous  for- 
bearance of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy 
upon  the  renewed  promise  that  the  ori- 
ginal contract  should  be  completed.  Tes- 
timony was  borne  to  that  fact  over  and 
over  again  in  Parliament  Lord  Castle- 
reagh, in  a  speech  in  1810,  said — 

"UpontliB  eoelMiutiail  part  of  (he  >mng*- 
mant,  hv  was  ■glboriiad,  in  the  jear  1709,  W 
commDDioata  witb  the  CaCholia  clerj^f.  It  wu 
diBlinctlf  undentaod  tbat  the  coDiideration  of 
lbs  politiosl  Elniini  of  the  Catholic!  must  r^ 
main  for  the  consideration  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament ;  bnt  tbe  eipedieaoj  of  niihing  lome 
proviiion  for  their  clergy,  noder  proper  r^oU- 
tioDS,  was  so  generally  recognised,  eiea  bj  those 
who  were  aierie  to  concesiioni  of  a  political  na- 
ture, tbat  a  communication  was  offloiallj  opened 
with  the  heads  of  their  olerg;  upon  tbia  aabjeet.'* 
—\\  Banaard,  xrii.  193.] 
It  was  true  that  the  clergy  at  that  time 
refused  to  receive  this  provision,  because 
they  said  it  must  be  acoompanied  by 
Catholic  Emanoipati<m,  but  tbat  did  not 
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release  tiiis  ooimtry  &0111  the  engage- 
ment vhicb  the;  made.  Upon  this  sub- 
ject Lord  Sidmouth  said — 

"  tis  was  olearlj'  in  favour  of  >  proriiioD  fbi 
■uch  of  the  prie>li  «■  Tould  accept  it:  and  he 
thought  (hat  there  «sa  a  time  when  the;  would 
hare  recr-JTed  it  From  him  (alluding,  no  doubt,  ' 
Lerd  Caillereagh'i  negulialion  in  IS03).  He  co 
•ideml  that  it  would  effactunllj  bind  them  ot 
to  keep  the  peaoe,  and  prove  themaclTO*  fnithTul 
lubjeoti." 

My  Lords,  have  you  forgotten  that,  in 
the  year  1821  the  House  of  Commons 
passed  a  Tote  in  favour  of  State  provi- 
sion  for  the  Bomau  Catholic  clergy  by 
a  large  majority,  and  although  that 
State  provision  has  never  been  made, 
the  polity  then  decWed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  has  never  beeu  met  by  aa; 
coimter  declaration  ?  I  wish  this  matter 
had  been  taken  up  by  the  noble  Ea'rl 
on  my  right,  because  he  would  have 
enriched  it  with  the  personal  knowledge 
'which  he  haa  had  the  opportunity  of 
gaining  during  his  many  years'  acquaint- 
ance with  the  principles  and  sentiments, 
the  settled  opinions  and  the  firm  persua- 
uon  of  the  leading  political  meu  of  the 
time.  Now,  these  are  things  that  ought 
to  be  borne  in  mind  when  we  are  coming 
to  the  discussion  of  a  variety  of  clauses 
in  which  the  principle  of  making  State 
provision  is  dealt  with  in  a.  very  nig- 
gardly way,  and  sometimes  in  a  way 
which  will,  I  am  a&aid,  scarcely  answer 
tiie  purpose  intended.  What  is  the  pur- 
pose intended  ?  Is  it  not  that  you  should 
satisfy  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy  that 
they  are  being  dealt  with  justly,  in  a 
manner  that  wiU  exempt  them  altoge- 
ther from  the  debasing  obligations  which 
they  now  so  frequently  incur  in  their 
relations  to  their  flocks  ?  Now,  anybody 
looking  at  this  Bill  would  naturally  say 
that  the  Oovemment  did  not  know  what 
to  do  with  the  money  at  their  disposal. 
They  seem  to  have  poured  it  into  chan- 
nels where,  to  say  the  least,  it  is  super- 
abundant, unnecessary,  and  uncalled  for; 
but  if  we  examine  the  matter  more  closely 
■W6  shall  find  that  this  plan  has  been 
aelected  because  it  holds  out  so  many 
inducements  to  refrain  from  ofi'ering  op- 
position. I  do  not,  however,  wish  to 
dwell  upon  this.  What  I  desire  to  dwell 
upon  is  that  you  have  now  a  glorious  op- 
portunity to  redeem  the  national  honour 
by  placing  your  Church  and  your  coun- 
ty in  a  state  of  religious  peace.  This 
is  preferable  to  the  encouragement  of 
those  charitable  objects  to  vhich  ;ou 
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are  about  to  give  these  enormous  sums 
of  money  in  the  most  uncalled  for 
manner.  Now,  I  have  a  few  other  ob- 
servations to  make  with  reference  to  the 
taking  away  of  the  prt^erty  of  the 
Churdi.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  de- 
finitiou  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  gave  of  the  word 
"  established."  Establishment  does  not 
imply  any  Church,  building,  or  glebes, 
but  establishment  implies  the  religion, 
the  form  of  faith,  the  mode  of  worship, 
the  doctrine,  the  discipline,  and  the  or- 
dinances of  the  Church  which  the  State 
selects  to  be  the  means  of  affording  Uie 
consolation  of  religious  worship  and 
teaching.  But  when  we  are  told  that 
the  country  assented  to  disestablish- 
ment, I  a^  did  the  country  agree  to 
the  abolition  of  the  Protestant  religion 
and  the  Protestant  form  of  worship  ?  I 
maintain  that  the  country  did  not  so 
understand  the  word.  It  mixed  up  with 
the  real  question  of  disestahbshment  the 
taking  away  of  the  material  possessions 
of  the  Church.  In  that  sense  I  grant 
that  the  country  did  pronounce  a  verdict 
that  the  quantity  of  the  goods  which 
have  been  gotten  in  the  hands  of  the 
Irish  Church  should  not  remain  there, 
but  should  be  made  the  subject  of  a 
more  just  and  equal  distribution.  That 
I  believe  really  to  have  been  the  detd- 
sion  of  the  country,  and  if  you  can;  it 
ont  in  that  spirit  all  good  and  religious 
men  will  second  your  efforts.  Now,  I 
venture  to  offer  an  observation  with  re- 
gard to  the  great  fallacy  that  pervaded 
the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford),  who  spoke  of  the 
property  as  if  it  were  the  property  ot 
the  existing  Church.  But  the  property 
belonging  to  the  Irish  Church,  save 
only  those  gifts  made  to  her  in  her 
present  form,  is  no  less  the  property  of 
Christianity  in  Ireland.  I  pray  you 
again  to  permit  me  to  protest  that  the 
Church's  title  —  that  is,  the  title  of 
Christianity  to  the  property  originally 
given  for  the  maintenance  of  Chris- 
tianity —  is  an  indefeasible  title.  No- 
thing consistently  with  justice  can 
take  it  away  as  long  as  there  is  a 
Christian  population  in  the  country. 
You  may  have  misapplied  it ;  you  may 
have  misappropriated  it,  but  the  title  re- 
ins, the  right  remains,  and  the  duty 
Parliament  remains  to  redress  the 
inequality — to  take  away  that  which  a 
particular  bod;  ius  gotten,  but  vhidi 
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does  not  belong  to  it,  and  to  distribute 
and  appropriate  it  eqaally.  "  Ei^ually  " 
does  not  mean  in  equal  amoimtB,  but  in 
amounts  proportionate  to  the  just  claims 
of  the  different  religious  denominations 
in  Ireland.  If  you  recognize  that  prin- 
ciple, you  recognize  a.  true  one.  It  is 
the  one  constantly  acted  on  in  courts  of 
justice  in  the  an^ogous  case  of  bequeste 
to  charities.  If  that  principle  be  recog- 
nized, undoubtedly  the  Soman  Catholics 
are  entitled  to  a  very  considerable  por- 
tion of  those  funds ;  the  Frotestants  of 
the  Established  Church  are  also  entitled 
to  a  very  considerable  proportion  of  them ; 
and  the  Presbyterians  are  entitled  to  a 
considerable  portion  of  them.  Does  not 
this  principle  of  distributing  these  funds 
among  the  different  religious  denomina- 
tions  reconm^iend  itself  to  every  right- 
minded  man,  and  may  not  your  sense  of 
justice  and  your  feeling  of  charity  be 
abundantly  gratified  by  such  a  distribu- 
tion? The  reformatories  and  asylums 
to  which  it  is  ^oposed  to  nve  the  fiinds 
of  the  Irish  Church  may  be  very  good 
institutions ;  but  first  of  all  do  justice  by 
distributing  the  property  according  to 
right ;  and,  if  you  have  more  than  is 
wanted  for  purely  religious  purposes, 
dedicate  the  Balance  to  those  institutions 
if  you  like.  My  Lords,  I  have  to  com- 
phun  that  in  this  debate  undue  promi- 
nence has  been  given  to  the  clergy  when 
the  distribution  of  the  property  has  been 
spoken  of.  lam  sure  I  ebould  be  doing 
great  injustice  to  the  right  rev.  Prelates, 
md  great  injustice  to  the  clergy  as  a 
body,  if  I  were  to  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  they  claimed  the  property  for  their 
own  sokes.  I  am  sure  they  regard 
themselves  as  what  they  ore — ^the  media 
through  which  this  property  is  applied 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Bpiscopal  Church  in  Ireland 
want  to  have  churches  to  worship  in ; 
they  want  to  have  the  consolations  of 
religion  administered  to  them  by  their 
clergy,  and  diey  want  to  have  their 
chnmies  and  their  clergy  maintained 
out  of  funds  which,  not  ttie  State,  but  the 
piety  of  men  in  former  times,  supplied 
m  order  that  the  people  might  have 
those  religious  consolations.  The  clergy 
are  the  otinisters  and  servants  of  the  re- 
cipients of  that  money.  The  hierarchy 
ore  not  oppofflng  this  Bill  because  you 
are  taking  their  property,  but  because 
you  are  robbing  their  docks,  and  taking 
£ram  liiose  flo^  the  benefits  to  whi(£ 
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they  are  justly  entitled.  I  have  spoken 
on  this  subject  because  I  believe  it  to  be 
the  question  really  before  the  House. 
The  noble  Earl  by  his  Amendment  asks 
that  the  Preamble  shall  not  be  postponed, 
and  he  does  so  in  order  that  the  vote  of 
the  House  may  be  taken  on  the  pro- 
priety or  the  impropriety  of  certain  prin- 
ciples asserted  in  that  Preamble.  I  Uiink 
your  Lordships  are  under  a  deep  obliga- 
tion to  the  noble  Earl  for  having  given 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  these  mat- 
ters at  so  early  a  period  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill. 

The  Dukb  of  RUTLAND :  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  Amendment  (Earl 
Orey)  stated  that  the  people  of  England 
are  in  favour  of  concurrent  endowment ; 
but  the  ri^t  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke  after 
him  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  stated,  and 
I  think  with  equal  confidence,  that  the 
people  of  England  were  not  in  favour 
of  concurrent  endowment.  I  only  rise  to 
express  my  great  regret  that  we  had  not 
the  benefit  of  both  their  votes  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  that 
Amendment  had  been  carried  the  people 
of  England  would  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
on  concurrent  endowment. 

The  Mabouess  of  SAUSBUBT  : 
My  Lords,  in  the  first  place,  I  do  not 
wish  to  allow  this  discussion  to  oome  to 
a  close  without  making  on  observation 
on  the  remarkable  calculations  which  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  evening  pro- 
ceeded from  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  (Earl  Granville).  "What 
my  noble  Friend  did  was  this — He  took 
a  number  of  independent  Amendments, 
several  of  them  rival  ones — in  which 
proposals  are  made  for  dealing  with  the 
surplus,  and  putting  them  altogether, 
he  naturally  brought  out  a  sum  in  ex- 
cess of  the  whole  of  that  surplus.  Taking 
the  result,  he  said — "See  how  unrea- 
sonable the  House  of  Lords  is ! "  I  do 
not  know  whether  my  noble  Friend  has 
ever  had  the  misfortune  to  hear  a  debate 
on  a  Budget.  If  so,  he  must  have  heard 
rival  financiers  make  proposals  all  of 
which  taken  together  would  have  dis- 
posed of  an  amount  equal  to  four  or  five 
times  the  amount  of  the  national  re- 
venue. If  my  noble  Friend's  calcula- 
tions were  applied  in  such  a  case,  all  the 
proposals  of  all  those  financiers  would 
be  condemned  as  he  has  condemned  the 
Amendments  this  evening.  Another 
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fallaxiy  irlucli  tlie  QoTemment  aeems  to 
hare  laid  hold  of  is  this,  that  what  is 
^ven  b^c  the  Bill  as  a  pure  matter  of 
justice — aa  an  inevitable  a«t  of  justice — 
in  the  way  of  compensation  for  life  in- 
terests, and  what  the  moat  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Dublin)  and  I  my- 
self propose  to  have  given  to  the  cu- 
rates, ought  to  be  set  down  aa  so  much 
given  to  the  Church.  The  GoTeni' 
ment  do  not  seem  to  remember  that 
the  clergy  are  not  the  Church,  but  the 
servants  of  the  Church.  If  it  should 
ever  happen  in  the  victsaitudea  of  poli- 
tical affairs  that  the  distinction  now 
drawn  between  corporate  property  and 
private  property  ahould  be  (found  too 
nimsy,  and  that  proceedings  should  be 
taken  to  disendow  my  noble  Friend 
himself,  and  if  he  should  set  up  in  miti- 
gation that  he  is  no  longer  a  young  mas 
and  ought  not  to  he  turned  out  on  the 
world,  he  may  be  told  that  life  interests 
have  been  acrupulously  regarded,  that 
his  gamekeepers  wiU  receive  a  pension, 
and  that  hia  butler  will  be  taken  care  of. 
My  noble  Priend  may  then  remember 
with  regret  the  arguments  now  used  by 
himself  and  his  friends  against  the  Irish 
Church.     I  thought  it  right  to  enter  my 

Srotest  early,  because  no  doubt  we  shall 
ave  a  groat  many  calculations  from  my 
noble  Friend ;  and  though  I  can  hardly 
hope  to  do  anything  towards  his  educa- 
tion, I  will  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  in  future  he  will  avoid  that  sort  of 
arithmetic.  I  trust  he  will  avoid  the 
obvious  faUacies  of  such  calculations.  I 
entirely  demur  to  his  estimate  of  the 
financial  results  of  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper.  I  believe  it  to  be  enormously 
exaggerated.  Of  course,  the  schemes  of 
concurrent  endowment  are  rival  schemes, 
and  I  believe  that  the  amount  involved 
in  the  Amendments  would  not  reach  more 
than  half  the  sum  estimated  bymy  noble 
Friend.  I  quite  concur  with  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Caime)  that  this 
is  not  the  most  convenient  opportunity 
for  expressing  an  opinion  on  concurrent 
endowment;  but  much  has  been  said 
on  the  subject  in  the  course  of  this  dia- 
cuBsion,  and  as  I  think  that  in  a  criais 
like  the  present  each  man  ia  bound  t<] 
contribute  his  opinion,  I  shall  not  shrink 
from  stating  what  is  mine.  I  differ  en- 
tirely from  the  noble  Duke  who  has  just 
sat  down.  As  long  as  the  property  of 
the  Church  was  preserved  to  the  Church, 
I  would  have  opposed  any  endowment 
7V  Marqimt  of  SaUihvrt/  ' 
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of  the  Boman  Catholics,  not  because  the 
money  would  have  been  paid  to  the  Bo- 
man  Catholics,  but  because  it  would  have 
taken  &om  the  Church ;  but  now  that 
it  seems  to  be  agreed  Uiataconsiderable 
^nount  of  property  is  to  be  taken  from 
the  Church,  I  think  that  whatever  good 
there  is  in  this  measure — and  there  is 
very  little  good  in  it — will  be  destroyed 
except  something  of  that  kind  is  agreed 
to.  In  the  first  place,  as  to  the  matter 
of  title.  The  title  of  the  Protestant 
Church  is  a  title  derived  from  a  posses- 
sion of  three  centuries,  and  &om  pre- 
scription; but  you  have  in  part  set  it 
aside,  and  what  title  comes  next  ?  The 
title  that  preceded  that  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  I  cannot  accept  the  justice  of 
the  phrase  "concurrent  endowmrait." 
That  phrase  would  convey  to  others  the 
idea  that  we,  a  Protestant  State,  were 
prepared  to  tax  ourselves  and  out  of  ear 
own  resources  to  contribute  to  the  sup- 
port of  that  which  we  beUeve  to  be  error 
in  religion.  Now,  that  is  not  my  im- 
pression of  the  operation  which  we  are 
invited  to  perform  in  the  present  in- 
stance. The  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
is  not  the  property  of  the  State  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  taxes  levied  by  Par- 
liament are  its  property.  The  money 
with  which  we  are  dealing  is  rather 
trust  money  to  bo  applied  to  trust  pur- 
poses. If  you  swept  all  this  money  mto 
the  Exchequer,  and  paid  the  soldiers 
and  saUors  of  your  Army  and  Navy  out 
of  it,  there  is  no  moralist  in  this  country 
who  would  deny  that  you  would  be  doing 
agreatwrong.  That  being  so,  the  framers 
of  this  Bill  have  sought,  as  finr  as  th^ 
thought  possible,  to  apply  it  to  purposes 
analogous  to  those  for  which  it  was 
originally  intended,  and  it  is  deariy 
therefore  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
funds  of  the  Irish  Church  are  not  the 
property  of  the  State  in  the  sense  that 
you  may  devote  them  to  any  purposes 
which  you  may  please.  They  constitute 
proper^  which  you  feel  bound  to  ap- 
ply within  a  somewhat  narrow  grove,  and 
m  applying  it  you  are  not  dealing  with 
the  property  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, or  endowing  eit^ier  what  you  deem 
to  be  truth  or  error.  Tou  are  applying 
it  according  to  your  conception  of  the 
trusts  under  which  it  ia  held,  and  the 
only  question,  it  seems  to  me,  which  we 
have  to  consider  is,  whether  it  is  more 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  a  portion  of  it  should  be  deroted  to 
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express  a  hope  tliat  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Gray)  will  cot  press  his  Motioii  to  a 


the  BQ^^rt  of  limatica  or  of  Boman 
Catholic  jufiests  ?  If  the  qaestiou  were 
put  to  me,  I  frankly  confess  that  I  should 

rfer  that  the  money  should  be  applied 
the  benefit  of  the  Boman  CadLolio 
priests  instead  of  being  given  to  lunatics. 
I  may  add  that  a  question  of  the  gravest 
policy  seems  to  me  to  underlie  that  which 
■we  have  been  discussing  to-night.  Ton 
tell  ns  that  this  Bill  is  a  great  message 
of  peace  to  Ireland.  What  ia  the  use  of 
a  measage  of  peace,  if  you  refuse  to 
apply  this  money  for  the  religious  pur- 
poses most  acceptable  to  a  large  portion 
of  the  people  ?  It  would  be  equivalent 
to  telling  the  Boman  Cotholica — "We 
are  willing  to  strip  your  rivals  of  their 
property,  but  so  utterly  do  we  detest 
your  religion  that  we  prefer  having 
recourse  to  any  sort  ot  device  —  to 
invent  imaginary  lunatice  —  to  adopt 
any  sort  of  fantastic  expedient,  rather 
than  apply  any  part  of  it  to  the  sup- 

rrt  of  uie  ministers  of  that  religion  ?'' 
quite  understand  the  feeling  of  the 
Boman  Catholics,  aa  expressed  by  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Denbigh), 
but  you  must  regard  rather  their  ulti- 
mate feelings  than  those  to  which  they 
give  expression  at  the  present  moment. 
When  titey  remember  the  way  in  which 
this  Bill  was  framed,  do  you  thii)lr  they 
will  be  disposed  to  look  iu>on  it  as  a 
meeaage  of  peace  to  Ireland  from  Eng- 
land ?  I  cannot  help  fancying  they  wul 
be  of  (^nnion  that  it  is  a  very  Irish  mode 
of  ocmciliating  Ireland.  But  there  may 
be  one  cause  for  congratulation  amid 
the  many  causes  of  sorrow  and  dismay 
which  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will  bring 
with  it,  and  that  one  is,  that  it  may  make 
the  Boman  Gatholica  of  Ireland  a  con- 
tested people,  if  the  Boman  Catholic 
{oieste,  as  is  done  by  the  priesthood  of 
every  other  religion,  will  only  exert 
themselves  to  render  them  loyal  to  civil 
govenmieut.  For  my  own  put,  I  would 
l^ive  up  numy  privileges  to  attain  that 
end,  and  those  who  would  refuse  to  in- 
troduce into  the  Bill  any  provisions  cal- 
culated to  secure  that  object  would,  in 
my  opinion,  deprive  themselves  of  the 
only  good  excuse  for  bringing  it  under 
our  consideration.  As  to  the  particular 
acfacane  which  should  be  adopted,  I  would 
merely  observe  that  that  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  aevdand)  seems  to 
me  to  possess  the  greatest  advantages. 
But  on  that  I  shall  say  nothing  further 
BOW.    X  would  merely,  in  conclusion, 


press  1 
division.  It  Is  always  inconvenient  to 
take  a  division  at  one  and  the  same  time 
question  of  form  and  principle.  In 
doing  so  you  may  rank  against  yourself 
in  the  same  Lobby  those  who  differ  from 
you  in  principle  ss  w^  as  those  who 
object  to  your  Motion  in  point  of  form. 

The  Makqcbss  of  CLANEICiRDE 
expressed  hie  entire  concurrence  in  the 
o^anion  that  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  was 
open  to  objection.  The  words  which  he 
proposed  to  omit  from  it  simply  amounted 
to  a  statement  that  there  being  a  cer- 
tain surplus  out  of  the  property  of  the 
Established  Church  at  the  disposal  of 
Fsriiament  that  surplus  might  be  ap- 
propriated to  any  other  purpose  in  Ire- 
land except  the  teaching  of  religion. 
Now  he,  &r  one,  could  not  see  what  ad- 
vantage there  would  be  in  setting  out 
with  such  a  statement  as  that,  and  he 
could  not  help  regarding  it,  to  say  the 
least,  as  being  entirely  uncalled  for. 
For  hie  own  part,  he  might  add,  he  had 
always  endeavoured  to  promote,  as  far 
as  lay  in  his  power,  regions  equality 
in  Ireland;  but  it  had  never  ocouired 
to  him  that  that  desirable  end  was  to  be 
attained  by  the  wholesale  destruction  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  that  country. 
When  the  question  was  broached  last 
year,  he  did  not,  he  must  confess,  un- 
derstand— nor  did  he  pretend  yet  to  un- 
derstand— the  full  scope  of  the  word  dis- 
establishment ;  but  he  certainly  thought 
that  the  scheme  which  was  brought  for- 
ward would  have  been  somewhat  more 
in  consonance  with  the  expressed  wishes 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  quite  admitted 
that  in  order  to  place  the  inhabitants  of 
Ireland  on  an  equal  footing  there  could 
be  no  more  simple  mode  of  proceeding 
than  to  take  from  all  of  them  everything 
they  possessed ;  but  then  he  should  have 
expected  to  have  found  more  ingenuity 
displayed  in  a  measure  dealing  with  a 
great  subject.  Of  statesnanship  or  in- 
genuity he  saw,  however,  no  evidence  in 
Uie  present  Bill,  although  much  labour 
had,  no  doubt,  been  expended  upon  its 
details.  The  voluntary  principle  once 
adopted  could  not  be  confined  to  Ire- 
land, and  every  argument  used  in  the 
course  of  the  present  or  former  debates 
was  in  a  sufficient  degree  applicable  to 
the  Church  in  England.  When  it  was 
asserted  that  the  Boman  Catholics  or 
Presbyterians  in  Irelajid  would  not  ac- 
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cept  glebes  for  their  dei^,  he  oould 
not  brinff  bimaelf  to  accept  the  state- 
ment im^citly.  No  doubt  a  very  large 
and  energetic  body  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land supported  the  principle  of  "No 
surrender;"  but  every  man  of  experi- 
ence or  judgment  in  Irelaad,  for  several 
years  past,  had  been  of  opinion  that  some 
provision  for  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy 
-would  be  the  best  poBsible  mode  of 
meeting  existing  dlmeulties.  Ev 
body  to  whom  he  had  spoken  admitted 
that  such  an  arrangement  ought  to  be 
made ;  but  some  said  it  was  impossible, 
and  others  that  it  was  too  late.  He 
should  like  to  know  why  it  was  either 
impoeaiblo  or  too  lato  to  do  that  upon 
which  the  great  majority  of  educated 
people  in  inland  who  had  paid  atten- 
tion to  Irish  affairs  were  agreed  in  opi- 
nion. Yarious  Amendments  had  been 
suggested,  contemplating  the  same  ob- 
ject which  he  himself  had  in  view,  bul 
adopting  different  methods  of  proced- 
ure. When  the  proper  time  came  he 
should  gladly  fall  in  with  any  arrange- 
ment which  was  best  calculated  to  effect 
the  common  object.  Of  this  he  was 
suaded,  that  the  present  was  the 
and  probably  the  only  chance  which 
would  be  offered  to  the  House  of  con- 


allowed  to  pass. 

Eam,  obey  said,  he  still  retained 
the  opinion  that  the  proper  time  to  de- 
clare whether  the  surplus  funds  of  the 
Church  should  be  applied  to  secular  or 
wholly  to  religious  uses  was  upon  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill ;  but,  as  it  appeared 
to  be  the  prevailing  opinion  that  the 
convenience  of  the  House  would  be  best 
consulted  by  raising  the  question  at  a 
later  period  he  should  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

On  Question?  Sftohed  in  the  AJirtna- 
tite:  Preamble  postponed  accordingly. 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agried  to. 

Clause  2  (Dissolution  of  legislative 
union  between  Churches  of  England  and 
Ireland).  

The  Akchbishop  op  CANTERBUET 
moved  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  for  extending  the  time  at 
which  the  operation  of  the  Bill  would 
commence  &om  1871  to  1872.  This 
course,  the  most  rev.  Primate  said,  he 
adopted  at  the  instance  of  those  who  best 
imderstood  tlie  position  of  the  Irish 
lie  Margveu  of  Clanrieardt 


Church.  It  was  hardly  possible  to  sup- 
pose that  the  formation  of  a  new  Church 
could  be  accomplished  within  so  limited 
a  period,  and  some  time  would  also  be 
necessary  for  effecting  an  alteration  in 
the  law  of  marriage. 

Amendment  moved,  line  27,  to  leave 
out  ("one")  and  insert  ("two.") — {Thi 
Lord  Arehbitkop  of  Cantvrburj/.) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  perfectly  ad- 
mit that  the  date  ought  to  be  as  ur  off 
as  is  absolutely  necessary ;  but  I  like- 
wise feel  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford),  who  spoke 
earlier  in  the  evening,  that  delay  in 
such  matters  is  calculated  to  be  very  dis- 
advantageous to  the  Irish  Church.  In 
all  ordinary  matters  much  less  energy  is 
shown  where  there  is  any  long  interval 
te  elapse  than  when  pressure  is  imme- 
diately felt,  and  I  tiiink  this  obser- 
vation especially  applicable  to  the  state 
of  the  Irish  Church.  The  fiiture  of 
that  Church  must  depend  upon  the 
cordial  feeling  of  the  laity  acting  with 
the  clergy ;  and  if  that  feeling  is  al< 
lowed  to  cool  down  for  two  years  and 
a-half  the  result,  probably,  will  not 
prove  as  favourable  as  if  we  adhered  to 
the  date,  which  was  not  adopted  with- 
out very  grave  consideration  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  As  to 
any  orrongemente  which  may  have  to  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  marriage  laws, 
it  seems  impossible  to  beheve  t£at  this 
could  not  be  accomplished  in  the  course 
of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 

The  Mabquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
asked  if  the  Government  would  then 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject? 

Ea&l  GRANVILLE  replied,  that  it 
would  be  thedu^  of  Government  to  do  so. 

LoHD  CATENS  said,  the  principle  of 
this  measure  having  been  determined 
upon,  the  time  fixed  for  the  actual  die- 
eataUishment  ought  not,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Church,  to  be  postponed  longw 
than  is  really  desirable.  But,  then,  the 
question  is,  what  is  the  really  demrable 
period  to  fix  ?  In  this  respect  I  do  not 
think  the  Gk>vemment  stand  committed, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister  stated  that,  although  the  Qo- 
vemment  after  consideration  had  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  January,  1871, 
was  the  best  period  to  fix,  they  would 
not  object  to  alter  it  if  any  reason  oould 
be  advanced  for  doing  so.  Having  con- 
sidered the  reasons  givan  tor  iliaiag 
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that  date,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  they 
are  not  only  Batisfactory  to  my  mind, 
but  that  great  weight  must  be  attached 
to  the  opinions  entertained  by  the  Irish 
Churchmen  themselvea  upon  the  point 
These  persons,  while  not  deeiting  to 
postpone  the  date  unnecessarily,  are  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate,  and  that  ought  to  weigh 
with  your  Lordships.  One  point  which 
weighed  with  the  members  of  the  Irish 
Church,  in  causing  them  not  to  seek  to 
postpone  the  date  of  disestabliehment 
unnecessarily,  is  this  —  No  vested  inte- 
rests can  be  created  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  although  there  will  be  a  clause 
providing  for  i£e  commatation  of  those 
interests  which  are  vested.  Conse- 
quently, the  longer  the  period  of  dis- 
establishment is  postponed,  the  lai^r 
the  number  of  existing  interests  that  will 
fall  off,  and  the  fewer  will  be  the  vested 
interests  remaining  t*  be  commuted.  A 
desire  for  delay,  accordingly,  is  not  one 
which  is  likely  to  be  rashly  entertained 
by  the  friends  of  the  Church,  since  it 
must  operate  financially  against  its  in- 
terests. Your  Lordships  must  remem- 
ber that  the  first  work  which  the  Church 
will  have  to  undertake — a  work  which 
cannot  be  spoken  of  in  too  serious  terms 
— is  the  re-constnction  of  itself  as  a  free 
and  disestablished  Church,  a  work  only 
to  be  undertaken  after  mature  delibera- 
tion, consultation,  and  advice,  and  after 
ascertaining  the  opinions  entertained 
not  merely  by  some  central  body,  but 
through  the  various  dioceses  of  Ireland. 
For  myself,  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to 
suppose  that  the  whole  of  that  can  be 
done  satisfactorily  or  completely  in  a 
shorter  space  than  a  twelvemonths.  But 
it  is  not  till  after  the  central  body  has 
been  oonstitufed  that  this  body  will  be 
in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  Oommis- 
sionere  and  incumbents  as  to  the  com- 
mutation of  life  interests.  It  is  all- 
important,  when  the  day  arrivea  for  the 
final  disestablishment  of  the  Church,  that 
all  the  arrangements  should  be  complete, 
so  that  the  new  Church  may  spring  into 
action  with  whatever  re- construction  over 
the  face  of  the  eountty  as  to  incumhen- 
des  may  be  agreed  on.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  the  various  incum- 
bents, who  are  something  like  2,000  In 
number,  another  space  of  twelve  months 
is  absolutely  necessary.  Thus,  the  in- 
terval of  two  years  asked  for  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 


'Would  seem  to  be  not  only  reasonable, 
but,  in  the  interests  of  the  Church,  ab- 
solutely indispensable. 

LoBD  DENMAN  protested  that  the 
vote  to  postpone  disestablishment  till 
1872  did  not  bind  him  to  support  diB> 
establishment.  He  regretted  very  much 
that  some  of  the  Spiritual  Peers  had  ad- 
mitted the  princi[Je,  and  he  felt  certain 
that  if  the  country  were  appealed  to  that 
this  measure  wonld  not  be  approved  of 
by  those  capable  of  judging,  when,  in 
1666,  the  Iteform  Bill  was  objected  to 
by  a  distinguished  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Covemment  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eiohequer),  in  "another  place," 
because  the  franchise  went  so  low  as  £7 
rental,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — whom 
he  had  just  seen  on  the  steps  of  the 
Throne — had  expressed  his  fear  that 
Bishops,  the  oldest  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, would  be  excluded  irom  the  House 
of  Jjords;  but  he  (Lord  Denman)  felt  con- 
fidence in  the  constituency  who,  according 
to  the  franchise  proposed  to  be  given  to 
Leeds  in  1821,  after  Grampound  was 
disfranchised,  should  pay  scot  and  lot 
— not  be  paid  for  by  their  employers, 
but  of  their  own  fi^e  will — and  he  was 
sure,  judging  from  the  speeches  in  de- 
bate, that  even  if  Bishops  should  each 
say  Nolo  £^iseopari,  that  the  Irish  Spiri- 
tual Peers,  of  whom  possibly  one  now 
on  the  English  Bench  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)  might  have  been  one, 
would  be  greatly  missed  in  this  House. 
The  question  would  be  raised  in  Com- 
mittee, but  he  was  sure  from  what  he 
had  learned  in  travelling  about  lately, 
and  from  the  &ct  that  several  most  in- 
fluential and  experienced  Members  of 
the  late  Parliament  had  lost  their  seats, 
some  having  been  rejected  more  than 
once,  that  t£e  sense  of  the  country  was 
against  disestablishment. 

The  Dukb  ov  LEINSTEE:  I  trust 
that  no  alteration  will  be  made  in  the 
clause  as  it  stands,  for  the  result  will  be 
only  to  koep  the  country  for  ajiother  year 
in  hot  water. 

The  Earl  of  OAHNAHVON  :  I  will 
endeavour  to  compress  my  ideas  on  this 
clause  into  almost  as  few  words  as  those 
of  the  noble  Duke.  I  own  to  consider- 
able doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  this 
Amendment,  because  I  do  not  think  it 
advisable  to  prolong  a  period  of  difficulty 
and  of  pain  to  the  &ish  Church.  At  the 
same  time  I  am  staggered  by  what  I 
have  heard — o&mely,  that  it  is  the  de- 
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Bire,  the  strong  denre,  of  the  Irieh 
Churdi  to  have  a  little  Airtlier  extenmon 
of  time  in  order  to  complete  its  Biraiige- 
ments ;  and  I  am  assured,  on  authority 
Thich  I  can  hardly  doubt,  that  that 
anxiety  proceeds  not  from  any  desire  to 
embarrass  the  progress  of  the  meaBure, 
but  &om  an  honest  desire  to  give  effect 
to  the  proTisionB  of  the  Bill  vhen  it 
shall  become  law.  For  this  reason,  in 
spite  of  my  otu  doubts  on  the  subject, 
I  should  not  be  prepared  to  say  "No" 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  most  rev. 
Primate. 

On  Question,  That  the  word  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause  " 
their  Lordships  divided: — Contents  74 
Not-Contonts  130 :  Majority  56. 
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The  Bwhop  of  GLOUCESTER  amd 
BBISTOL  said,  he  had  givea  notice  of 
a  proTiBO  to  be  added  to  the  clause,  to 
the  effect  that  nothing  contained  in  the 
Bill  should  prevent  anyone  now  or  here- 
after to  be  ordained  by  the  Irish  Church 
from  holding  prefennenta  in  England 
and  Wales,  u  he  should  have  obtained 
the  consent  in  vriting  of  the  Biehop  of 
the  diocese  and  of  the  Ardibishop  of 
the  province.  He  had,  hovever,  re- 
ceived excellent  counsel  on  the  subject, 
and  it  was  his  intention  not  to  move  the 
^ovifio  until  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Seport,  when  he  ahould  be  able  to  pre- 
sent it  in  an  altered  and  improved  form. 

The  Mabqdess  of  SALISBUET  sug- 
geeted  the  desirability  of  inaertiiig  m 
we  clause  some  description  or  definition 
of  the  formularies  of  the  Church  of 
England,  for  it  was  very  uncertain  what 
fonnulanea  the  sew  Church  of  Ireland 
would  adopt.  

The  I>uke  of  BtJTLAND  said,  he 
had  given  notice  of  a  Motion  to  omit 
this  clause  altogether,  because  it  did 
away  entirely  with  the  Queen's  su- 
premacy ;  whereas,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  of  very  great  importance  that  the 
Queen's  supremacy  should  be  main- 
tained in  all  cases,  ecclesiastical  as  well 
OS  civil,  throughout  her  dominions.  He 
also  held  that  the  Queen's  supremacy 
was  necessary,  in  order  to  regulate  and 
control  the  new  Church,  which  was  to 
be  founded  upon  the  ruins  of  the  old 
Church.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
had  addressed  their  Lordships  this  even- 
ing, bad  expressed  a  hope  uat  the  new 
Cbnroh  womd  be  one  in  discipline  and 
in  doctrine  with  the  Church  of  England. 
He  also  hoped  that  such  might  be  the 
case  ;  but,  in  order  to  attain  that  result, 
it  was  of  very  great  importance  that  the 
Boyal  supremacy  shoiud  be  preserved 
OS  the  great  security  for  the  unity  and 
oneness  of  the  United  Churches  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  He  further  objected 
to  the  dause,  because  its  Parliamentary 
language  destroyed  the  union  between 
the  two  Churches.  But  it  could  only  do 
that  by  dissolving  the  5th  Article  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  which  Article  was,  in  his 
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judgment,  an  essential  part  □£  the  Act 
itself.  This  had  been  fOready  stated  to 
their  Lord^ps  by  himself  and  other 
noble  Peers,  and  no  answer  had  yet 
been  given  to  the  objection.  He  wished 
to  enter  his  protest  against  the  clause  ; 
and,  if  there  were  any  chance  of  success, 
he  would  certainly  divide  the  Committee 
against  it. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  noble  Buke 
would  divide  the  Committee,  in  order 
that  tbose  who,  like  himself,  felt  strongly 
upon  this  subject,  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  recording  their  vote  against  it. 
The  clause  was,  in  reality,  contraiy  to 
the  very  principle  on  whi»i  the  Bill  pro- 
fessed to  be  based ;  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  of  Ireland  would 
destroy  the  equalify  which  existed  be- 
tween the  different  denominations  in 
Ireland,  and  would  establish  the  Church 
of  Eome  more  firmly  than  it  was  estab- 
lished at  present.  The  Church  of  Borne 
was  already  an  estabhshed  Church  in 
that  country,  in  all  essential  particulars. 
What,  he  would  ask,  were  the  essentials 
of  an  Established  Church  ?  First  of  all, 
there  was  supremacy,  which,  unquestion- 
ably, existed  in  the  Church  of  Bome. 
The  second  essential  of  an  Establish- 
ment was  the  appointment  of  officers. 
Now,  everyone  was  aware  that,  in  spite 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act,  of  1850, 
the  Pope  had  continued  to  appoint  in 
this  country  officers  with  territorial  titles, 
from  cardinals  downwards,  and  these 
of&cers  occupied  a  more  independent  po- 
sition than  any  Archbishop  or  Bishop  of 
the  Estabhshed  Church.  Well,  would 
any  Soman  Catholic  assert  that  the  fk- 
tabUshed  Church  was  degraded  by  Her 
Majesty's  appointment  of  Dr.  Trench  to 
the  archiepiscopal  see  of  Dublin,  any 
more  than  his  own  community  would  be 
degraded  by  the  Pojf>e  appointing  Dr. 
Manning  to  the  art^episcopal  see  of 
Westnunster  ?  The  two  cases  were,  in- 
deed, strictlyparallel,  for  in  Ireland  the 
Protestant  Church  was  in  a  minority, 
while  in  England  the  Boman  CathoUo 
Church  was  m  a  minority.  He  wished 
to  speak,  more  by  way  of  protest,  than 
of  ai^:ument;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  the  third  point  of  an  Establishment 
was  the  right  of  appeal.  It  was  well 
known  that  every  Boman  Catholic  could 
carry  his  cause  to  Borne,  as  the  final 
court  of  appeal ;  and  at  the  present  time, 
the  Prelates,  clergy,  and  laity  of  the. 
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Irieli  EatabliBhed  Church  could  carry 
their  appeals  to  the  Queen  in  Council. 
The  BiU  would,  however,  take  away  that 
right.  The  professed  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  secure  the  equaiilj  of  all  reli- 
gious iu  Ireland ;  whereas,  this  clause 
established  the  most  f^tal  inequali^  of 
the  Protestant  Church.  The  Church  of 
!Rome  would  be  lile  the  ivy,  which 
would  continue  to  cling  to  the  wall  to 
which  it  had  clung  for  centuries  ;  while, 
iu  the  case  of  the  Protestant  Church,  it 
was  proposed  to  toar  down  the  ivy  &om 
the  wall,  and  bid  it  to  grow  up  for  the 
future  wiUiout  tmy  support. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFOJCD  said,  if  his 
right  rev.  Friend  intended  his  speech  as 
a  protest,  he  might  have  chosen  a  better 
form  of  protesting,  while,  if  it  was  in- 
tended as  an  argument,  it  was  an  entirely 
fallacious  one.  He  differed  from  his 
right  rev.  Friend  on  this  point,  although 
be  agreed  with  him  that  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church  was  a  great 
misfortune.  When  he  beard  the  argu- 
ment of  his  right  rev.  Friend  he  was 
lost  in  astonishment,  for  according  to  it 
the  Soman  Catholic  Church  was  at  the 
present  moment  the  EstabUshed  Church 
of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland.  But 
what  was  the  meaning  of  an  Established 
Church  ?  It  was  s  Giurch  with  which 
the  Stato  had  so  identified  itself  that  the 
courts  of  that  Church  were  the  courts  of 
the  Queen.  How,  then,  could  it  be  said 
that  after  the  passing  of  that  Bill  the 
Boman  Cathoho  Church  would  be  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland?  It  would 
be  BO  in  no  sense  wbatover.  The  Roman 
Cathoho  Church  in  Ireland  would  be  en- 
abled to  appeal  privately  to  Home ;  but 
the  sentence  ofnooneof  its  courts  would 
be  taken  up  by  any  court  of  Gk«at 
Britain  and  admiulstered  as  being  the 
decision  of  a  court.  The  disestabhsfa- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church  was  a  great 
evil ;  but  te  tell  them  that  the  evil  of  it 
was  that  it  would  leave  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Church  in  Ireland  as  an  Estab- 
lished Church  was  nothing  more  than  a 
play  upon  words,  ^idwae  simply  trifling 
with  their  liordships. 

EiBL  STANHOPE  said,  he  hoped 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Lichfield)  would  not  divide  theComnuttee 
on  the  clause.  After  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  was  affirmed,  it  was  usual  to  go 
into  Committee  to  consider  the  clauses, 
and  amend  them  if  amendment  was  de- 
sirable, but  not  to  attempt  to  defeat  the 
The  Hithop  of  Ziehjitid 


very  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  felt  that  so 
strongly  that,  although  for  reasons  which 
were  satisfactory  to  themselves,  he  and 
others  bad  re&ained  &om  giving  any 
vote  on  the  second  reading,  yet  if  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  persisted  in  dividing 
the  Committee,  he  would  most  assuredly 
give  his  vote  for  the  retention  of  the 
clause. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  ex- 
plained that  he  had  not  said  he  would 
divide  the  Committee  against  the  clause, 
but  that  if  the  noble  Buhe  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  did  so  he  would  go  into  the 
same  Lobby  with  him. 

LoKD  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  felt  as 
strongly  as  any  of  their  Lordships  on 
the  proposed  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  and  had  expressed  his  ob- 
jections to  it  in  the  debato  on  the  second 
reading.  But  the  House  having  decid- 
edly affirmed  ttiat  principle  by  ite  vote 
on  the  second  reamng,  he  thought  it 
would  be  most  improper  now  to  agitato 
that  question  a^in. 

LoED  LYTTELTON  said,  the  view  of 
the  noble  Duke  and  those  who  agreed 
with  him  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  vety 
essence  of  Erastian  tyranny,  because 
while  it  would  deprive  the  Irish  Church 
of  every  advantage  of  establishment,  it 
would  leave  her  subject  to  all  the  disad- 
vantages, all  the  bondage,  and  all  the 
fetters  arising  &om  establishment.  He 
hoped  the  Iriab  Church  when  disestab- 
lished would  enjoy  entire  freedom  to 
unite  herself  with  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land or  not  as  she  mi^t  choose. 

The  Ddxe  of  RtTTLAND  said,  he 
would  divide  against  the  clause. 

LoHD  CAIRNS  said,  he  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  eveu  yet  change  his 
intention.  If  there  was  anything  what- 
ever decided  by  the  division  upon  the 
second  reading  it  was  the  question  that 
was  containwl  in  that  clause,  and  he 
must  certainly  enter  his  protest;  against 
taking  over  again  upon  single  clauseB 
divisions  on  questions  which  had  been 
already  decided  on  the  second  reading. 
For  himself  he  agreed  in  most  of  that 
which  had  been  said  against  the  clause; 
but  if  a  divisiou  upon  it  were  pressed 
by  the  noble  Duke  he  could  not  accom- 
pany him  into  the  same  Lobby. 

The  Eabl  of  COURTOWN  said,  that 
),  in  common  with  many  other  Irish 
Churchmen,  while  deeply  deploring  the 
separation  of  Church  and  State  in  Ire- 
land, vaa  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  that 
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separation  took  placeit  mnat  be  thorou^li, 
aud  that  they  afaould  be  entirely  &ee 
from  any  State  control.  He  had  before 
hi"'  a  Siesolution  vhioh  was  passed  al- 
most imammouely  at  a  large  meeting  of 
the  Standing  Committee  of  the  Ldsh 
Church  Conference,  which  expressed 
those  sentiments. 

On  Queetion,  That  the  clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  7 

Sttolved  in  the  Ajfirmaiive. 
ConttitutioK  and  I'owen  of  CommUttonert. 

Gause  3  (Appointment  of  com- 
missionere). 

Thb  Abchbibhop  of  CANTEEBTTET 
moped,  in  line  11,  after  "person,"  to 
insert  "being  a  member  of  either  of 
the  said  Churches,  or  of  the  said  United 
Church." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  aniended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  4  (Quorum  of  commissioners). 

ViscocKT  MONCK;  moved,  in  line  24, 
to  substitute  for  "  two  commissioners  at 
least,"  "  the  three  commissioners,"  with 
a  view  to  insure  that  the  Commissioiiers 
should  have  the  assistance  of  the  legal 
member  of  the  Commission  in  hearing 
appeals. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  5  (Appointment  of  ofiicere) 
agreed  to,  with  verbal  Amendments. 

Clause  6  (Salaries  and  expenses). 

Easl  QBLET  asked  whettier  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawson  was  to  receive  a  salai^  of 
£3,000  a  year  in  addition  to  his  salary 
as  a  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas 
in  Ireland  ?      

Eahl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  salary 
was  not  to  exceed  £2,000  a  year. 

The  Eaal  of  KEMBEHLEY  said, 
that  all  the  expenditure  would  be  und^r 
the  oontrol  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury,  and  all  persons  appointed  by 
the  Commissioners,  as  clerks,  actuaries, 
Barreyors,  and  to  other  similar  offices, 
would  be  so  appointed  subject  to  ap- 
proval by  the  Treasury. 

Lord  CAIENS  said,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  coii£dence  in  the  Commission- 
ers of  the  Treasury  as  controllers  of  ex- 
penditure which  did  not  come  before 
the  Souse  of  Commons  in  the  uTinnal 
Budget. 


TiBcouTfT  MONCK  remarked,  that 
the  Commissioners  would  have  their  ac- 
counts overhauled  by  the  Board  of  Audit 
as  well  as  by  the  Treasury. 

The  Mabquess  of  8ALI8BTIRT  said, 
the  Board  of  Audit  would  not  check  the 
accounts ;  it  would  see  only  that  the  offi- 
cer appointed  was  not  paid  more  than 
the  salary  fixed  by  the  Bill.  He  had 
the  greatest  respect  for  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  they  were,  as  they  bad  been 
described,  very  respectable  men,  and 
received  very  respectable  salaries ;  but, 
that  there  might  be  some  check  upon 
them,  he  moved  Uie  rejection  of  the 
fourth  sub-section  of  the  clause,  which 
provided  that  "all  incidental  expenses 
of  carrying  this  Act  into  execution" 
should  be  paid  by  the  Commissioners. 

Eahl  stanhope  said,  the  better 
course  would  be  to  postpone  the  clause 
until  the  information  as  regaj^s  salary 
was  furnished.  He  moved  that  the 
clause  be  postponed. 

TI-ntT.  GEANVHitE  sMd,  he  would 
obtain  the  desired  information  as  speedily 
as  possible. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
said,  that  the  clause  having  been  amend- 
ed it  could  not  now  be  postponed. 

ViBCOTTNT  MONCK  moved  an  additifm 
to  the  fourth  sub-section  of  Clause  4, 
making  it  read  as  follows : — 

"  All  inoideotal  sipenaei  of  osrrjing  tbii  Act 
iDto  exMQticm,  inolading  inch  outla;  u  Ibe 
CoiDniistioiiBn  maj  daem  reasonable  Incurred 
by  »aj  penon  in  proving  bia  claim  under  tliii 
Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question  put.  That  the  clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Several  noble  Lobss  declaring  them- 
selves Not  Content, 

EtHT.  GEANTTLLE  said  that,  con- 
sidering the  majority  which  appeared 
on  the  Last  division,  he  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  to  divide.  He  appealed 
to  their  Lordships  to  consider  whether 
they  would  reject  the  clause  altogether 
when  all  the  information  that  was  de- 
sired could  be  supplied  on  the  Eeport  ? 

LoBD  CAXENS  said,  they  were  really 
fighting  about  nothing.  A  question  had 
been  put  which  required  an  explanation 
to  be  given,  and  he  understood  the 
noble  Earl  was  not  in  a  position  to  in- 
form the  Committee  as  to  the  official 
position  of  one  of  the  Conmiissioners  and 
the  arrangements  that  were  to  be  made 
as  to  his  official  salary.      They   could 
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well  p&ao  the  clauBe  with  the  under- 
standing that  a  aatisfactory  exphmadon 
should  be  given  afterwards. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Powers  of  commiasionerB.) 

LoED  WESTBUKY  moved,  in  line  8, 
leave  out  ("they  may  deem  it  expedient 
or")  and  insert  ("it  maybe").  Tine 
10  after  ("the")  insert  ("due").  The 
noble  Lord  commented  upon  the  charac- 
ter of  the  court  that  was  to  be  created, 
and  the  extent  and  variety  of  the  juris- 
diction it  would  possess,  and  he  ezpreBsed 
the  opinion  tiiat  the  noble  Lordvmo  was 
to  be  one  of  the  Commissioners  ( YiBcoimt 
Monck)  would  accept  the  proposed  limi- 
tation of  the  ahnost  unlimited  and  un- 
controlled discretion  of  the  Gommis- 
sioners. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  said,  the 
clauses  were  taken  from  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Act,  which  constituted  a  peculiar 
tribunal  for  trying  cases  which  were 
limited  in  their  duration.  It  was,  of 
course,  expedient  that  the  powers  of  this 
Act  should  expire  within  a  short  time 
and  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
thought  the  words  necessary  which  he 
proposed,  he  could  see  no  objection  to 
them. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

LoRDWESTBTTBTproposedto  amend 
the  clause  by  striking  out  from  the  mat- 
ters with  respect  to  which  the  Oommis- 
eioners  should  have  the  powers  of  the 
High  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  the 
power  of  punishing  persons  "  guilty  of 


LoaD  PENZANCE  reminded  their 
Lordships  that  every  court  in  the  king- 
dom which  was  a  court  of  record,  and 
hod  the  power  of  investigating  questions 
by  the  examination  of  witnesses,  re- 
quired to  be  ftimished  with  the  means 
of  preserving  order.  The  power  of  com- 
mitting for  contempt  was  inherent  in 
every  court  of  law  m  this  country.  It 
was  not  conferred  by  statute,  but  was 
in  the  veiy  nature  of  things.  It  was 
now  intended  that  the  Commiseioners 
should  enforce  the  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses, conduct  their  investigations  with 
all  the  solemnity  and  decency  attaching 
to  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  yet  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  proposed  to  deprive 
them  of  a  power  which  was  possessed 
by  every  coroner  and  every  quarter  ses- 
sions in  the  kingdom.  He  trusted  their 
Zord  Oa$nu 


iKirdships  would  not  consent  to  the 
Amendment. 

LoKD  CHELUSFOBD  said,  he  could 
not  agree  witb  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  The  power  which  was  proposed 
to  be  conferred  on  them  did  not  extend 
only  to  the  preservation  of  order  within 
the  court,  but  to  the  pubhcation  of  a 
libel.  Now,  it  was  quite  possible  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  court  might  oc* 
casionally  be  tiie  subject  of  observations 
which  might  not  be  i^reeable  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  which  they  might 
consider  to  be  contempt.  If  that  were 
to  happen  and  an  individual  were  com- 
mitted for  contempt  of  court,  he  would 
not  have  his  ordinary  relief  of  Habeas 
Corpus,  for  the  court  before  which  the 
writ  was  moved  would  have  no  means 
of  inquiring  into  the  nature  of  the  con- 
tempt. They  must  take  the  contempt 
on  the  authority  of  the  CommissionerB. 
He  was  therefore  unwilling  to  give  this 
new  court  the  power  of  oommitting  for 
contempt. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  reminded 
the  House  that  this  was  a  court  insti- 
tuted to  administer  justice  between  seve- 
ral parties,  and  if  the  House  were  to 
refuse  it  Ihe  power  which  every  other 
court  in  the  kingdom  possessed  they 
would  place  it  in  the  position  of  not 
being  able  to  discharge  those  duties 
whicb  they  were  all  anxious  it  should 
discharge.  He  would  remind  their  Lord- 
ships that  among  the  Commiseioners  was 
one  eminent  Judffe  who,  from  his  expe- 
rience, knew  weU  what  was  the  proper 
exercise  of  that  power,  and  two  others 
who  were  all  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  It  was  surely  going  too  £sr 
to  say  that  these  gentlemen  would  exer- 
cise their  power  in  an  arbitrary  manner; 
that  they  were  not  to  be  trusted  with  a 
power  with  which  every  other  court  in 
the  kingdom  was  trusted ;  that  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  put  into  their  hands 
ppwers  without  which  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  their  functions  could  not  bo 
carried  on.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  had  suggested  that 
they  might  commit  for  contempt  on  ac- 
count of  remarks  made  in  a  newspaper. 
Now,  undoubtedly,  foolish  remarks  did 
sometimes  appear  in  the  newspapers, 
though  he  thought  the  Judges  were  m(»« 
foolish  who  took  notice  of  them.  But 
he  would  put  a  case  which  might  mors 
frequently  occur,  and  which  would  be 
much  more  detrimental  to  the  inl 
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of  j<iBtioe~~he  meftnt  the  lue  of  impro- 
per remarks  tending  to  excite  prejudice 
against  anitore  hi  uie  court.  He  had 
himBelf  oooarion  more  than  once  to  com- 
mit parties  for  that  offence  in  the  Court 
of  dhanceiT,  and  be  would  appeal  to 
their  Lord^pa  if  that  was  not  much 
more  likely  to  happen  in  Ireland.  But, 
besides  that,  the  CommissionerB  onKhl 
to  hsiTe  the  pover  of  preserving'  ordei 
in  their  ovn  court,  and  it  would,  indeed, 
be  singular  if  their  Lordships  were  to 
reftise  to  these  CommissionerB  the  power 
which  was  posaeesed  by  every  coroner 
in  Sngland. 

liOKD  BOMILLT  said,  he  wished  to 
add  his  opinion  to  that  of  his  noble  and 
learned  friend.  He  would  remind  their 
Lordfihips  that  this  was  not  a  ^eetiou 
whioh  ejected  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  It 
did  not  go  into  die  question  of  disen- 
dowment  or  disestabliahment ;  it  waf 
only  to  give  the  Commissioners  a  power 
without  which  it  would  be  impossible 
for  them  to  execute  the  duties  which  this 
House  was  about  to  impose  upon  them. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  court  would  be  all  in 
public,  and  this  would  be  a  security  for 
their  proceeding  with  decency  and  pro- 
priety. If  this  power  were  not  given  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  parties  to  in- 
sult them,  to  describe  their  conduct  as 
prtjudioed  and  partial,  and  they  would 
have  no  power  to  put  an  end  to  these 
discreditaole  scenes.  He  conld  not  there- 
fore vote  for  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.      

Thb  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOTJGH 
Baid,  he  would  not  say  a  word  on  the 
question  of  law,  but  he  must  make  a 
few  remarks  on  behalf  of  those  for  whom 
be  was  deeply  interested — he  meant  the 
dergy.  Hieir  Lordships  must  remember 
that  this  was  a  court  of  a  peonliar  kind. 
In  ordinary  cases  the  Judges  had  to  de- 
cide between  two  opposing  parties,  hav- 
ing no  interest  themselves  in  the  trial. 
But  in  the  present  case  it  might  well  be 
that  the  suit  to  be  tried  was  between  a 
clergyman  on  the  one  side  and  the  Judges 
themselTOB  on  the  other,  as  the  Commis- 
doners  would  be  anxious  to  secure  as 
much  property  as  they  could  for  the  sur- 
plus. In  the  place  of  the  present  Com- 
missioners they  might  have  others  who 
might  possibly  attempt  to  enforce  harsh 
deoeionB.  They  might  also  construe  into 
contempt  the  conduct  of  a  curate  from 
the  country,  vho  too  strDsgly  pressed 


his  case.  It  should  also  be  borne  in 
mind  that  this  power  of  commitment  for 
oontompt  might  be  exercised  in  private 
as  well  as  public.  The  most  rev.  Frelato, 
for  instance,  might  be  summoned  before 
a  Commissioner  in  the  bock  parlour  of 
an  inn,  and  if  anything  were  said  that 
was  displeasing  to  the  Commissioner  the 
Archbishop  might  be  committed  for  oon- 
tempt.  He  most  earnestly,  but  respects 
fully,  protested  against  the  granting  of 
such  a  power. 

Lobs  OAXBXS  agreed  that  it  was  a 
veiT  serious  thing  to  confer  such  a  power 
without  knowing  who  the  future  Com- 
missioners might  be.  It  had  been  eaid 
that  the  Encumbered  Estatoa  Court  had 
such  a  power ;  but  the  members  of  that 
court  were  lawyers  of  considerable  ex- 
perience. Their  business  also  was  really 
judicial  business,  and  it  was  a  court 
sitting  in  the  face  of  day.  The  Com- 
missioners, however,  would  not  for  the 
most  part  of  their  time  really  be  a 
court  at  all,  and  their  principal  business 
would  not  be  forensic  but  official  busi- 
ness. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  op- 
posite (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  stated 
that  the  power  of  committal  would  have 
the  effect  of  keeping  a  check  on  letter 
writing  to  the  newspapers  whilst  a  case 
was  pending,  and  that  a  coroner's  court 
possessed  lie  same  power.  He  (Lord 
Cairns)  denied  that  any  coroner  had  the 
power  of  committal  that  would  affect  a 
person  who  wrote  to  the  press,  and  that 
was  a  power  that  he  should  not  like  any 
corouOT's  court,  or  the  proposed  Com- 
nuBsioners  to  possess.  He  would  pro- 
pose that  if  the  power  were  given  at  all, 
the  contempt  for  which  there  could  bo 
a  commitment  must  be  committed  in  the 
face  of  the  court  whilst  sitting  as  such. 

Lord  "WESTBUET  observed  that' 
there  was  no  obligation  upon  the  Com- 
missioners to  sit  in  public,  and  anyone  of 
them  might  sit  and  commit  for  contempt 
persons  who  appeared  before  them.  It 
would  be  a  very  serious  thing  to  give 
power  to  commit  for  words  written  or 
spoken  out  of  court,  and  especially  if  any 
Commissioner  conld  exercise  that 


power. 

Lord  PENZANCE  suggested,  as  a 
solution  of  the  difficulty,  the  Amendment 
of  the  clause  by  the  insertion  of  words 
giving  the  power  to  commit  for  contempt 
' '  in  ttie  presence  of  the  Commissioners, 

•  any  of  them,  sitting  in  open  court." 

Amendment  a^Md  to. 
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Lord  WESTBURT  au^ested  that 
there  should  be  an  appeal  from  the  Gom- 
miaeionere  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOE  opposed 
this,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  desirable 
that  these  matters  should  be  settled  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible.  If  an  appeal 
to  Uie  Court:  of  (^lancery  irere  allowed, 
it  would  imply  an  appeal  ki  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  this  would  involve 
much  delay. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  should  be  adopted. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  ogrttA  to. 

Clause  8  {Forms  of  application,  and 
general  rules). 

LoBD  ■WESTBURT  moved,  in  line 
42,  after  the  word  ("  same  ")  insert — 

( "  Anj  person  aggTieied  b;  looh  geoerkl  ralei, 
OT  inj  one  of  them,  maj  spplf  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  in  Council,  b<r  Petiiion  to  bs  iBrved 
on  the  CommlMionen,  and  the  Lord  LUntsnant 
in  Council  nuj  annnl  or  Taij  laoh  rnlei,  or  an;  of 
tbem.") 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  these  clauses  were  taken  &om  the 
Encumbered  Estates  Court  Act. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  eaid,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  in  error  in  supposing 
that  the  clause  in  the  Bill  ha!d  been 
taken  from  the  Incumbered  Estates  Act. 
That  clause  distinctly  provided  that  any 
rules  made  by  the  court  should  not 
oome  into  fqrce  till  they  had  been  ap- 
proved by  the  Privy  Council,  and  en- 
rolled in  Chancery. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  not  previously  aware  of  the  words 
read  by  nif  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
but  he  had  no  objection  to  adopt  them. 

Clause  amended  accordingly,  and  or- 
dered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  9  (Duration  of  ofiSce,  and  re- 
striction on  sitting  in  Parliament). 

LoHD  "WESTBURT  taovtd  in  line  7, 
to  leave  out  "ten  "and  insert  "five;" 
and  in  line  9,  after  the  word  ("  Parlia- 
ment") insert — 

("  Bnt  Der  Haiaitj  ahall  hara  power,  bj  Order 
in  Conooil,  to  direct  that  the  Commietionera  ehBll 
contiiioe  to  hold  their  office  for  a  further  period 
not  eiceeding  Bto  jeara.") 

EULL  OBANTILLE  said,  the  question 
had  been  carefully  gone  into  as  to  the 
probable  length  of  time  required  for  the 
work  of  the  Commission,  and  it  was  be- 
lieved to  be  utterly  impossible  that  the 
affairs  of  the  Commission  could  be  wound 
LordPawmet 


up  in  BO  short  a  period  as  five  years.  The 
Commissioners  uad  undertaken  to  do 
their  best  in  dealingwith  amost  difficult 
question,  and  his  conviction  was  that, 
aft«r  the  business  was  really  over,  they 
would  not  wish  to  prolong  Uie  duration 
of  the  Commission. 

LoKD  CHELMSFORD  said,  It  was 
agreed  on  all  hands  that  the  Commission- 
ers could  not  have  been  better  chosen, 
and  there  need  be  no  hesitation  in  re- 
taining their  services  as  long  as  was 
thought  necessary. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Prohibition  of  fiiture  ap- 
pointments) agreed  to. 

Home  adjoaraed  at  half  paat  Tvelie 

o'cloclE  A.H.,  to  Thur>da7  next, 

hair  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
TMiday,  29th  Jmt,  1S69. 

HINCTES.]  — PoBLTo  BiLLi  — Onfered— /VrK 
Readiiig — Railwajs  Abandonment*  [186]; 
FeDsians  Commutation*  [IBTJ. 

Second  Reading — Stipendiary  Uagiatratet(Depn- 

ties)*  [1781. 
Comini««— UniTersity  Tests  [Ifi]— B.p. 
CammiiUe — Report — Debts  of  Ueoeated  Penoni  * 
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Cotuidtrtd  at  amended — ImpriionmMl  for  Dabt 

[176];  Special  Bails*  [162]. 
Third  Rmditig—CcMTt  of  Session    Aot  (18BB) 

Amendment  *    [14S] ;    Greeoviob    Hospital  * 

[lOS],  andfOfMcf. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

IMPRISONMENT    FOR   DEBT   BILL. 

{Mr.  AUomeu  Qeneral,   Mr.  Solicitor  Oenerat, 

Mr.  Chaneellirr  of  the  BMheqicr.) 

[BLU.  179.]       OOKSIDERATIOX. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonttdered. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  moved 
to  insert,  after  Clause  17,  new  clauses. 

(Application  of  Texatioua  Indictments 
Act  to  offences  under  this  Act.) 

(Justice  of  the  peace  becoming  bank- 
rupt or  arranging  with  creditors.) 

Clauaes  ordorei  to  be  addod  to  the  BUI. 
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Clause  5  (SaviiiK  of  power  of  com- 
mittal for  Bmall  debtn). 

Mr.  Seejeant  SEMON  moved  to  omit 
the  first  paragraph — 

"  Snbjeat  to  the  poiisiona  hereiDafter  men- 
tioned ttaj  Court  mxj  oommit  ti>  priaoD  for  a 
tarm  not  oxaeeding  ax  «eek>  an^  perton  who 
niftkvi  default  in  payment  of  utf  luin  due  from 
him  in  purauaDoe  of  anf  order  or  judgment  oftbat 
or  107  other  competent  Court." 
It  provided  that  the  proof  of  the  means 
of  the  person  making  default  may  be 
^ven  in  such  manner  as  the  Court  thinks 
just.  Now,  that  was  a  new  para^ph, 
and  was  not  in  the  Bill  when  it  was 
originally  drawn.  Hia  attention  was 
called  to  it  for  the  first  time  in  the  re- 
printed Bill  last  night.  He  submitted 
that  this  was  a  power  which  ought  not 
to  be  given  to  any  Jud^,  who  might 
declare  an  affidavit  sufficient,  and  siich 
affidavit  might  be  cooked  up  behind  the 
back  of  the  party  immediately  concerned. 
It  was  a  power  which  was  not  conferred 
upon  the  Judge  of  any  court  of  law, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  one  that  deet^y 
affected  the  liberty  of  individuals.  He 
d  to  move  that  the  paragraph  be 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
Id,  to  leave  out  oom  the  word  "  Sub- 

C!t,"  to  the  word  "court,"  inline  18, 
th  inclusive.— (Jfr.  Smjeant  Simon.) 
The  ATTORNBT  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Serjeant.  This  proviso  had  not  been 
introduced  at  the  last  moment  into  the 
Bill,  but  it  had  been  discussed  three 
several  times  when  the  measure  was  in 
Committee.  Upon  the  first  occasion 
when  the  House  went  into  Committee 
it  was  fiilly  discussed,  and  it  vaa  in  de- 
ference to  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
feneral  feeling  of  the  Committee  that 
e  introduced  this  clause,  which  had 
been  veir  carefully  prepared-  On  the 
second  day  the  Committ«e  met  the 
matter  was  also  discussed,  and  the  words 
to  which  the  learned  Serjeant  took  ex- 
ception were  adopted  without  objection. 
A  third  time  the  whole  question  was 
re-opened  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Uember  for  New  Ross  (Mr.  M'Mahon), 
the  learned  Beijeant  was  in  the  House, 
and  had,  or  ought  to  have  had,  the 
words  of  the  clause  before  him,  and 
yet  it  was  passed.  The  effect  of  the 
clause  was  to  maintain  to  the  County 
Court  Judges  the  jorisdiction  they  at 


present  possessed,  so  &r  as  related  to 
the  imprisonment  of  a  man  who  could 
pay  his  debts  and  would  not ;  and  it 
was  provided  that  this  jurisdiction  should 
be  extended  to  the  Superior  Courts.  But, 
80  &r  &om  a  County  Court  Judge  being 
enabled  to  exercise  this  jurisdiction  as 
be  pleased,  the  learned  Berjeant  would 
see,  if  he  read  the  clause,  that  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  purpose  of  exercising 
tins  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts 
would  be  framed  by  three  Counly  Court 
Judges,  to  be  selected  by  the  Lord 
Ch^cellor,  and  the  rules  were  to  be  ap- 
proved by  him ;  and  as  regarded  the 
Superior  Courts  they  were  to  bo  framed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  assisted  by  the 
Judges  of  those  Courts.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Seijeant,  therefore,  was  wrong, 
not  only  in  the  whole  of  his  facts,  but 
also  in  his  law. 

Mk.  HADFIELD  strongly  objected 
to  the  clause.  It  would  be  better  for 
the  country,  as  a  matter  of  pecuniary 
arrangement,  to  pay  every  debt  for 
which  those  poor  creatures  would  be 
sent  to  prison,  than  to  keep  them  there 
and  incur  all  Uie  cost  of  their  mainten- 
ance. He  should  lilie  to  hear  hoja  the 
Attorney  General  how  often  a  man  might 
be  imprisoned  for  a  debt  of  lOt. 

Mk.  NEWDEGATE  wished  to  ask  if 
the  rules  were  to  apply  to  persons  tried 
for  the  fraudulent  contraction  of  debts 
for  large  amounts  as  well  as  to  small 
sums  incurred  probably  for  temporary 
subsistence.  If  the  rules  were  not  to  be 
analogous  in  the  case  of  men  who  con- 
tracted debts  to  the  amount  of  thousands 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  with  those 
^or  them  who  contracted  debts  of  a  few 
ihillings,  great  discontent  would  prevail. 
le  was  steongly  In  fitvour  of  the  clause, 
)ut  it  ought  to  apply  equally. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  deaired 
some  information  with  reference  to  the 
manner  in  which  those  who  had  con- 
tracted debts  by  fraud  were  to  be  dealt 
with  when  they  were  imprisoned.  There 
were  no  less  than  ninety-one  debtors  of 
this  class  at  present  in  Lancaster  Castle, 
and  they  were  confined  in  a  largo  yard, 
with  nothing  in  the  world  to  do.  So 
heavil  V  did  use  time  bang  on  their  hands 
that  mey  were  glad  to  do  some  trifiing 
work  by  which  they  earned  Id.  a  day, 
while  they  were  being  maintained  at  an 
enormous  expense  by  the  countiy.  He 
did  not  think  that  this  was  an  advanta* 
geous  state  of  things  for  either  the  ooun* 
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try,  the  creditors,  or  the  debtors.  If  a 
man  had  committed  &aud,  he  ought  to 
be  properly  piinished,  and  not  merely 
ehut  up  with  a  niimber  of  others  to  pass 
his  time  in  idleness. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL,  in  re- 
ply to  the  observationB  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South-west  Lancashire,  stated 
that  the  debtors  who  were  confined  for 
wilfiilly  neglecting  to  pay  their  debts 
were  imprisoned  as  firet-class  misde- 
meanants. It  was  not  quite  correct  to  say 
that  th^  were  sent  to  prison  for  a  pun- 
ishment^— they  were  sent  there  to  com- 
pel them  to  pay  debts  which  they  were 
supposed  to  have  it  in  their  power  to 
discharge.  With  regard  to  cases  of 
conunitment  &om  the  Superior  Courts, 
the  law  in  that  respect  remained  un- 
altered. He  entirely  sympathized  with 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
North  Warwickshire  and  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Newdegato  and  Mr.  Hadfield)  to 
the  effect  that  persons  who  had  con- 
tacted debts,  whether  large  or  small,  by 
6aud,  should  be  treated  upon  an  equal 
footing ;  but  they  were  inapplicable  in 
the  present  instuice,  because  all  provi- 
sions relating  to  debts  contracted  bv 
fi^ud  had  been  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  be  had  to  state 
that  the  County  Courts  could,  at  present, 
commit  only  upon  being  satisfied  that 
a  person  was  contumaciously  revising 
to  pay  a  debt  which  it  was  in  his 
power  to  discharge.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  have  seen  their  way  to  carry 
this  measure  without  this  provision  they 
would  willingly  have  omitted  it;  but 
they  had  been  informed  upon  sufficient 
authority  that  the  Count?  Court  system 
as  at  present  constituted  could  not  be 
carried  on  without  it. 

Mb.  barrow  objected  to  the  power 
of  imprisonment  contained  in  the  dause. 
A  man  was  committed,  and  then  re-com- 
mitted, when  the  firat  committal  had 
been  the  means  of  preventing  h'Tn  tcom 
earning  any  money. 

Me.    STAPLETON  was  opposed 
the  clause.     It  was  possible  that  a  man 
who  had  not  the  means  of  paying  might 
be  committed  under  it. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  that  several  de- 
faults might  be  made  in  respect  of  the 
same  debt,  and  in  that  case  the  County 
Court  Judge  had  the  power  to  commit 
for  each  default.  A  debtor  was  liable  to 
impriaonment  as  often  as  it  was  snp- 
Mr.  Aiiheion  Crou 


posed  he  had  the  means  to  pay,  but 
revised  to  do  so. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposgd 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mh.  Seejeant  SIMON  moved,  to 
omit  paragraph  4  of  Clause  5 — 

"  Adj  juriadictioD  bf  this  MotioD  girea  to  tha 
Superior  Courta  rat,j  b«  «MrciMd  bf  *.  Jadge  ait- 
ting  in  Chambera,(iT  otbenriM,  in  ths  pmnribtd 

the  effect  of  which,  he  said,  would  b© 
that  the  iTudge,  on  the  hearing  of  a  case, 
and  as  soon  as  he  had  given  judgment, 
would  be  competent  to  commit  a  de- 
fendant at  once  to  prison  if  he  believed 
he  had  the  means  of  payment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Any," 
to  the  word  "manner,"  in  line  36,  both 
inclusive. — {Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  part^aph  only  retained  a  power 
to  the  Coun^  Court  Judges  which  they 
already  posseased. 

Mb.  WALFOLE  said,  he  thought 
the  clause  as  drawn  turned  on  the  ques- 
tion whether  default  had  been  made  in 
puisnanoe  of  the  order  and  judgment; 
but  the  par^r^h  to  which  objection 
was  taken  would  give  the  Judge  power 
then  and  there,  at  the  time  of  hearing 
to  imprison  the  par^.  That  could  n*A 
be  intended,  because  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  first  part  of  the  clause. 

Sm  EOUNMXL  palmer  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  paragraph  in  the 
same  sense  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Serjeant.  If,  at  the  hearing  of  the  cause, 
it  auould  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Judge  that  the  party  was  able  to 
pay  the  Judge  would  make  an  order  for 
payment  on  a  day  to  be  named,  and  if 
he  disregarded  that  order  tl^  ho  might 
be  committed  to  prison. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  STAPLETON  said,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  he  was  about  to 
move  was  to  spare  the  rate-payers  the 
expense  of  mEuntaining  the«e  prisonars 
in  gaol.  He  observed  that  they  were 
not  put  to  hard  labour,  and  had  very 
little  inducement  to  exert  themselvea  to 
get   ^uir    term   of  imioiaoninaat  di- 
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jnioielied.  Many  of  them  vho  were  poor 
men  were  as  irell  off  in  prison  as  at 
home.  He  thought  that  when  the  cre- 
ditor was  able  to  do  so  he  ought  to  hear 
the  expense  of  putting  his  debtor  in 
prieon.  On  the  other  hand  he  was 
willing  to  let  the  expense  fall  on  the 
rate-payer  when  the  creditor  was  unable 
to  bear  it  himself.  He  had  drawn  the 
clause  with  great  care  to  avoid  the  in- 
fliction of  hardship  on  the  necessitous 
creditor.  He  thought  his  clause  would 
meet  the  views  of  the  County  Court 
Judges,  who,  though  anxious  to  pre- 
eerve  the  power  of  imprisonment,  wished 
to  have  their  hands  strengthened  against 
the  tallymen.  The  power  of  imprison- 
ment was  now  reserved  in  one  case  only 
— that  of  a  debtor  who  could  pay  and 
would  not.  So  restricted  it  amounted 
simply  to  a  mode  of  collecting  debts 
from  reluctant  debtors.  Now  he  put  it 
to  the  Committee,  as  a  proposition  in 
pohtical  economy  altogether  beyond  dis- 
pute, that  it  could  not  he  for  the  benefit 
of  the  community  that  a  trade  should 
be  carried  on  which  could  not  bear  its 
own  expenses,  and  one  of  these  was  the 
collection  of  debts.  If  the  tallyman  had 
to  bear  the  expense  of  imprisoning  his 
debtors,  he  would  alt«r  his  mode  of 
dealing  if  he  fonnd  the  expense  was 
eating  up  his  profits.  He  would  be  more 
cautions  in  giving  credit.  He  would  be 
less  ardent  in  pushing  bis  trade.  He 
would  act  in  conformity  with  the  public 
interest,  becanse  hie  private  interest 
would  be  in  conformity  with  the  public 
interest.  But  as  the  law  now  stood  he 
was  enabled  to  throw  the  expense  of 
collecting  his  debts  on  the  public,  and  bo 
carry  on  with  profit  to  himself  a  trade 
whi^  might  in  reality  be  a  losing  trade. 
He  forced  the  rate-payers  into  an  un- 
natural partnership  with  him,  the  con- 
ditioDS  of  which  were  that  they  should 
get  none  of  the  gains,  but  bear  the 
ui^er  share  of  the  losses.  It  might  be 
urged  that  the  Attorney  Qeneral  merely 
left  the  law  as  it  was.  But  this  was  not 
BO — he  had  taken  the  law  and  re-modelled 
it.  Ho  had  extended  it  to  debts  above 
£50,  and  he  had  taken  it  away  where 
the  debtor  was  unable  to  pay,  although 
the  debt  had  been  fraudulently  con- 
tracted. They  must,  therefore,  consider 
it  as  a  new  law,  which  they  were  enact- 
ing for  the  first  time,  and  should  not 
send  it  forth  with  such  an  imperfection 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  13,  sfUr  the  vord  "  penon,"  to 
add  the  wordi  "  That,  In  everr  oaae  in  whroh 
such  juriadiction  ia  eierciied,  thg  Court  ihall 
mftka  an  order  on  the  oredttar  at  ithoae  suit  any 
person  is  committed  to  priton,  for  paynieiit  into 
Oourt  of  such  sam  as  it  ihili  deem  suffleient  to 
pa;  the  oests  of  committal  and  ths  maintenance 
of  tba  person  imprisoned  during  the  terra  of  bis 
imprisonment,  udIgu  it  shall  be  of  opinion  that 
the  creditor  is  not  of  Bufflcient  ability,  on  account 
of  poverty,  to  pay  the  whole  or  any  part  of  such 
oxpenses.  in  which  case  it  shall  make  an  order 
for  payment  into  Court  of  part  of  lucli  expenses, 
or  shall  certify  the  Inability  of  the  creditor  to 
pay  any  part  of  suoh  eipenaes  a*  the  circam- 
stances  of  the  case  may  be  ;  and  sneh  oHIaer  as 
the  Court  may  designate  shall  inform  himself,  and 
his  evidence  ehall  he  suffleient  as  to  the  proper 
amount  of  aneh  eipen»s  ;  and  the  treasurer  ot 
the  Court  shall  be  accountable  to  the  clerk  of  tlie 
peace  or  town  clerk,  as  the  caae  may  be,  of  the 
county  or  borough  in  which  such  person  is  im- 
prisoned for  Bueh  eipenses  when  ordered  to  be 
paid  into  Oourt  to  the  amount  bo  ordered,  and 
shall  he  acconotahle  to  the  oreditor  for  any  sum 
whinh  may  remain  after  such  accounting  as  afere- 
said  ;  and  no  orderof  committalshall  he  exeoated 
until  payment  into  Court  shall  hare  been  made 
of  any  money  so  ordered  to  be  paid  into  Court." 
— (Afr,  StapUlon.) 

The  ATTOKNET  GENERAL  said, 
he  could  hardly  suppose  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  senous  in  proposing  that 
the  creditor  should  keep  the  debtor  in 
prison  at  his  own  expense.  The  object 
of  imprisonment  was  ia  enable  poor 
creditors  to  recover  their  debts.  If  a 
labourer  earning  15#.  aweek  imprisoned 
his  master  for  refusing  to  pay  the  wages 
when  he  had  the  means  to  do  so,  tiien 
the  labourer  was  to  be  called  on  to  allot 
a  certain  portion  of  Ms  weekly  earnings 
for  the  maintenance  of  his  master  in 

E risen.  It  would  be  fining  a  poor  man 
)r  no  fault  of  his  own.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  entertain  such  an  Amend- 


That    those    words   be 
there  added,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  Seejeant  SIMON,  adverting  to 
Clause  11,  said,  that  the  effect  of  that 
provision  was  that  if  a  person  did  not 
do  certain  stated  things  he  should  be 
deemed  guilty  of  misdemeanour,  and  be 
hable  to  two  years'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  uidess  the  jury  were  satis- 
fied that  he  did  not  abstain  &om  doing 
those  things  with  intent  to  de&and. 
This  introduced  a  new  principle  in  cri- 
minal law,  for  it  had  hitherto  oeen  held 
that  the  accused  was  to  be  deemed  inno- 
cent untU  found  guilty,  and  that  where 
doubt  aziBted  the  b^aefit  of  that  doubt 
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vaa  to  be  given  in  his  favour.  It  might 
be  said  the  objection  was  a  lawyer's  ob- 
jection ;  but  the  phraseology  of  the 
clause  involved  a  substantiar  question, 
and  reversed  the  ordinary  rule  of  our 
criminal  jurisprudence — that  the  accused 
should  have  the  benefit  of  a  doubt.  He 
moved  the  omission  of  certain  words 
and  the  addition  of  others. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
23,  after  the  word  "If,"  to  insert  the 
word  "with  intent  to  de&aud.' 
Serjeant  Simon.) 

Me.  AKDERSON  observed  that  the 
string  of  Amendments  of  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  given  notice 
were  Amendments  of  alterations  intro- 
duced by  him,  and  if  the  words  proposed 
to  be  inserted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  should  be  preferred  by  the 
Attorney  General,  he  should  of  course 
have  no  objection  to  his  phraseology 
being  corrected.  It  was,  however,  rather 
a  lawyer's  than  a  merchant's  question. 

Sia  EOUNDELL  PAT.MBR  denied 
that  the  clause  threw  the  onui  prohandi 
on  the  wrong  party.  The  language  of 
the  clause  was  not  the  beat,  but  the 
words  of  the  Amendment  were  lees  suit- 
able for  the  piirposB  for  which  they  were 
intended.  The  criticism  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Serjeant  was  only  a  verbal  one. 

Mr.  RArKBONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Seiieant's  Amendment 
would  not  be  adopted. 

The  ATTOKNET  GENEEAL  said. 
the  words  which  had  been  inserted  were 
rather  in  favour  of  the  accused.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  retain 
them. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatit>»d. 

An  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Tkra-tdai/. 

UNIVERSITY  TESTS  BILL-[Biu,  1«.] 

(Jtfr.  SoHeitor  Oentral,  Mr.  BotHerU, 

Mr.  Oram  Daf.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 


Mb.  BENTINCK:  said,  he  had  placed 
>n  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  Amenunent, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Simon 


not  only  with  a  view  of  taking  the  BensQ 
of  the  House  upon  it  if  his  &iends  should 
desire  it,  but  in  order  that  there  might 
be  some  discussion  on  the  principle  of 
this  important  BUI.  He  was  quit«  aware 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  ^end  ^the 
Solicitor  General),  who  was  for  the  tune 
the  promoter  of  tiiis  measure,  might  say, 
as  he  said  before,  that  no  discussion  was 
necessaiy,  and  that  discussion  of  it  was 
mere  waste  of  time.  But  the  discussion 
last  year  was  defective  on  two  very  ma- 
terial points.  At  that  time  neither  the 
House  nor  the  country  had  realized  the 
principle  of  diseetahlishmeut,  then  enun- 
ciated for  the  first  time.  They  did  not 
know  how  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  go,  nor  did  they  then  fore- 
see that  this  Session  he  would  occupy 
the  Treasury  Bench,  surrounded  by  Mem- 
bers of  a  Cabinet,  some  of  whom  bad 
for  many  years  been  most  determined 
opponents  of  all  establishments.  Again, 
the  debate  of  last  year  had  another  pe- 
culiar feature — it  was  a  proposition,  a 
curriculum  so  to  speak,  for  the  election 
contest  then  about  to  ensue  in  order  that 
Badical  candidates  might  denounce  their 
opponents,  end  every  effort  was  made 
by  Members  opposite  to  misrepresent 
the  action  of  the  Conservative  party  on 
this  question,  and  to  prejudice  the  public 
mind  unfavourably  with  regard  to  it.  In 
proof  of  that  assertion  he  would  refer 
to  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Mmnber 
for  Stoke-upon-Trent  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope),  which  appeared  next  day  in  the 
first  person  in  a  morning  journal  de- 
voted  to  ultra-Liberal  politics,  and  went 
far  and  wide  through  the  land.  And 
what  was  the  climax  of  that  speech  ?  It 
was  that  the  hon.  GentJeman  bad  gone 
into  a  smoking  -  room  and  seen  half- 
a-dozen  young  gentlemen  playing  at 
billiarde  who  owned  as  many  millions 
of  property,  but  could  not  get  a  decent 
education  because  they  were  sons  of 
Dissenters.  Although  such  a  statement 
might  do  very  well  for  an  article  in  the 
Morning  Star  and  for  an  ignorant  class 
of  electors  such  as  seemed  to  exist  at 
Stoke-upon-Trent — it  was  utterly  with- 
out foundation  as  every  reasonable  being 
must  know.  Members  on  that  (the  Op- 
position) side  of  the  House  most  strongly 
repudiated  the  attempts  made  to  cham 
them  with  injustice  to  Dissenters.  He 
had  always  maintained  in  that  House 
and  elsewhere  that  the  Universitioa  were 
national  institutions,  and  that  the  Dis- 
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Benters  Hhonld  be  admitted  witiurat  testa ; 
that  the;  should  be  allowed  not  only  to 
take  degreeB,  but  also  to  vote  as  mem- 
bers of  ConTOcatioii  or  members  of  the 
Senate,  and  be  permitted  to  establish 
their  own  Colleges  or  Halls  if  they  thought 
fit  to  found  such  institutions.  Holding 
those  opinions  he  could  not  see  how  Dis- 
senters oould  in  justice  or  equity  claim 
to  form  part  of  the  Qoveming  Bodies  of 
Church  of  England  Colleges.  It  is  time 
there  was  a  great  diatiDction  between 
property  acquired  by  the  CoU^es  before 
the  Reformation  and  proper^  acquired 
after ;  but  it  muet  bo  remembered  that 
the  pre-Eeformation  endowments  were 
held  exactly  by  the  same  title  as  Church 
property  generally  throiighout  the  coun- 
try, and  the  same  principle  niust  apply 
to  both — many  Nonconformists,  no  doubt, 
were  opposed  to  all  endowments— but  as 
regarded  Boman  Catholics,  considering 
that  if  there  was  anybody  which  had  ever 
struggled  to  retain  every  scrap  of  pro- 
perty it  was  the  Boman  Catholic  Chiirch, 
Le  could  not  see  how  they  could  support 
this  Bill.  Some  time  last  year  there 
appeared  in  the  TabUt,  which  he  was 
informed  was  the  principal  organ  of  the 
Boman  Cathohcs  of  this  country,  an  ar- 
ticle which  said  l^t  when  they  came  to 
the  question  of  principle  it  was  impos- 
sible for  any  Boman  Catholic  to  Tote 
for  the  Bill ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Church  of  England  did  not  teach 
truth,  and  therefore  Boman  Catholic 
Members  were  enabled  to  support  it. 
But,  aa  the  question  of  denominational 
education  abroad  was  now  occupying 
the  attention  of  those  who  were  most 
attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Church 
of  Home,  he  hoped  Boman  Catholic 
Members  would  pause  before  they  sup- 
ported a  Bill  which  was  an  abnegation 
of  the  principles  most  dear  to  their 
Church.  By  the  policy  pursued  towards 
the  Irish  Church  he  (It.  Bentinck)  in- 
sisted that  the  issue  on  this  question 
was  now  altogether  changed  &om  that 
of  last  year,  and  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary before  this  Bill  passed  that  the 
House  should  receive  mtm  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  some  enimciation  of 
the  principles  upon  which  they  were 
about  to  proceed  with  regard  fo  the 
Church  of  England.     He  viewed  with 

great  regret  the  state  of  ihe  Treasury 
ench,  without  one  of  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  Uie  Crown  in  his  place— ^ 
the  result,  no  doubt,  of  those  disastrous 
VOL.  CEXCVU.  [thied  mueb.] 


Morning  Sittings  when  Ministers  could 
not  be  in  two  places  at  once.  The  Qo- 
vemment  should  dedare  their  views  and 
submit  a  measure  as  a  final  settlement. 
If  they  proposed  a  scheme  leaving  the 
government  of  the  Church  CoDeges  in 
5ie  hands  of  the  Church,  and  est^lish- 
ing  a  certain  number  of  Eellowships,  in 
the  nature  of  ExhibitionB  which  might 
be  held  by  individuals  who  were  not 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  it 
would  meet  with  no  o^ection  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  but  what 
they  objected  to  were  "little  tinkering 
measures  " — a  favourite  expression  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham — 
which  were  merely  instalments  of  some- 
thing else.  Hie  hon.  and  learned  Eriend 
hod  talked  to  them  about  not  hoisting 
the  flag  of  "No  Surrender!"  which  was 
sure  to  be  torn  down.  With  a  majority 
of  lid  at  his  back,  it  was  easy  for  his 
hon.  and  learned  Eriend  to  say  that. 
And  now  they  were  told  to  be  wise  in 
time.  But  the  nltta-Diseentere,  upon 
whom  his  hon.  and  learned  Eriend  de- 
pended for  his  election  at  Exeter,  would 
be  satisfied  with  nothing  less  than  the 
destruction  of  the  Church  of  England; 
and  a  great  measure  of  that  kind  lay 
behind,  and  would  make  its  appearance 
when  tins  little  measure  was  got  rid  of. 
If  there  was  one  individual  who  ought 
to  be  in  his  place  on  this  occasion  it  was 
the  IVime  Minister.  He  did  not  sup- 
poBO  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
refer  him  to  his  past  career  ;  for  if  there 
was  one  question  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  had  been  more  erratic 
than  another,  it  was  this  University 
question.  The  last  speech  he  delivered 
on  this  subject  was  spoken  on  the  14th 
of  June,  1865.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  tiiere  were  then  two  real 
questions  before  the  House.  The  first 
being  whether  University  education  could 
be  separated  from  the  spirit  of  a  distinct 
and  definite  religion;  and  the  second 
being  whether  the  recognition  of  religion 
was  necessary  to  enable  the  University 
to  perform  its  work  as  part  of  the  dis- 
cipline of  life.  In  answering  these  ques- 
tions the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  oonfeiB  lor  mjraeir  that,  apirt  fram  M  dii- 
tinctioDB  betwein  Churchmen  and  Diisentsri,  I 
■m  GODTioced  of  Ibe  aDundnets  and  wisdom,  under 
the  ciroumslances  of  ihls  eountrj,  of  that  vhioh 
is  c«lled  the  denominalional  BjBtem.  1  mean  that 
we  abould  not  endeniour  lo  lumper  with  tlie  fea- 
turea  nnd  principle*  either  of  the  Eitabliahed  or 
ao;  otiicr  reiigioa.    1  would  reoogiuie  the  nmo 
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MtondnBH  agiinit  potitiwi  invMian  in  the  ons 
ciM  M  in  ths  otb«r.  To  mainUia  n  definite  ra- 
ligioua  teaching  ii  the  principla  on  wbiob  wg  bsTS 
prixeeded  In  ths  vbole  of  our  recent  and  moat 
important  admiaiMrmtire  and  lagulatira  Aelm 
with  regard  to  primar;  and  popnlar  ednoation. 
And  tb^  is  a  pTlnoipla  to  wbich  I  think  vs  ougbt 
to  adhera  in  oar  UniTonities  aa  well  ai  in  our 
gtuatOMt  HbooU." — [3  Haniard,  clxii.  326-T.] 
Nov,  in  the  autumn  of  1866,  a  yery  re- 
markable criticism  waa  delivered  on  tliifi 
roeech  by  no  less  a  person  than  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Klgin  {Mr.  Grant 
Duff),  who  must  bo  of  high  authority, 
beoauae  irom  a  crowd  of  aapiranta  he 
was  selected  by  the  rifht  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  fill  the  reepousible  post  of  Under 
Secretary  for  India.  It  would  be  well 
known  to  readers  of  the  public  prints, 
that  it  was  tlie  annual  custom  of  the 
present  Indian  Under  Secretary,  during 
the  dead  season  of  the  year  to  deliver, 
at  some  remote  spot  in  Scotland,  a 
speech,  or  rather  oradon,  to  hie  breech- 
less  constituents  upon  the  topics  of  the 
day.  These  orations  had  certunly  not 
tbe  merit  of  brevity,  and  he  waa  not 
going  to  ask  the  House  to  follow  him 
through  the  oration  of  1866;  but  he 
would  nevertkeless  venture  to  read  one 
most  relevant  passage  where  his  hon. 
Friend,  after  stating  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  fired  a  revolver  in  Uie 
faces  of  his  paxtizana,  proceeded  as  fol- 
lows:— 


"  Tbe  onl;  tciitake  in  ti 


I  tbat  trnl; 


Tetta  Bill,  and  wbiob  put  tbe  Liberal  part;  in 
tbe  abmrd  position  of  nlning  iti  one  f!i«at  tIo- 
torj  fn  tbi>  nnbappj  Smion  at  once  orer  ita 
•nemiei  and  iU  oommander-in-obief.  I  bad,  per- 
haps, more  raaon  than  anions  to  feel  anno^noe 
at  bis  gratuitous  oniUugbt  upon  his  best  Meadi; 
bdt,  when  tbe  first  vexation  waa  over,  I  forgot  it 
in  refleoiing  on  the  amnting  glimpaa  wfaioh  it 
■flbrdc  into  tbe  itats  of  mind  of  this  bigblr-giflDd 
man.    Jnat  at  this  stage  of  hit  career  tbe  ueo- 

ShTta  loader  of  the  Liberals  is  b  carious  atod;. 
fbat  he  hatos  most,  hatea  with  ooncBntratni 
DuliznitT,  ii  that  tborongb  -  going  Lib«raliam 
wbioD  extends  to  ererj  department  of  thought ; 
and  hs  batae  it  becanae  he  has  a  nupioion  that 
the  line  npon  whieh  he  has  been  moving  wban 
produoed  leads  to  that  end.  He  has  a  horrible 
fbrebodLog  that  time  is  on  the  aide  of  those  poli- 
ticians who,  when  be  started  in  puUie  life,  wore 
•t  the  opposite  pole  of  tbe  political  sphere, 
agaiut  whom  all  the  atreagth  of  bii  jonth  and 
01  his  manhood  were  directed.  Rend  his  eorlj 
epeeohei ;  itud^  his  earl;  books.  He  haa  tntToIled 
far  eineo  tben,  and  mar  *ell  mnmiir  at  that 
deatinf  which  maj  lead  him,  like  tbe  Sioambrian 
of  old,  to  bnm  what  be  adorea,  and  to  adore  what 
he  has  bnmt." 

In  May,  1867,  when  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Mr.  Sentinck 


nuut  was  found  Toting  witii  ilie  mtso- 
rity,  but  in  1668  —  and  the  oconireuee 
esiubited  moet  strikingly  the  effects  of 
time  upon  great  mindfi — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rushed  into  the  House  jnst 
before  the  division  waa  taken,  and  went 
into  the  Lobby  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  When  such  a  great  chaneQ 
had  come  over  the  policy  of  Uie  right 
hon.  Geatlranan  in  eo  short  a  time,  he 
at  least  should  be  in  hia  place  to  give 
some  explanation  of  the  reasoue  whi^ 
bad  led  to  that  change.  He  waa  modi 
a&aid  that  the  time  would  oome  when 
the  Church  of  England  would  be  offered 
up  in  the  same  war  as  the  Irish  Ohurch 
was  being  offered  up ;  and,  therefiare, 
he  was  anxious  to  snow  how  far  the 
Government  intended  to  proceed  in  that 
directioQ  at  the  present  moment.  He 
desired  to  see  the  Dissenters  and  the 
£oman  Catholics  confirmed  in  the  in- 
disputable possession  of  their  property, 
but  he  claimed  that  the  same  principles 
should  be  applied  to  the  Church  of  &ig- 
land,  which  was  that  of  the  large  majo- 
rif?  of  the  intelligence  of  this  naticiL. 
Believing  then  this  to  be  a  most  dis- 
honest measure ;  that,  while  hia  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  declared  the  Bill  was 
permissive  and  would  practically  be  in- 
operative,  the  majority  of  the  Membras 
opposite  regarded  it  in  a  different  light, 
and  as  a  lever  to  overthrow  the  T^gltnh 
Establishment,  he  begged  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itsdf  into  the  said 
Committee  upon  the  Bill  on  that  day 
three  mont^ 
Ms.  HKNLUY  seconded  the  Amend- 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  lea**  oat  trttm  the  word  "  That "  t»  Ite 
and  of  the  Qneetion,  in  order  t«  add  the  wordi 
"  tbis  HoDW  will,  spon  this  dar  three  monlhi, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," — [ifr. 
Btnlindc,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tlie  words 
nroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mk.  CAMPBELL;  If  I  ventoie  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House,  it  is 
because  on  this  question  I  entertain  vcoy 
strong  opinions,  and  my  opinions  not 
only  differ  diametrically  &om  those  of 
die  hon.  G^tleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Bentinck),  but  also  from 
those  held  by  many  sopportrafl  of  tite 
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Bill.  It  appeare  to  me,  Sir,  that  all  the 
argumeotB  that  have  been  addressed 
to  the  House  on  this  sabject,  both  on 
former  occasionB  and  during  the  pTesent 
Session,  have  proceeded  on  the  supposi- 
tjon  that  the  17 niversity  Byetem  is  nearly 
perfect.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
expressed  their  fears  lest  tlie  influx  of 
a  lane  body  of  students  nnoonnected 
-with  Uie  Ghiuch  of  England  should  im- 

Cthe  present  excellent  s^tem ;  while 
Gentlem«a  on  this  side  have  en- 
deavoured to  calm  those  fears.  Sit,  if 
I  wish  to  Bee  this  measure  passed  into 
law,  I  am  almost  a&aid  to  say  that  it  is 
precisely  because  of  what  I  conceive  to  be 
the  gross  inefficiency  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  because  my  only  hope  of  its 
amendment  lies  in  the  infusion  of  &esh 
blood.  Hon.  Members  look  back  on  the 
Unirersities  through  a  mist  of  pleasant 
recollections  and  associations  which,  to 
a  great  extent,  blinds  their  eyes  to  the 
real  state  of  the  case.  But  I  am  only 
sxpressing  the  opinion  of  a  great  many 
XTniTereity  men  when  I  say  that  not 
only  do  those  UniTeraitieB  with  a  max- 
imum of  endowments  educate  a  miniTninn 
number  of  the  young  men  of  the  nation, 
bat  to  those  few  young  men  they  aflford 
a  rninirmim  of  education  at  a  maximum 
of  expense.  We  used  to  hear  the  Uni- 
versitieB  spoken  of  as  "places  of  sound 
learning  and  religious  education."  Our 
belief  is  that  the  learning  is  not  very 
sound,  and  that  the  religion  is  not  veiy 
learned.  Sir,  I  have  no  trish  to  dis- 
parage or  depreciate  the  good  which  a 
young  man  receives  &om  his  residence 
at  a  UniverBity.  He  can  hardly  fail  to 
acquire,  in  greater  or  less  degree,  that 
most  subtle  but  most  valuable  quality 
which  may,  perhaps,  best  be  termed 
knowledge  of  the  world.  But  this  be- 
nefit is  entirely  extraneous,  entirely  ex- 
tra-academical ;  he  obtains  it  &om  mix- 
ing in  society  with  his  contemporaries, 
and  not  in  any  sense  from  the  Univer- 
Bity system.  *  So  far  as  more  solid  ac- 
quirements are  concerned  the  University 
and  Colleges  leave  him  to  his  own  re- 
sources ;  he  is  obliged  to  hire  for  him- 
self a  tutor  to  conduct  his  studies  ;  and 
for  all  practical  purposes,  he  might  every 
bit  as  well  prepare  for  the  periodical 
examinations  in  London  or  Paris,  as  at 
Oxford  or  Cambridge.  Now,  Sir,  let  us 
consider  the  religious  teaching  on  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bich- 
mond  sets    such  store,    and  which  he 


would  so  jealously  guard.  What  does 
it  amonnt  to  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  House,  but  I  would  remind  hon, 
(gentlemen  who  have  been  at  a  Univer- 
sity, and  would  inform  other  hon.  Mem> 
bers  what  it  is.  I  will  take  the  largest 
and  most  illuBtrious  College  at  either 
University.  What  training  in  religion 
does  an  undergradnate  there  receive? 
There  is  compulsory  attendance  at 
chapel.  Now,  Sir,  this  a  matter  of  dis- 
cipline— sometimes  even  of  penal  dis- 
dpline — and  I  venture  to  think  the 
House  will  not  attach  much  importance 
to  the  influence  of  such  attendance  on 
the  rehgious  character  of  a  young  man 
under  these  circumstances.  Then  he  is 
examined  in  the  course  of  his  residence 
on  two  or  three  Gospels  or  other  part« 
of  the  Now  Testament;  but  these  are, 
very  properly,  treated  as  pieces  of 
classical  literature,  just  as  a  (^ek  play 
would  be,  and  not  with  regard  io  dog- 
matic teaching,  or  moral  training.  He 
has  also  to  pass  an  examination  in 
Butln^$  Analogy,  SuiUr't  Thru  Samoni, 
and — if  that  work  be  dignified  with  the 
title  of  rehgious — on  Dr.  Whewell's 
EUmmU  of  Morality.  But  the  most  im- 
portant piece  of  this  education — the 
piiee  d«  rmstanee  of  this  theological 
banquet  —  is  Dr.  Palsy's  Eeidvneeg  of 
Chrittianify,  a  work  undoubtedly  of  the 
highest  merit,  and  of  great  historical  in- 
terest ;  but  its  interest  is  mainly  histori- 
cal, and  it  is  hardly  suited  to  be  uaed  as 
a  text-book.  And  as  to  the  value  of 
this  as  an  element  in  religious  educaticot 
I  may  say  that  a  week  or  two  ago  I  met 
in  the  Libraiy  of  this  House,  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  have  not  very 
long  ago  left  the  University.  They 
asked  me  if  I  could  remember  a  certain 
argument  of  Paleys  ;  and,  in  order  at 
once  to  suggest  to  my  memory,  and  to 
refresh  their  own,  they  repeated  a  fr^- 
ment  of  a  line  of  wretched  jargon,  a 
piece  of  mtmoria  teehnica  which  is  used 
for  thepurpose  of  getting  up  this  subject, 
and  which  was  probably  all  that  re- 
mained to  them  of  Dr.  Faley's  work. 
Now,  Sir,  even  supposing — whjch  many 
may  doubt — that  it  is  advisable  to  sup- 
plement at  the  University  the  religions 
training  which  is  better  received  at 
home,  and  at  an  earher  period  of  life, 
I  venture  to  submit  that  this  so-called 
"religions  education"  has  no  substan- 
tia] value.  And  yet  it  is  to  secure  the 
maintenance  of  this  (ystem  that  the  Imwi. 
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and  learned  Memlber  for  Biclunond 
wisheB  to  clog  tlie  clauses  of  tlie  Bill 
trith  all  sorts  of  conditions.  I  humbly 
submit  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, to  whose  motives  we  all  so  readily 
defer — is  fighting  for  a  shadow — that  he 
has  really  gone  to  war  for  an  idea.  Sir, 
I  think  we  are  veiy  far  wrongif  we  look 
on  this  as  a  mere  question  of  Churchman 
and  Dissenter.  For  my  ^trt,  I  have  no 
wish  to  take  from  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land anything  which  rightfiilly  belongs 
to  hor ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  have  I 
any  sympathy  with  the  motives  of  those 
— and  there  are  not  a  few — who  hope, 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  to  see 
a  very  select  number  of  the  Dissenting 
youth  brought  up  to  the  Universities, 
there  to  be  foscinated  by  the  influence 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and,  as  it 
were,  inveigled  into  her  fold.  Sir,  I 
tiiink  such  considerations  diould  not  be 
taken  into  account  by  this  House.  This 
is  not,  I  say,  a  sectarian  question,  it  is 
a  national  question ;  it  is  not  a  question 
of  a^randizing  or  denuding  any  indi- 
vidual sect,  it  is  a  question  ofraising  the 
efficiency  of  the  Universities  as  national 
instruments  of  education;  and  I  firmly 
believe  that  the  infusion  of  new  blood, 
which  will  result  irom  the  adoption  of 
this  policy,  will  speedily  bring  their 
teaching  organization  into  greater  har- 
mony with  the  times.  Above  all,  it  is 
not  that  we  wish  to  have  what  may  be 
called  a  scramble  for  the  endowments. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  such  over- 
gKTwn  endowmeuts  are  positively  per- 
nicious in  their  effect ;  that  they  create 
apathy  and  ineffectiveness,  so  that  some- 
times the  object  for  which  institutions 
exist  is  altogether  missed.  The  Oxford 
Commissioners  reported  of  some  of  the 
wealthiest  Colleges  that  if  they  were  al- 
together abolished,  there  would  be  a 
loss  to  the  picturesque  architectural 
beauty  of  Oxford  ;  there  would  be  no 
loss  to  the  University,  the  Church,  or 
the  nation.  Changes  have,  of  course, 
been  made  since  the  time  when  that 
statement  was  made,  but  they  have  not 
been  very  vital.  We  wish  to  see  the 
Universities  thrown  altogether  open  to 
the  nation ;  and  thus,  while  the  nation 
derives  the  fUl  benefit  of  the  high  tra- 
ditional position  of  those  great  institu- 
tions, my  hope  is,  that  the  freer  and 
fuller  life  of  Uie  nation  will  in  turn  re- 
act on  the  Universities,  and  render  them 
better  qualified  to  fiU  their  high  position 
Mr.  Campbell 


Me.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  said,  that 
the  nteech  to  which  they  had  just  lis- 
tened was  one  of  those  strong  oratbns 
which  were  apt  to  be  interposed  when  a 
greatquestion  was  approaching  to  a  prac- 
tical solution.  Its  argument  amounted 
to  the  expression  of  a  wish  to  alter  the 
UnirersitieB  radically  and  Amdamen- 
tally — the  belief  that  the  learning  im- 
parted there  was  not  sound ;  the  reUgion 
taught  was  not  real,  and  the  endowments 
were  too  great.  In  a  single  word  he 
wished  the  Universities  of  England  to 
become  the  Universities  of  ScoUand  and 
Germany.  Such  was  the  hon.  Member's 
argument  summed  up  briefly  andneatly. 
It  was  well  that  tiie  House  should  see  to 
what  some  persons  were  driving,  while 
introducing  so  great  a  change  und^ 
the  mild  form  of  an  enabling  measure. 
He  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  however,  did 
not  read  the  Bill  in  Ute  same  way  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  order  that 
it  might  be  fiilly  discussed,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  would  not  persist  in 
his  Motion,  but  would  take  a  diviaon 
on  the  6th  clause,  which  touched  the 
Colleges.  In  his  eyes  the  Bill  proposed 
two  things:  first,  to  open  the  Uni- 
versities compulsorily;  and,  secondly, 
to  confer  an  enabling  power  upon  the 
Colleges  to  open  themselves  to  Dissenters. 
Those  two  tlunge  had  no  natural  connec- 
tion ;  and  they  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  former  years  in  different  mea- 
sures. No  doubt  we  had  lately  heard 
that  the  fusion  of  the  two  proposals  had 
become  unseverable ;  but  ine  example  of 
that  which  was  going  on  "elsewhere" 
showed  that  policies  might  come  to  life 
again  after  their  extinction  had  been  de< 
dared  an  article  of  political  faith.  He 
would  divide  the  BUI  bow  as  it  had  been 
heretofiare  divided,  and  consider  whether 
it  might  not  he  possible  to  meet  the 
grievance,  such  as  it  was,  by  trying  the 
exi>eriment  of  only  opening  the  Univer- 
sities. He  could  not  tell  how  far  the 
consideration  might  weigh  with  the 
House,  but  it  seemed  to  hun  a  hardship 
that  the  question  had  now,  for  the  first 
time  during  the  Session,  come  on  to  be 
seriously  debated,  ahw  the  bodies  vitally 
affected  by  the  Bill  had  broken  up  for 
their  summer  vacation,  and  could  not  be 
consulted  upon  any  compromise.  He 
did  not  deny  that  there  vaa  the  sem- 
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blance  of  a  grievance.  It  was,  in  fact, 
a  general  propositioii  that  no  proposal 
for  any  change  was  ever  made  without 
Bome  KiiBTance,  more  or  leae  real,  exist- 
ing behind.  But  the  question  at  issue 
was  whether  the  remedy  might  or  might 
not  be  worse  than  the  disease  to  wMch 
it  was  applied.  Whether  it  was  good 
or  bad  in  itself  to  open  the  TJniversities, 
he  was  willing  to  try  the  experiment; 
because  he  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  it  would  be  wise  to  make  the  con- 
cession, and  run  the  risk.  He  was  not 
of  th£  same  opinion,  however,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Colleges.  The  UniversitieB 
were  already  open  to  a  very  considerable 
extent.  Dissenters  might  go  through 
the  whole  curriculum,  and  obtain  Col- 
legiate distinctions  and  emoluments  in 
their  undei^aduate  career.  They  might 
appear  in  the  Honour  List,  and  in  both 
UniversitieB  take  the  degree  of  B.A.  ; 
whilst  in  Cambridge  they  might  also 
take  that  of  U.A.,  though  without  the 
vote  in  the  Senate  attaching  to  the  de- 

Eea.  And  if  a  person  had  taken  the 
.A.  degree  as  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England,  he  did  not  forfeit  his  vote 
by  becoming  a  Nonconformist.  He  would 
equalize  the  system  in  both  TTniverBitieB, 
and  allov  the  Dissenter  to  take  his  de- 

See  of  M.A.,  and  the  degrees  in  Law, 
edicine,  and  Music,  and  to  obtain  the 
votes  attaching  to  those  degrees.  He 
thought  they  might  fairly  make  the  ex- 
periment witliout  further  disputation; 
and  tbat  would  clear  away  the  conten- 
tion involved  in  the  first  portion  of  the 
Bill.  As  to  the  permissive  power  of  the 
Colleges  to  open  themselves  to  Noncon- 
formist Fellows,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  was  thegrievance  under 
which  Dissenters  lay.  The  grievance  of 
social  degradation  was  a  mere  chimera. 
There  was  no  social  degradation  at  all 
in  it.  As  an  undergraduate  the  Non- 
conformist wore  the  same  dress,  dined 
in  the  same  hall,  and  had  the  same 
rooms  as  anybody  else.  He  got  into 
society  not  according  to  the  creed  he 
professed,  but  according  to  hia  power  of 
making  himself  agreeable  to  those  with 
whom  he  lived ;  and  so  the  ^^eeable 
and  intelligent  Dissenter  had  a  great 
advantage  over  the  surly  and  niggardly 
Churchman.  At  the  present  moment 
Cambridge  oould  show  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic, the  Jew,  and  the  votary  of  one 
of  the  ancient  religions  of  die  Kaet 
mixing  together  upon  a  footing  of  ab- 


solute equality.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stoke  -  upon  -  Trent  (Mr. 
Melly)had,  duringthe  last  Session,  made 
a  hit  by  teUing  a  good  story  of  having 
met  seven  Dissenters  together,  worth 
the  expectancy  of  £4,000,000,  in  the 
billiard-room  of  a  provincial  club,  who, 
as  he  averred,  had  evidentiy  missed  the 
benefits  of  a  University  education,  be- 
cause they  were  Nonconformists.  Now, 
he  ventured  to  observe  that  this  story 
was  totally  irrelevant.  These  gentiemen 
might,  if  they  liked,  have  gone  to  the 
University  and  taken  their  degrees  and 
all  prizes  open  to  undergraduates,  and 
all  tiiey  could  not  have  taken  was  just 
what  the  reversioner  of  the  seventh  part 
of  £4,000,000  could  not  much  care  for 
— a  Fellowship.  He  could  not  but  fear, 
therefore,  that  the  deficiencies  of  these 
young  gentlemen  arose,  not  so  much 
&om  the  constitution  of  the  Universities 
as  from  a  genuine  preference  for  billiards 
and  tobacco.  Had  he  (Mr.  Melly)  told 
a  story  of  seven  intellectual  and  hard- 
working sons  of  Dissenting  ministers 
not  worth  400  pence,  it  would  have  been 
more  to  the  purpose ;  and  to  such  cases 
he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  now  addressed 
himself.  He  admitted  that  there  was 
an  individual  grievance  in  the  case  of 
eveiT  Nonconformist,  who  having  distin- 
guished himself  at  the  University,  found 
himself  precluded  &om  the  higher  emolu- 
ments and  advanta^s  which  that  Univer- 
sity had  to  bestow  upon  its  meritorious 
sons.  He  made  that  admission  knowing 
its  force ;  but  he  would  proceed  to  inquire 
whether  the  giving  of  plenary  indul- 
gence to  those  few  exceptional  persons 
would  or  would  not  be  daneerous  to  the 
body  politic.  He  feared  that  it  would 
be  so.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
Colleges  were  not  homt^^eneous  institu- 
tions, and  though  the  introduction  of  the 
alien  element  into  one  of  the  larger  Col- 
lege with  its  sixty  Fellows  might  or 
might  not  have  serious  effects,  it  wonld 
be  otherwise  in  the  case  of  the  smaller 
Colleges,  with,  it  may  be,  under  a  dozen 
Fellows  in  all.  The  hon.  0«ntieman 
who  had  last  spoken  had  drawn  an  ex- 
{^^gerated  picture  of  the  smallneesof  the 
amount  of  religious  education  now  given 
at  the  Universities.  Admitting  for  one 
minuta  tiiat  his  description  might,  in 
certain  respects,  be  applicable  to  the 
minimiiTn  amount  of  religious  teaching 
with  which  a  layman  might  be  able  to 
scrape  tlirough,  he  would  remind  the 
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hon.  Ctentleman  that  he  ignored  the 
much  larger  amount  of  thecJogical 
education  which  the  UniTeraities  be- 
stowed upon  that  considerable  proportion 
of  their  members  who  proposed  to  enter 
the  Bacred  ministry.  It  was  the  injur; 
to  those  men,  arising  from  pennission 
being  given  to  the  OoU^ea  to  alter  their 
religious  character,  which  he  dreaded. 
The  time  might  come  when  such  semi- 
naries for  the  cleigy  of  a  disestablished 
and  disendowed  Qiurch  of  England  as 
they  had  in  the  Colleges  of  our  two 
Umversities  would  be  of  the  greatest 
value ;  and  in  face  of  the  possibihty  of 
the  day  for  the  great  crash  coming  for 
the  Church  of  Ilngland  he  did  not  see 
why  they  should  now  huckster  away  one 
by  one  mo  advantages  she  now  enjoyed. 
He  would  briefly  touch  upon  one  of  the 
moat  specious  aiguments  m  favour  of  the 
change.  It  had  been  argued  that  be- 
cause the  Church  of  England — the  most 
tolerant  Churdi  in  the  world,  by  the  con- 
fession alike  of  Mend  and  foe — admit- 
ted of  many  shades  of  difference,  and  that 
those  who  cast  those  shades,  lived  to- 
gether in  tolerable  harmony  within  the 
several  Coll^fes,  therefore,  that  a  little 
more  diversi^  outside  of  that  Church 
would  not  spoil  the  harmony.  To  him 
the  aigument  seemed  to  answer  itself. 
The  course  of  that  apparently  difficult 
harmony,  in  face  of  antagonistic  tenden- 
cies, was  the  secret  influence  of  the  oc- 
cult vexKs  involved  in  belonging  to  the 
samo  community,  being  of  the  same 
Church.  Take  away  Uiat  gentle  yet 
persuasive  restraint,  and  it  would  be 
imposeible  to  say  what  breaches  of  peace 
ana  charity,  what  conflicts,  might  not 
ensue.  Had  the  Colleges  and  the  Uni- 
versities themselves  Invited  that  change  F 
He  contended  that  they  had  not.  The 
Universily  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing  had  last  year  presented  a 
Petition  against  the  Bul,  ugned  by  be- 
tween 2,000  and  3,000  of  its  members. 
This  year  it  had.  presented  one  as  nu- 
merously signed,  and  bearing  such 
names  as  Stokes  and  Adams,  Challis 
and  WilUs — men  of  European  fame — 
men  whose  genuine  zeal  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  scientific  knowledge,  for 
its  own  sake,  all  must  recognize.  There 
might,  he  said  again,  be  here  and  there 
an  individual  grievance,  but  had  they 
ever  given  the  tTniversities  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  trying  whether  they  could  not 
in  some  way  or  other  remedy  that  indi- 
Mr.  Stratford  ffopt 


vidual  grievance?  They  had  not;  and 
he  contended,  therefore,  that  it  was  pre- 
mature and  unfair  to  apply  the  cutting 
remedy  of  the  knife  to  a  complaint  whim 
gentle  and  curative  remedies  might  heaL 
The  present  House  of  Commons  had 
surely  done  enough  this  year  in  the  way 
of  Dialing  down,  and  might  be  oont«nt 
with  passing  only  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  that  had  to  do  with  the  Universi- 
ties,  and  postponing  to  another  Session 
the  one  or  two  clauses  which  had  ref^ 
enoes  to  the  Colleges,  with  a  view  to 
seeing  whether,  in  '^e  meantime,  when 
the  attention  of  the  Universities  had 
been  seriously  directed  to  the  questioa, 
some  means  might  not  be  found  ofindem- 
nifying,  of  honouring,  and  of  contenting 
Nonconformists  who  had  distiuguiahed 
themselves  in  their  University  career, 
without  altering  the  constitution  of  the 
Colleges  themselves.  The  method  ho 
proposed  would  be  that  of  enabling  the 
Colleges  to  alienate  some  portion  of 
their  revenues  fbr  the  purpose  of  found- 
ing Universi^  or  honorary  Fellowshipa 
or  prelectorships,  which  would  enabU 
the  Nonoonformiats  to  enjoy  the  substan- 
tial rewards  of  their  studies  without 
giving  them  a  share  in  the  Qovemment 
of  the  CoU^es.  This  solution  of  the 
dif&culty  had  often  formed  the  subject 
of  private  deliberation  among  the  per- 
sons most  interested  in  the  question, 
but  it  had  never  been  publicly  canvassed, 
owing  to  the  somewhat  high-handed  way 
in  which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had 
always  declined  to  enter  into  counsel 
with  the  Universities. 

Mb.  W.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  offer  a  few  remarks,  which 
should  be  very  brief,  upon  this  question, 
because  he  was  one  of  those  who  were 
prepared  to  support  this  Bill,  and  yet  who 
did  not  wish  to  see  any  very  great  alter- 
ation in  the  general  character  of  the  edu- 
cation at  our  UniveraitieB.  He  bdieved 
that  the  idea  which  lay  at  the  bottom 
of  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  was  that 
the  efiect  of  it  would  be  to  secularize 
the  Universities,  that  is,  to  destroy  the 
distinctive  character  of  their  religious 
teaching.  Now,  if  he  thought  that 
secularization  was  to  be  the  result  of 
this  Bill,  he  did  not  think  he  should 
be  able  to  vote  for  it;  hut  be  was 
far  from  thinking  that  the  seculariz- 
ing of  the  teaching  in  the  Univeraitiea 
would  be  the  result.  By  secularization 
he  supposed  Toa  meant  the  d    ' 
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or  eliminatlOD  of  the  religiouB  elemeiit. 
But  in  what  did  the  religious  eJemeat 
in  TJnivoFBity  education  chiefly  ooneist  ? 
Not,  he  thought,  in  the  reli^ous  teafih- 
ing  given,  but  rather  is  the  influence 
vnich  the  aBsooi&tions  of  the  place  ox- 
eiciaed  on  uudergraduatea ;  the  respect 
and  veneration  excited  hj  the  oharac- 
tere  of  the  ^eat  men  who  had  lived 
there,  and  in  the  private  atndy  of  divi- 
luiy.  These  influences  the  Bill  irould 
be  unable  to  affect ;  and,  therefore,  he 
should  vote  for  it,  as  he  had  voted  for  it 
before,  believing  that  it  would  not  de- 
stroy the  religious  influences  now  felt 
at  Uie  TTniveraities.  There  were  two 
or  three  altaniatives  to  the  passing  of 
this  measure.  One  was  to  leave  things 
aa  they  were.  That  alternative,  he 
thought,  tbey  might  consider  as  joao- 
ticslly  given  up.  The  opinion  of  the 
country  was  growing  stronger  and 
stronger  against  such  a  oourse.  First 
and  foremost  Ms  reason  against  it  was 
that  it  was  inequitable.  The  present 
position  of  things  was  one  they  could  not 
maintain.  To  allow  Dissenters  to  come 
to  the  UniversitieB,  to  toil  through  the  in- 
ferior stages  of  the  course  of  eduoatioa, 
and  when  at  last  they  ofl'ered  themselves 
for  examination  for  Fellowships  to  saj- 
' '  Thus  far  shall  ye  come,  but  no  farther, 
was  a  position  which  could  not  long  be 
maintained.  But,  beyond  this,  he  would 
submit  that  the  present  test  system  was 
ineffectual ;  and  for  two  reasons.  It  was 
ineffectual  partly  because,  he  was  told, 
there  were  persons  who  took  the  test  not 
bond  f4»,  arguing  that  as  it  was,  in 
their  view,  an  immoral  test,  they  could 
not  be  morally  bound  to  observe  it.  He 
hoped  there  wore  not  many  who  acted 
on  such  a  principle,  but  he  had  been 
told,  and  he  believed,  there  were  some. 
The  present  system  was  also  ineffectual, 
because  the  House  must  recollect  that 
of  late  years  the  tendency  had  been  to 
throw  more  and  more  of  the  teaching  of 
the  place  into  the  hands  of  quite  young 
men,  who  were  lecturers  or  private  tu- 
tors, but  who,  in  many  cases,  were 
neittiar  tutors  nor  Fellows,  and  who, 
therefore,  were  not  brought  under  the 
test.  There  was  one  other  alternative — 
it  was  the  eoheme  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  0am- 
bridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  for  retain- 
ing one  portion  of  the  endowments  in 
connection  with  the  rest,  and  surrender- 
ing  tlie  other.     That   had   not  been 
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hitherto  much  ventilated;  but,  as  far  as 
was  able  to  form  an  opinion  of  it, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  result  of  this 
would  be  unfortunate.  It  would 
tend  to  bring  the  various  Colleges,  if 
not  into  antagonism,  at  least  into  very 
marked  contradistinction  one  from  ano- 
ther, and  to  destroy  that  social  equality 
which  was,  upon  the  whole,  so  satisfac- 
tory a  characteristic  of  University  educa- 
tion. He  also  thought  it  would  be  the 
meansof  introducing  that  very  secularism 
which  he  should  be  very  sorry  to  see  in- 
troduced. There  remained  nothing  Ibr 
it  but  to  pass  this  Bill.  Having  voted 
for  the  second  reading,  he  ahould  vote 
for  going  into  Committee,  because  above 
all  he  considered  it  was  equiteble.  He 
thought  to  shut  out  Disaenters  from  the 
legitunate  rewards  of  a  University  course 
was  a  thing  most  invidious  for  us  to  do, 
and  most  humiliating  for  them  to  submit 
to.  Moreover,  he  was  convinced  that 
this  change  would  be  highly  beneflcial 
to  the  UniversitieB.  The  Universities 
were  places  of  learning  and  religion ; 
and  long  might  they  so  continue.  But 
surely  they  were  pre-eminently  places 
of  learning,  and,  if  so,  he  thought  it  fol- 
lowed that  they  should  be  recruited 
from  all  rants,  to  whatever  creed  those 
persons  might  belong,  who  were  fitted 
by  talent,  position,  and  acquirements  to 
extend  the  sphere  of  their  usefulness. 
For  these  reasons  he  diould  vote  for 
now  going  into  Committee ;  but  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Ur. 
Bentinck)  woidd  not  give  them  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Me.  WALPOIiE  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  speech  which  they  had 
just  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitby  (Mr.  W.  H.  Gladstone).  It  waa 
a  clear,  moderate,  and  admirable  state- 
ment of  the  case  on  his  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  had  made  a 
favourable  impression  on  the  House,  and 
he  was  sure  that  all  who  had  heard  him 
would  wish  to  hear  hJTn  often  again. 
He  desired,  however,  now,  to  point  out 
the  extraordinary  d^erence  there  waa 
between  the  two  imeeches  that  had  been 
made  in  support  of  the  BUI.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  delivered  as  it  was  with  great 
clearness,  seemed  to  him  to  run  directly 
counter  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stirling  (Mr.  CampbeU).  That 
hon.  Member  argued  as  if  the  education 
now  given  in  the  Universities  was  d^' 
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oient,  and  as  if  that  deficiency  vba 
consequence  of  the  non-admisMon  of 
Dissenters.  The  UniTersitieB,  he  said, 
gave  the  minimum  of  the  advantc^s  of 
education  with  the  maximum  of  its  cost ; 
that  they  discouraged  learning  ;  and, 
therefore,  if  any  conclusion  could  be 
dravra  &om  hie  premises,  they  ought  to 
admit  Diasenters,  when  all  those  evils 
would  disappear,  or,  at  least,  be  greatly 
mitigated.  Now  the  hon.  Gontleman 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  this  was  not 
at  all  a  question  whether  Dissenters 
ought  to  be  educated  at  the  Universities 
or  not.  The  hon.  Gentleman'  ^ 
ments  might  have  been  applicable  thuly 
years  ago  when  t«3ts  were  applied  not 
only  on  taking  degrees  but  also  on  ma- 
triculation, and  by  these  no  doubt  Dis- 
senters were  excluded.  But  since  that 
time  no  teats  were  applied — no  distdnc- 
tions  were  made  to  prevent  Dissenters 
from  obtainii^  the  nill  benefit  of  Uni- 
versity education.  Every  possible  en- 
couragement was  given  them.  Sizar- 
ships,  Exhibitions,  and  Scholarships,  he 
was  glad  to  say,  were  open  to  Dissenters ; 
and,  speaking  of  Canibridge,  of  which 
he  naturally  knew  more  than  of  Oxford, 
he  could  state  that  within  the  last  eight 
or  ten  years  almost  every  variety  of  creed 
had  been  educated  witlun  its  halls,  com- 
prising not  only  Dissenters  on  certain 
points  of  the  Christian  faith,  but  mem- 
bers of  the  Jewish  persuasion,  Parsees, 
and  others,  for  whose  religious  instruc- 
tion the  parents  undertook  to  make  pro- 
vision. The  hon.  Gentleman  also  al- 
luded to  what  he  called  the  &ilure  of 
education  in  the  Universities,  and  he 
spoke  as  if  this  alleged  failure  would 
be  remedied  by  this  Bill.  Now  it 
was  fair  to  say  that  he  beheved  there 
never  was  a  period  in  the  history  of 
the  country  when  the  Universities  did 
more  to  advance  the  education  of  the 
country,  of  Dissenters  as  weU  as  Church- 
men, ^an  they  had  done  within  the  last 
twenty  years.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
seemed  to  think  that  the  number  of  those 
attending  the  Universities  had  not  in- 
creased. They  bad  not  increased  as 
their  friends  would  wish  them  to  do ; 
there  were  many  reasons  why  the  in- 
crease did  not  keep  pace — though  the 
fact  was  doubtful — with  the  increase  in 
the  population.  But  within  the  last  ten 
or  twelve  years  the  number  of  matricu- 
lations at  Cambridge  had  risen  from  400 
to  610,  in  those  ten  or  twelve  years  ahow- 
Mr.  WalpoU 
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ing  an  increase  of  50  per  cent.  The  hon. 
Member  said  they  had  not  increased 
equal  to  the  students  of  foreign  Univer- 
sities. [Mr.  Camfbeli,  :  I  said  the  Scotch 
Universities.]  Well,  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say  against  the  Scotch  Universities ; 
he  believed  they  did  their  work  admir- 
ably, and  he  mic^ht  advert  to  them  aA«r- 
wards  as  fumiiiing  a  proper  mode  of 
dealing  with  this  BiB.  But  with  regard 
to  the  fbreign  Universities,  the  House 
must  bear  in  mind  that  there  was  a  com- 
pulsory ^^tem,  for  no  man  could  enter 
the  service  of  the  Gkivemment  in  any 
department  without  being  required  to 
go  through  a  course  of  University  edu- 
cation. The  Enghflh  system,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  entirely  voluntary.  And  yet, 
with  the  single  exception  of  Beriin,  there 
was  not  a  foreign  University  that  was 

Sial  in  point  of  numbers  to  their  own. 
e  number  of  students  in  Berlin  was 
2,180,  the  number  at  Cambridge  2,1S3, 
so  that  the  two  were  very  nearly  equal, 
and  Cambridge  exceeded  all  the  other 
foreign  Universities.  Then  it  was  said 
that  the  bulk  of  the  people  did  not  get 
the  benefit  of  a  University  education, 
and  that  it  was  the  object  of  this  Bill  to 
give  it  to  them.  He  had  already  ob- 
served that  he  should  be  sor^  if  they 
did  not  get  the  benefit  of  an  University 
education.  But  he  maintained  that 
every  encouragement  was  given  for  the 
purpose,  and  that  the  Scholarships  and 
ExhibitionB  were  as  so  many  shafts 
driven  down  into  the  lower  strata  of  so- 
ciety, by  which  men  might  be  brought 
up  to  tiie  highest,  and  many  of  the 
most  distinguished  men  in  the  country 
had  risen  to  eminence  in  that  way.  It 
ought  also  to  be  home  in  mind  that 
Orford  had,  some  years  ago,  provided 
means  for  young  students  residing  in 
lodgings,  who  could  not  afford  to  live  in 
College,  and  Cambridge  had  since  fol- 
lowed in  the  same  course.  This,  then, 
was  not  a  question  of  education ;  it 
was  simply  this  —  whether  by  the  pro- 
posed alteration  they  could  admit  every 
variety  of  rehgious  opinion  to  the  Uni- 
versities by  opening  them  more  than 
they  were  open  at  present,  and  by  open- 
ing the  Colleges  in  the  one  point  on 
wHch  alone  there  was  anything  like  ex- 
clusion— and  here  he  more  particularly 
adverted  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Whitby  (Mr.  W.  H.  Gladstone) 
— without  the  neglect  of  religions  ordi- 
oanoes,  without  the  compnmuse  of  idi- 
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giouB  consistency,  and  without  any  dis- 
tnrbanoe  of  religious  peace.  No  one 
could  deny  that  that  was  a  fair  test  of 
tte  merits  of  the  Bill.  If  they  could 
adopt  any  scheme  which  would  aduiit 
DiBsentere  to  Convocation  and  to  a  vote 
in  the  Senate,  on  these  terms,  and  re- 
serving, of  course,  the  Theological  Pro- 
fessor^pa,  which  implied  that  the  Fro- 
fesBora  muet  be  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  then  he  would  be  among 
the  foremost  to  say  that  he  had  no 
strong  feeling  of  opposition  to  this  Bill. 
But  with  regard  to  the  Colleges,  there 
was  this  to  oe  borne  in  mind.  In  for- 
mer times  it  might  be  contended  that 
the  Fellowships  were  not  necessarily  a 
part  of  the  rewards  for  an  University 
career,  but  were  intended  rather  as  the 
means  by  which  a  Governing  Body  for 
the  Universiiy  should  be  maintained,  and 
it  was  through  them  that  the  Gkiveming 
Body  was  now  constituted.  Welt,  then,  if 
they  were  t«  make  such  an  alteration  as 
to  enable  any  person  to  obtain  a  Fellow- 
ship,  and  so  to  become  a  member  of 
the  Governing  Body,  would  the  Govern- 
ing Body,  according  to  the  trusts  of  the 
foundation  and  the  usage  which  had 
ever  existed,  be  a  Governing  Body  ac- 
cording to  the  tenets  of  the  Church 
with  which  alone  these  Colleges  were  con- 
nected ?  He  had  heard  it  stated  over 
and  over  again  that  the  admission  of  a 
few  Dissenters  would  not  prevent  the 
continuance  of  the  present  religious  as- 
tern. But,  to  test  the  value  of  that 
opinion,  they  must  see  what  the  con- 
sequences of  the  admission  of  a  few 
Dissenters  would  be  upon  the  Governing 
Body.  To  take  the  case  of  Cambridge. 
The  Colleges  at  Cambridge  were  divided 
into  two  classes — the  lai^r  Colleges  of 
St.  John's  and  Trini^,  and  in  the  other 
class  all  tbe  minor  Collies — minor,  he 
meant,  as  regards  numbers.  Now  the 
seniority  of  St.  John's  and  Trinity  con- 
msted  only  of  eight  Fellows,  while  the 
seniority  of  the  outers  was  even  less  than 
that,  and  consisted  of  only  five  or  six. 
If,  therefore,  no  precautions  were  taken, 
they  might  easUy  get  a  Governing  Body 
which  would  not  govern  the  Colleges 
according  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Estab- 
lished (3iurch.  The  kon.  Member  for 
"Whitby  said  that  religious  education 
would  still  be  carried  on  much  as  it  was 
now.  Bjb  belief  was  that  if  this  BiU  were 
to  pass  one  of  two  consequences  must  fol- 
low— either  every  form  of  religious  be- 
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lief  must  be  admitted  into  the  Governing 
Body — and  then  it  would  be  exceedingly 
difficult  to  carry  on  the  work  of  reli^ous 
instruction  upon  any  system  —  or  else 
they  must  say  that  there  should  be  no 
religious  instruction  at  all.  Taking 
either  alternative,  they  were  running  a 
danger  which,  at  least,  it  was  their  duty 
to  anticipate  before  passing  the  Bill  into 
law.  As  to  what  had  been  said  about 
the  deficiency  of  religions  instruction  he 
wished  to  point  out  Uiat  it  was  not  the 
amount  of  religious  instruction  which 
was  to  be  given  so  much  as  the  system 
established  within  these  institutions 
which  gave  them  their  religious  charac- 
ter. They  were  all  the  creatures  of 
habit  and  the  children  of  circumstances ; 
they  were  governed  more  by  association 
than  by  direct  teaching  and  the  par- 
ticular instruction  which  might  be  given 
at  the  Universities.  The  influences  in- 
fused into  the  youtlt^  mind  by  such 
habits  and  associations  were  much  more 
powerftil  than  the  direct  religious  teach- 
ing on  the  fiiture  life  of  the  student. 
These  influences  he  was  unwilling  to  do 
away  with.  These,  he  feared,  would  be 
done  away  with  if  the  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  state.  What  was  there  to 
meet  the  difficulty  ?  To  his  mind  there 
were  two  and  only  two  ways.  The  one  was 
to  establish  FeUoVships  which  should 
not  be  connected  with  the  Colleges,  but 
which  should  be  made  and  instituted 
as  the  reward  of  a  distinguished  career ; 
and  that  he  thought  would  be  difficult 
to  accomplish.  The  other  course  was  that 
some  Bucli  course  should  be  adopted  as 
that  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bichmond  (Sir  E.  Palmer)  recom- 
mended— that  those  who  were  admitted 
to  Fellowships  should  make  a  declaration 
that  they  would  not  take  advantage  of 
their  position  to  do  anything  or  say  any- 
thing contrary  to  the  authority  of  the  K- 
vine  Scriptures,  or  that  militated  against 
that  form  of  religion  which  had  luways 
been  the  religion  of  the  Universify  and 
the  Colleges.  He  was  willing  to  go  into 
Committee  to  see  if  provisions  of  that 
character  could  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill ;  if  not,  he  feared  that  he  muet  op- 
pose a  measure  which  could  not  be  passed 
without  detriment  or  da^er  to  uie  re- 
ligious character  of  our  University  edu- 
cation. 

Mb.  NBWDEGATE  said,  that  on  a 
former  Bill  strong  oonvictionB  had  been 
ej^ireflsed,  but  no  division  had  taken 
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place.  Tke  Amendments  in  that  case 
vere  proposed  horn  die  other  aide  of  the 
Hooee.  Nov  the  debate  had  been  main- 
tained from  this  side  of  the  Houee,  and 
it  elicited  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitby  (Mr.  W.  H.  Gladstone)  the  hope 
that  the  religious  character  of  the  Uni- 
versitieB  Tould  not  be  chanaied.  That 
was  a  hope  in  which  he  did  not  join. 
If,  hoverer,  the  hon.  Member  desired  to 
maintain  the  character  of  the  Universi- 
tiea,  such  as  it  was,  that  was  a  desire  in 
which  he  cordially  shared.  But  what 
he  wished  to  point  out  wae  that  in  this 
House  they  were  coming;  to  the  habit  of 
expressing  strong  convictions  by  their 
speeoheB,  but  of  not  giving  effect  to 
those  convictions  by  their  votes.  The 
feeling  was  spreading  still  further  in  the 
count^.  Then,  it  appeared,  that  strong 
feelings  were  not  to  be  expressed,  u 
those  feelings  were  disagreeable  i/o 
others.  The  Home  Secretary  took  it 
upon  himself  to  prohibit  a  meeting,  if 
he  thought  the  opinions  expressed  were 
likely  to  be  disagreeable  to  certain  par- 
ties. The  Mayor  of  Birmingham  ar- 
rested a  rate-payer  who  was  going  to  a 
meeting,  because  it  was  supposed  that 
that  rato-payer  would  do  or  say  something 
disagreeable.  ["Question!"]  Kow  what 
was  this  coming  to  F  Hitherto,  the  ^s- 
tem  of  government  in  this  conntiy,  as 
in  the  Universities,  rested  upon  the  be- 
lief that  Englishmen  would  not  only  ex- 
press their  opinions,  but  act  upon  tiiem. 
On  the  other  side  of  the  House  an  ex- 
ample was  being  set  of  expressing  opi- 
nions, and  not  only  not  acting  upon 
diem,  but  acting  in  direct  contravention 
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of  them ;  and  me  very  measure 
the  House  was  to  prevent  the  require- 
ment of  the  expression  of  decided  opi- 
nion in  matters  connected  with  religion. 
To  what  was  all  this  tending  ?  Why,  to 
a  state  of  things  which  existed  only  im- 
der  despotic  Govemmonts.  He  wished 
to  impress  on  the  House  that  if  the  pre- 
sent system  of  education  in  this  oountiy 
was  to  be  maintained,  it  could  only  ex- 
ist on  the  foundation  on  which  it  had 
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ceedings  which  would  not  only  change 
the  laws  and  customs  of  the  country,  but 
effect  such  an  extensive  change  in  the 
course  of  education  as  would  altar  tho 
whole  system  of  thought  and  action,  dis- 
associating action  from  conscience,  and 
in  the  course  of  time,  undermine  those 
institutions,  on  which  he  placed  the 
highest  value.  He  did  not  care  how 
large  might  be  the  majority,  or  how 
small  the  minority,  but  must  enter  his 
protest  against  tiie  course  which  was 
now  being  pursued. 

Mb.  B£NTINCK  said,  that  after  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  near  him 
(1&.  Beresford  Hope)  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  to  divide,  but  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teitkdrmim. 

Main  Questian,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agrttdto. 

Bill  cotuiderei  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title  of  Act). 

Mb.  STEVENSON  wwvtd,  in  page  1, 
line  13,  leave  out  "  and,"  and  after 
"Cambridge,"  insert  "and  Durham," 
in  order  to  prevent  the  government  of 
that  University  being  left  solely  in  the 
hands  of  members  of  the  Ohuroh  of 
England. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  did  not  see 
the  necessity  for  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  believed  the  feeling  of  the 
Convocation  of  Durham  was  to  do  that 
voluntarily  which  was  now  proposed  to 
be  done  by  Act  of  Parliament.  To  adopt 
the  Amemiment,  would,  he  thought,  be 
setting  a  new  and  undesirable  precedent 
in  onr  legislation. 

Mb.  BOUVEEIE  asked  whether  it 
was  competent  to  the  Committee  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Durham  University  the  title 
of  a  BiU,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
repeal  certain  statutes  relative  to  OzSoA 
and  Cambridge  ?  The  whole  scope  of  the 
Bill  referred  to  these  two  UniversitieB, 
and  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 


hitherto  rested ;  and  that  foundation  had  ,  the  Universi^of  Durham, 
always  been  that  not  only  should  the  Tue  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  had  1 
people  express,  but  act  upon  their  con- 
victions, and  recognize  conscience  as  the 
basis  of  their  actions.  He  saw  in  the 
present  BUI  a  proposal  to  undermine  the 
education  of  future  generations  of  a 
hi^^er  class ;  and  his  belief  was  that 
this  was  but  a  step  in  that  oonrse  of  pro- 
J&.  NatciegaU 


held  that  when  the  subject-matter  of  a 
Bill  had  not  been  departed  from,  it 
might  be  extended  over  a  wider  area 
thui  was  Dontem^ted  when  the  BiU 
was  introduced.  He  therefore  thought 
that  the  Amendmmt  was  not  out  of 
Order. 
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Mr.  COLLINS  eaid,  that  the  Pre- 
amble only  referred  to  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge. Could  Durham  be  introduced 
without  an  Inetructioa  to  the  Com- 
mittee? 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  Preamble 
of  the  Bill  might  be  amended,  without 
any  Instruction. 

Mk.  HENDERSOK  said,  that  the 
UniTersi^  of  Durham  waa  establifihed, 
in  1837,  by  Eoyal  Charter,  vhich  gave 
the  power  of  conferring  d^^^ea.  Sereral 
years  ago  all  religious  testa,  except  in 
regard  to  theological  degrees,  were  done 
away  with.  There  were,  however,  still 
some  disabilities  and  restrictions  which  . 
were  disadvantageous  tA  students,  namely 
— the  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  seat  in  the 
8eiiate  and  in  Convocation.  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  do  away  with 
those  disabilities,  and  to  establish  per- 
fect religious  equality,  and  it  was  calcu- 
lated in  an  enormous  d^ree  to  increase 
the  educational  power  of  the  University. 
As  DO  opposition  had  been  offered,  it 
might  be  presumed  that  Durham  Uni- 
versity was  inclined  to  submit  itself  to 
.   the  authority  of  Parliament. 

Ma.  HEADLAM  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  believed  that  its  operation 
would  be  highly  advantageous  to  the 
North  of  England. 

The  80LIOITOE  GENEEAL  said, 
that  Durham  University  originally  fonned 
no  part  of  the  scheme,  and  it  would  he 
a  strong  measure  to  alter  the  purpose 
for  which  that  University  was  founded, 
during  the  lifetime  of  one  of  its  founders. 
He  had  not,  however,  heard  that  the 
University  of  Durham  objected  to  being 
included  in  the  Bill,  and  as  he  understood 
from  the  right  hon.  Glentlemau  opposite 
{Mr.  Mowbray)  that  it  was  likely  to  do 
voluntarily  what  was  now  proposed,  he 
should  offer  no  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mk.  COLLINS  said,  ho  did  not  see 
how  any  objections  could  possibly  come 
from  Durham  when  the  Preamble  and  the 
Title  only  referred  to  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.  No  one  could 
have  supposed  that  Uie  Bill  applied  to 
Durham,  and  he  did  not  think  it  right 
that  Durham  Universily  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill  by  a  side-wind.  He 
thought  the  University  of  Durham  should 
have  had    more  time  to  consider  the 


Mr.  HENDERSON'  said,  the  Uni- 
versity had  had  timely  notioe  of  these 


alterations  which  had  been  discussed  h^ 
the  Senate,  and  if  they  had  thought  it 
wise  to  appear  here  by  Petition  they 
would  have  done  so. 

Amendment  agrtei  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Persons  taking  lay  acade- 
mical degrees  not  to  be  required  to  sub- 
scribe any  formulary  of  faith,  Ac). 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDT  said,  that 
he  should  have  b^ii  prepared,  on  the 
question  of  principle,  to  have  divided 
gainst  ^0  Bill  dn  any  stage ;  and  if  he 
did  not  now  divide  against  the  present 
clause  it  was  not  becaiise  he  had  changed 
in  his  opposition  to  the  Bill,  for  he  still 
strongly  objected  to  its  principle,  and  he 
believed  it  was  impossible  to  carry  it  out 
on  any  satisfactory  footing.  He  would, 
however,  take  a  division  on  the  6th 
clause,  and  he  thought  it  right  to  give 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  timely 
notice  of  his  intention. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  BilL 
Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Act  of  Uniformity,  &c.,  so 
far  as  relates  to  Collegiate  offices,  &c., 
repealed). 

Mb.  HAIKES  moved,  in  line  33,  to 
leave  out  "mastership  or  headship"  and 
"tutorship."  Hon.  Members  opposite 
seemed  to  consider  that  Coll^ate  offices 
should  be  regarded  ss  academical  prizes ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  were 
not  of  that  opinion.  The  object  of  this 
Amendment  was    to    except  from    the 

X ration  of  the  clause  those  offices 
ch  stood  in  looo  parenti*,  and  there 
was  a  wide  distinction  between  such 
offices  and  the  offices  of  instruction.  The 
majoritf  of  parents  who  sent  their  sons 
to  the  Universities  were  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  it  was  not  un- 
fair that  the  persons  to  whom  they  com- 
mitted their  sons  for  care  and  discipline 
should  be  members  of  the  same  com- 
munion to  which  they  Jielonged.  The 
Amendment  would  leave  entirely  open 
the  Fellowships,  lectureships,  &c.,  which 
it  would  be  the  ambition  of  Noncon- 
formists to  obtain.  When  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  the  E^lendid  majority 
they  possessed  at  present,  it  was  always 
weU  to  be  generous,  and  if  they  wished 
to  settle  the  question  upon  an  andniing 
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baais  the  best  way  to  do  bo  waa  by  ehow- 
ing  some  consideration  forthe  (ympathies 
of  the  minority. 

Me.  BOUVEEIE  said,  that  this 
Amendment  was  an  iUustratioii  of  the 
imwiBdom  of  refusing  moderate  pro- 
posals when  there  was  an  opportunity  of 
coming  to  an  agreement;  because  when 
he  first  introduced  this  portion  of  the 
Bill  seven  or  eight  years  ago  his  pro- 
posal did  not  extend  to  headships  oi 
tutorships  at  all,  hut  to  Followshipa. 
With  regard  to  masterships  and  tutor- 
ehipa,  he  thought  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
afforded  no  security  Vfiiatever,  the  reid 
security  was  in  the  statutes  of  the  Col- 
leges. In  Oxford,  he  helieved  the  sta- 
tutes of  every  College  but  one  required 
the  master  to  be  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England ;  and,  consequently, 
a  much  greater  security  was  in  that  way 
obtained  for  the  doctrine,  belief,  and  re- 
ligious character  of  the  head  of  the  Col- 
lege than  couldpossibly  be  had  by  main- 
taining the  provision  of  the  Act  of  TJni- 
formity  which  imposed  a  declaration  of 
conformity  with  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  supported  the 
Amendment,  and  appealed  to  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  to  meet  the  opposition  in  the 
Spirit  in  which  the  Opposition  were  dii 
posed  to  meet  tbem.  If  they  were  to  do 
so,  they  might  obtain  a  solution  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  moderate  men. 
He  would  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  himself,  who,  up  to  recent 
times,  had  very  strong  opinions  on  this 
subject,  to  give  his  views  to  the  Com- 
mittee. This  was  a  subject  upon  which 
very  strong  opinions  were  held,  not  only 
in  that  House  but  out  of  it,  and  the 
clergy  felt  much  more  interested  in  it 
than  even  in  the  important  subject  now 
under  debate  in  "  another  place."  He 
remembered  reading  a  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  which  he  said  that  so 
long  as  the  people  of  this  country  wished 
that  an  Established  Church  should  re- 
main in  this  country  so  long  should  the 
connection  between  religion,  the  Church, 
and  the  ITniverfities  remain.  He  hoped 
we  had  not  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country 
was  not  to  remain. 

Mb.  WALTEB  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  they  were  forestalling  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  clause  as  a  ^ole,  and 
that  the  particular  question  raised  b^  the 
hon.  Member  was  one  of  comparatively 
Mr.  Baikis 


triTial  importance.  The  question,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  would  have  to  be  setUed 
ultimately  between  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  theCoUegee  and  the  public  at  large, — 
that  is,  the  parents  of  the  young  men 
who  should  go  to  the  Colleges.  He,  for 
one,  could  not  imagine,  if  the  present 
state  of  feeling  continued,  and  the  great 
majority  of  parents  desired  that  their 
eons  should  receive  a  religious  education, 
that  they  would  ever  send  their  sons  to 
receive  education  where  no  religious  in- 
struction whatever  would  be  given.  He 
could  not  conceive  it  likely  that  any  Col- 
lie, which  expected  to  retwn  its  hold 
upon  Church  of  England  parents,  would 
consent  to  appoint  to  a  tutorship  or  a 
headship  the  member  of  a  different  per- 
suasion, because  that  would  be  the  way 
to  lose  its  connection  with  that  class  of 
parents  altogether.  But  this  clause  did 
afford  the  best  possible  way  of  putting 
a  great  principle  to  the  test, — namely, 
whether  or  not  and  to  what  extent  the 
members  of  other  religious  bodies  than 
the  Church  of  England  should  be  per- 
mitted to  enjoy  Uie  full  rewards  of 
University  distmction.  While,  for  one, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  go  the  full  length 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Faweett)  and  apply  any  compiUsory  mea- 
sure to  tlie  Colleges,  he  would  throw  on 
them  the  onv»  of  acting  as  they  thought 
fit,  and  leave  the  question  of  religious 
instruction  in  the  Universities  to  be 
settled  between  them  and  the  public  at 

Tm:  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  said, 
the  very  last  course  he  would  wish  to 
take  in  an;  matter  was  t«  act  on  the 
principle  of  va  viettt  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded.  But  he  wished 
to  point  out  what  they  were  doing  by 
this  Bill  and  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  qualify.  The  Bill,  as  had 
been  said  two  or  three  times  over,  was 
divided  into  two  parts,  dealing  with  two 
separate  subjects,  and  on  two  different 
pnnciples.  Bight  or  wrong,  those  who 
were  advocating  this  Bill  thought  the 
Universities  national  institutions,  in  the 
sense  that  Parliament  could  dictate  to 
them  the  pohcy  they  should  pursue. 
With  regard  to  the  Colleges,  right  or 
wrong,  they  had  treated  them  as  quati- 
private  institutions,  as  institutions  which 
were  to  be  consulted  in  all  the  changes 
that  might  be  made.  They  removed  all 
Parliamentary  restrictions  upon  their 
freedom  of  action,  and  left  them  bonod  by 
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their  own  etatutoa.  Whatever  their 
Btatutea,  they  would  remain  unaltered ; 
whatever  their  feelings,  they  would  re- 
main unaltered;  alltiiatwae  proposed 
was  to  remove  from  their  freedom  of  ax- 
tioa  those  restrictionfi  which  Parliament 
itself  had  imposed.  But  this  measure 
would  be  uselefis,  and  would  not  have 
twelve  months'  life,  if  they  drew  such 
distinctions  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
aired.  He  left  the  Colleges  &ee,  but  did 
not  force  them  in  their  action. 

Mb.  BENTINCK,  seeing  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Prime  Minieter  in 
his  place,  wished  to  repeat  the  remarks 
he  had  already  made,  to  the  effect  that 
it  was  important  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  state  his  views  upon  thii 
measure,  with  reference  to  which  his 
opinions  had  undergone  so  recent  and 
so  important  a  change.  Until  last  year 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  always 
voted  gainst  this  Bill,  and  therefore, 
looking  at  the  policy  he  had  pursued 
with  reference  to  the  Irish  Ohurch,  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
what  policy  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  religious  insti- 
tutions generally.  It  must  not  be  for- 
gotten uiat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  now  associated  with  those  who  were 
the  declared  enemies  of  all  religious  Es- 
tablishments. 

Mb.  EAIKE8  said,  he  would  not  put 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividing 
on  his  Amendment,  but  would  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Mk.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  observations  before  the 
Committee  proceeded  to  a  division  upon 
the  clause.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (the  Solicitor  General)  was  mis- 
taken if  he  supposed  that  the  Bill  met 
the  wishes  or  would  satisfy  the  demands 
of  Dissenters.  At  a  breakfast  of  the 
Friends  of  Beligious  Liberty,  held  on 
the  16th  of  March  last,  one  of  the 
speakers,  Sir  George  Young,  said  that 
the  University  Tests  Bill  was  not  so  va- 
luable a  measure  as  some  supposed,  and 
would  only  do  away  with  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  not 
with  those  imposed  by  the  Colleges,  and 
another  speaker  followed  in  the  same 
strain,  and  denied  that  it  ought  to  be 


I  regarded  as  a  compromise.  Where,  then, 
was  the  worth  of  the  concession  if  these 
were  the  views  of  those  for  whose  sake 
the  measure  was  intended  7  The  Sohd- 
tor  General  had  said  that  the  Colleges 
were  not  national  institutions  like  the 
Universities,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
was  no  intention  to  interfere  with  them. 
But,  if  this  Bill  were  passed  he  saw  no- 
thing to  prevent  an  attack  being  made 
upon  the  CoUegee  next  year.  He  should 
divide  against  the  clause. 

Sib  EOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  it 
would  be  time  enough  to  oppose  unde- 
sirable  changes  when  they  were  pro- 
posed, and  that  the  present  clause  should 
be  regarded  on  its  own  merits,  and  not 
as  a  possible  step  to  future  changes.  If 
it  were  the  sound  view  to  allow  the  Col- 
leges to  have  as  much  freedom  as  to  the 
admission  of  persons  not  belonging  to 
the  Church  of  England  to  their  offices 
and  emoluments  as  would  be  consistent, 
if  Parliament  did  not  interfere  to  the 
contrary,  with  their  own  constitutions 
and  laws — and  that  was  his  view  of  the 
matter — it  was  also  a  sound  view  that 
they  should  be  freed  from  all  the  Parlia- 
mentary restraints  now  imposed  upon 
them.  Those  who  really  wished  to  main- 
tain religious  teaching  in  the  Universities 
would  be  resting  their  case  upon  a  false 
issue  if  they  were  to  say — "We  must 
either  retain  the  old  Parliamentary  re- 
strictions or  we  must  give  up  everything." 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  intend  to  aban- 
don rehgious  teaching,  and  he  believed 
that  there  were  many  on  his  side  of  the 
House  who  entertained  the  same  view. 
He  did  not  believe  that  there  was  a  ma- 
jority on  the  side  of  the  House  on  which 
he  sat  who  were  desirous  of  merely  secu- 
larizing the  education  of  the  University. 
Whether  that  were  the  case  or  not,  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  legislating  for 
such  an  object  would  be  infinitely  greater 
than  those  which  were  in  the  way  of 
those  who  desired  to  see  the  Colleges 
free  from  Parliamentary  restraints.  On 
the  whole  he  could  not  join  in  a  vote 
against  this  clause. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  regretted 
that  those  who  opposed  this  clause  would 
not  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir 
Roundell  Palmer),  who  had  at  heart  the 
preservation  of  the  religious  character 
of  the  Universities.  They  were  now 
dealing  with  a  state  of  tilings  which  he 
could  not  bring  himself  to  \q<A.  upon  in 
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tbe  same  light  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  Tbe  hon.  end  learned  Mem- 
ber eaid  that  they  were  aboat  to  remove 
merely  the  Forliameutary  restrictioDS 
upon  the  Collies.  "Why,  that  was  al- 
most an  idle  remark.  Already  l^ey  had 
within  &e  House  many  vho  were  anxious 
to  carry  the  meaeure  BtiU  farther  than 
it  went  at  present,  while  it  was  quite 
clear  that  outside  the  House  a  great 
many  persons  were  by  no  means  satis- 
fied with  it.  "What  would  be  the  result 
if  one  CoU^e  were  to  open  its  doors 
to  all,  while  another  retained  its  restrio 
lions  P  He  was  unwilling  to  talce  away 
the  existing  Farliam.entary  restrictions 
so  as  to  permit  a  temporary  majority  to 
effect  a  change  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Colleges  which  would  never  be  reversed. 
It  would  be  as  impossibie  to  restore  tbe 
restrictionB  when  once  abolished  as  it 
would  be  to  render  the  London  Univer- 
mty  a  denominational  institution.  But 
this  was  the  principle  upon  whioh  he 
(Mr.  G.  Hardy)  was  acting  himself ;  and 
it  was  also  ihe  principle  laid  down  by 
the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Gktvemment,  and  which  he  had  never 
wididrawn  or  qualified.  Last  year, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  voted  in  a  difi'erent 
sense  from  what  he  had  ever  done  be- 
fore, without  any  explanation  or  without 
retracting  any  of  the  expressiona  he  bad 
uttered  on  the  subject  on  fonuer  occa- 
edons.  In  1666,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  it  seemed  to  him  an  act  of 
equity,  justice,  and  policy  to  demand 
that  nothing  should  be  done  which  would 
not  secure  the  maintenance  of  a  religious 
^tem  of  education  in  the  Universities. 
Li  1867,  he  said  he  would  not  question 
that  security  should  be  taken  to  preserve 
the  present  system  of  religions  education 
in  the  Universitiefl  and  Colleges.  What 
did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bichmond  propose?  He 
proposed  to  do  away  wim  the  old  tests 
for  the  purpose  of  substituting  a  new 
one.  If  they  had  a  divided  Governing 
Body,  they  would  have  in  " 
religion  at  all — men  who  were  anxious 
to  escape  from  the  trammele  which  they 
had  imposed  upon  themselves,  but  which 
they  were  anxious  to  shake  off,  because 
they  now  believed  them  to  be  the  fetlers 
of  superstition.  It  was  idle  to  suppose 
that  they  could  continue  the  religious 
teaching  in  the  Colleges  if  the  con- 
scientious convicUons  of  each  individual 
were  to  be  regarded,  and  they  must 
Mr.  Qatlwmt  Sardy 
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to  secularization,  whatever  might  be  their 
wishes  in  the  matter.  It  was  not  the 
intention  of  Bills  of  this  kind  that  things 
should  remain  as  they  are.  That  might 
be  the  intention  of  the  Mover,  who  be- 
gan by  introducing  such  a  mild  measure, 
and  who,  a  few  years  ago,  opposed  this 
very  proposal.  Until,  however,  they 
relaxed  iJl  restrictions  and  securities  in 
the  Universities  and  Colleges,  that  f^- 
tern  of  religious  instruction  ought  still 
to  be  preserved,  which  be  behoved  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  Universities  them- 
selves a&d  the  nation  at  large. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  a  few  min- 
utes ago  the  hon .  Member  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
made  an  appeal  to  bim,  whioh  he  thought 
it  best  not  to  answer,  because  the  tone 
and  language  of  that  appeal  were  hardly 
such  as  ou^t  to  be  used  on  a  subject 
of  this  kind,  or,  indeed,  on  any  subject 
at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  also  referred  to 
declarations  of  his  made  some  time  ago, 
and  had  challenged  bim  to  declare  whe- 
ther he  abided  by  them  or  not.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  waa  perfectly  en- 
titled to  ask  him  whether  he  had  de- 
parted &om  the  principle  of  religious 
education  in  the  Universities  and  Col- 
leges of  this  country  which  he  had 
formerly  maintained.  His  opinion  on 
the  subject  was  exactly  the  same  as  it 
had  ever  been.  He  heartily  and  cor- 
dially desired  that  both  in  the  Univer- 
sities and  Colleges  the  education  given 
should  continue  to  be  religious.  He 
desired  that  the  Bill  should  give,  as 
he  believed  it  would  give  every  faolity 
for  the  foundation,  within  the  Univer- 
sities, of  Colleges  in  the  constitution  of 
which  the  greatest  possible  &eedom 
should  exist.  He  did  not  desire  to  in- 
terfere with  those  who,  from  benevolent 
motives,  founded  estabhshments  for  se- 
culiar  education ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  ought  to  give  ample  liberty  to  those 
who  founded  Colleges  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  their  own  particular  religion, 
with  whatever  restrictions  they  thought 
proper,  and  they  ought  to  respect  those 
restrictions  as  the  offspring  of  oonscien* 
tioos  convictions.  As  regarded  the  ge- 
neral principle,  he  trusted  be  had  now 
plainly  and  unequivocally  auswared  the 
appeal  made  to  him.  With  respect  to 
the  Bill  itself,  he  had  stated,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  he  would  accede  to  no 
such  Bill  without  just  and  adequate  se- 
curities for  religious  edocation   in  the 
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XJiuTemties  and  Oolleges.  Jr  the  next 
pl&oe  he  had  Biways  uiaisted — herein 
Bttong;!;  diffeiiiiK'  from  Mb  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (uie  Solicitor  Qeueral) — 
that  it  vae  idle  and  impoesible  to  deal 
^th  tlie  UniTersitieB  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment without  alao  le^slatiug  for  the 
Colleges,  because  he  wae  not  prepared 
to  Bay,  either  on   legal   or   historical 

Sounds,  that  any  line  could  be  drawn 
tween  them  so  broad  as  to  make  it 
demrable  for  them  to  take  their  stand 
upon  it,  while,  in  other  respects,  he  saw 
ptunly  that  any  conoeBsion  given  to  the 
UniyersitieB,  if  it  were  not  worthless, 
would,  at  all  events,  be  totally  insuffi- 
cieut  and  unaatiafactoiy  bo  long  as  they 
continued  to  say  to  young  men  what 
they  now  said  in  the  UnlTersity  of  Cam- 
bridge— "Tou  may  go  to  the  TJniTer- 
sity,  and  obtain  the  odvant^eB  of  its 
toaching  and  its  highest  honours ;  but, 
having  so  done,  you  shall  not  be  admit- 
ted to  those  College  emoluments  and 
powers  which  are  the  regular  crown  and 
legitimate  consummation  of  a  Univeraity 
career."  His  hon.  and  learned  IViend 
had  completely  met  his  views  on  this 
Bu^'ect  in  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  with  respect  to  the  securities  for  re- 
ligious education,  he  had  not  only  in- 
serted language  which  went  to  establish 
the  present  legal  status  of  the  instruo- 
tote,  but  also  e^reased  his  willingness 
to  admit  the  furOLer  declaration  on  the 
subject  which  had  been  proposed  by  hia 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer).  He  spoke  of  the  declaration 
with  which  the  Solicitor  General  agreed, 
because  in  respect  to  the  new  test  pro- 
posed by  his  non.  and  learned  Fnend 
(Sir  Boundell  Palmer),  although  he  did 
not  see  the  same  objections  to  it  which 
otliers  felt,  yet  he  did  not  see  such  a 
value  attaching  to  it  aa  to  make  It  desi- 
rable for  Parliament  to  attempt  the  for- 
mation of  a  new  tost  at  all.  No  doubt 
his  own  views  had  been  modified  &om 
time  to  time  on  thia  sabiect,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  'Whitohaven  (Mr. 
Bmtinok)  thought  £t  to  taunt  him  for 
having  altored  them  ranee  he  ceased  to 
be  a  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  he  was  perfectly  welcome  to  do 
BO  as  often  as  he  pleased.  ["Divide!"] 
Well,  he  was  answering  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  very  last  charge  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  succeed  in  &stening 
upon  him  would  be,  that  his  career  as 
lumber  for  the  University  of  Oxford 


had  been  distingoiahed  by  any  imdne 
subserviency  to  the  opinions  or  prtgu- 
dices  of  his  then  constituents.  He  would 
simply  Bay  that  if  it  could  be  proved 
that  this  House  had  maintained  one  firm 
standing  ground  on  this  subject,  all 
those  who  had  done  so  might  reproach 
those  who,  acting  at  one  time  in  a  oon- 
tracy  sense,  felt  bound  to  take  aU  the 
circnmstancefl  in  view  in  the  proposition 
they  recommended.  It  was,  however, 
moet  remarkable  that  on  that  very  day, 
and  on  that  very  occasion,  they  had 
heard  one  of  the  Members  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  say  that,  so  far  as  the 
Universities  were  concerned,  he  thonght 
it  more  or  less  open  for  consideration 
whether  the  Bill  uiould  be  resisted  if  it 
were  confined  within  those  limits.  They 
had  also  heard  hoOi  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  for  the  first 
lime,  phnnly  and  explicitly  ^nirese  a 
desire  to  make,  so  &r  as  IJie  Universi- 
tiea  were  concerned,  the  whole  conces- 
sion proposed  by  the  BilL  When  con- 
cessions of  this  kind  were  made,  it  had 
always  appeared  to  him  that  when  Par- 
liament did  interfere  its  interference 
should  be  suf&cieDt  and  efiectual.  It 
was  always,  however,  his  opinion  that 
it  waB  impoBsible  to  legislate  for  the 
UniversitieB  and  to  refo^e  to  legislate 
for  the  Colleges.  When  the  time  had 
come  for  legislation  of  this  kind  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  fkr  better  to  place 
it  upon  a  basis  sufficiently  broad  to 
make  it  effectual  for  its  purpose.  And 
that  was  the  reason  why  he  gave  his 
cordial  support  to  the  measure  of  hia 
hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  dividtd:—AjeB  216; 
Noes  95:  Majority  121. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  mt 
again  upon  IVido]/,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


PRISONERS  (POLITICAL  OFFEKCBS). 

EESOLDTIOH. 

Ms.  G.  H.  MOOBE  rose  to  propose 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House  two  Iteso- 
lutiona  embodying  the  suggestions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  o2ordrfiire  (Mr.  Henley)  made  upon 
a  previous  Motion  of  his;  and,  iiro- 
apective  of  any  opinions  he  might  think 


,v  Google 


it  necessai?  to  vrge,  he  thought  the 
statements  Uien  made  b;  that  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  were  sufficient  to  insure  the 
acceptance  of  those  Besolutions.  But 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  vae  im- 
pressed with  a  solid  conviction  that  the 
adoption  of  the  second  of  those  Hesolu- 
tions  involyed  the  peace  and  good-will  of 
very  large  bodies  of  the  people  of  this 
country  and  Ireland.  It  h^  been  tor 
centuries  a  subject  of  great  anxiety  to 
the  statesmen  and  Government  of  this 
country  that  among  the  constituent 
elements  of  its  power  there  was  one 
that  had  not  been  fused  into  unity  with 
it,  and  that  among  the  great  insular 
races  that  had  carried  the  Empire,  the 
language,  and  the  name  of  England  to 
the  uttennost  ends  of  the  earUi,  there 
was  one  people  that  loved  her  not,  and 
whose  daily  prayer  to  God  was  that  He 
would  vouchsafe  to  them  one  day  the 
Opportunity  of  causing  the  disruption  of 
her  power.  The  alienation  and  noatUity 
of  the  Ineh  to  the  British  people  was  a 
matter  of  history.  Of  what  was  past 
and  irreparable  it  would  be  painful  and 
superfluous  to  epeat;  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  consider  the 
present  condition  of  afTairs,  and  the 
causes  that  had  led  to  it.  Something 
m<n'e  than  twenty  years  ago,  and  before 
the  fires  of  popular  discontent  in  Ireland 
had  begun  to  shake  the  surface  of  Ineh 
society,  and  when  it  was  the  fashion  for 
Irish  popular  representatiTes  to  declare 
that  the  Catholic  people  of  Ireland  were 
as  loyal  as  any  part  of  the  population  of 
Great  Britain,  he  made  this  statement  to 
the 
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"  I  t«ll  ^n.  on  ths  coDtrair,  thit  the  Catbolio 
pmpleof  IrBlandiirenot  Io;>l;  the^kreemineRtlx 
diilojil,  and  Itwrs  *re  not  6Stj  mitei  of  lri)h 
co»t  before  vhiob,  if  in  Engliah  and  AmerJun 
TBiicl  were  coming  idIo  hoitiltj.  eight  men  out 
of  evarjr    ten  would   not   wish   the  Amerioan 

He  had  seen  nothing  since  ia  induce  him 
to  recall  that  statement.  With  the  same 
confidence  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  facts 
he  now  spoke  of  the  causes,  when  he 
said  that  the  alienation  of  the  Irish 
people  was  due,  not  so  much  to  the 
wicked  ^stem  of  misgOTcmment  which 
had  existed  among  thom  for  so  many 
centuries,  as  to  the  cruel  ignominy  with 
which  resistance  to  misgoremment  had 
been  treated.  It  was  not  so  much  the 
misery  of  the  Penal  Laws  as  the  whips 
and  triangles  of  '98  that  had  alienated 
Mr.  0.  JET.  Moor* 


and  it  was  with  pain  that 
be  now  saw  the  Government  prepuing 
&esh  causes  of  future  hatred.  Disaffec- 
tion had  ripened  into  disloyalty ;  and 
because  the  visionary  insurrection  of 
misguided  men,  despairing  of  jnstice, 
had  been  punished  by  a  persistent  sys- 
tem of  organized  cruelty  and  insult, 
popular  resentment  had  become  as  deep 
as  it  would  soon  be  vociferous  and  vin- 
dictive, not  only  among  the  helpless 
people  of  Ireland,  but  among  that  nation 
on  &e  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  whose 
hostility  was  an  element  of  danger  to 
this  country.  He  had  no  intention  to 
indulge  in  the  language  of  menace; 
nothing  could  be  less  effective;  but 
he  wi^ed  the  House  and  Government 
should  take  this  matter  into  considera- 
tion, and  take  action  upon  it  before  any- 
thing should  have  occurred  to  deprive 
that  consideration  and  action  of  its  full 
weight  and  credit.  He  hoped  the  L^is- 
lature  and  the  Executive  would  take 
counsel  in  time,  because  it  was  too  much 
the  habit  of  the  Government  in  Ireland 
to  despise  supplication  as  weakness. 
Besistance  to  Enghsh  law  admitted  of 
no  defence  or  extenuation.  In  Ireland, 
as  in  India,  the  assertion  of  self-govern- 
ment was  a  crime.  About  thirty  years 
ago  Canada  rose  in  insurrection ;  insult 
and  contumely  were  poured  on  the  heads 
of  the  insurgents,  and  their  grievances 
were  treat^  with  scorn,  ^e  insur- 
gents and  their  American  sympathizes 
were  hanged  by  the  score.  We  re- 
dressed the  grievances  of  the  Canadians, 
we  granted  them  a  free  Government,  ao- 
ir£ng  to  their  own  desire,  and  the  arch- 
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and  for  the  euppression  of  whose  opinions 
we  had  shed  blood  without  stint  upon  the 
field  and  the  scaffold,  Papineau  himself, 
was  appointed  First  Minister  of  the  Crown . 
Nothmg  could  be  more  ignominious  than 
such  a  policy,  but  nothing  could  be 
more  successful.  In  1848,  when  some- 
thing like  the  Fenian  insurrection  oc- 
curred, one  of  the  insurgents  was  tried 
on  a  chai^  which,  if  he  had  been  found 
guilty,  would  have  rendered  him  amen- 
able to  all  the  punishment  now  inflicted 
on  the  Fenians.  He  was  never  con- 
victed ;  there  was  what  was  called  a 
miscarriage  of  justice ;  he  went  abroad, 
and  became  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Another  insurgent  at  that  time  narrowly 
e^'aped  with  his  life  to  America,  and 
there  publicly  annoimced  with  bis  own 
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hand  that  he  had  been  a  traitor,  and 
his  words  spoken  andwritton  inAmerica 
had  been  quoted  in  that  House  as  a 
reason  for  continuing  the  auspension  of 
the  Haheas  Corpus  Act  in  Ireland.  That 
man  went  to  Canada  and  there  became 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  against  which 
he  had  rebelled,  and  not  only  that,  but 
he  became,  tmdei  the  free  constitution 
of  Canada,  the  most  vehement  opponent 
of  the  rebellious  spirits  with  whom  he 
had  been  formerly  lefwaed.  Again,  a 
mac  who  had  reminded  a  portion  of  his 
countrymen  that  the  days  would  soon 
be  short  and  the  nights  long,  and  used 
language  which  at  first  sight  would  have 
been  supposed  to  instigate  to  assassina' 
tion,  had  become  a  Judge,  and  had 
sentenced  O'Donovan  Bossa  to  penal 
servitude  for  life  for  the  use  of  lan^age 
rather  milder  than  hia  own.  Some 
twenty-five  years  ago  the  Leader  of  the 
Conservative  party  described  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  as  a  system  of 
policy  the  obvious  remedy  of  which 
was  revolution,  and  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  had  lately  acknowledged 
that  the  abortive  attempt  at  revolution 
in  Ireland  had  brought  about  that 
change  of  policy  which  he  was  now  at- 
tempting to  carry  out — 

"  CnlamDon  aDimum  matantqai  trani  mmrs 
oumnt ;" 
and  therefore  it  was  not  extraordinary 
that  a  number  of  Irishmen  who  had 
gone  to  another  country  should  adopt 
me  policy  which  the  Leader  of  the  Con- 
servative part^  had  nearly  thir^  years 
ago  stated  to  be  the  only  true  remedy  fot 
the  ilia  of  Ireland.  One  who  might  be 
truly  called  a  wise  man  had  said — 

"  Tha  nutter  of  Mdition  ll  of  two  kindi,  much 
poTertf  Bad  muoh  diiCDnlent ;  and  the  lurett  way 
to  prevent  Kitition  i<  to  Uka  >iraj  the  matter, 
for  if  fuel  be  prepared  it  ia  hard  to  tell  wheDCe 
the  apark  (hall  eoDie  that  shall  act  it  od  Are.  The 
fint  remedy  or  prevention  ii  to  remoTe  bj  all 
neani  the  mstertal  oauie  of  aedition,  itbich  ii 
iraot  andpoTertj." 

Now,  none  but  simpletons  would  deny 
that  such  causes  existed  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  might  be  removed  if  the  pro- 
per remedies  were  applied.  The  Irish 
people  did  not  f^mpathize  with  the 
views  and  ends  of  the  Fenians,  but  they 
did  with  their  feelings  and  opinions. 
They  did  not  wish  the  Fenians  to  suc- 
ceed ;  because,  though  they  greatly  dis- 
liked the  existing  form  of  government, 
they  must  feel  some  confidence  in  that 
TOL.  OXOVH.    [tkibd  azBnta.] 
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which  was  to  re-place  it.  But  they  had 
not  sufficient  confidence  in  "the  Irish 
Eepubiic,"  virtually  established  to  ac- 
cept that  alternative.  It  was  the  fact 
that  no  class  of  men  in  Ireland  were 
satisfied  with  the  Government.  The 
pie  of  Ireland  for  years  had  been 
led,  deluded,  deceived,  betrayed,  and 
disappointed  by  successive  Governments. 
Their  sympathizing  countrymen  in  Ame- 
rica had  promised  theon  money,  arms, 
and  leaders,  but  they  were  to  look  at 
home  for  their  bone  and  sinew,  and  to 
the  English  Army  for  their  tiained  sol- 
diers. The  whole  scheme  was  an  ab- 
lurdity  from  beginning  to  end,  and 
could  only  be  Hkened  to  the  act  of  Don 
Quixote  in  charging  the  windmill.  One 
of  the  first  preparations  for  this  con- 
sjttMicy  was  the  setting  on  foot  of  a  pub- 
he  journal  whose  special  function  it  ap- 
peared to  be  to  announce  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  progress  of  the  insurrection. 
The  matter  thus  being  thrust  before  the 
Government,  it  would  have  been  un- 
pardonable in  them  if  they  had  omitted 
to  take  steps  for  the  suppression  of  the 
insurrection,  and  accordingly  they  em- 
ployed a  number  of  emissaries  to  obtain 
information  with  regard  to  it.  The  Go- 
vernment had  excused  their  conduct 
upon  this  point  by  asserting  that  they 
had  taken  the  step  for  the  safety  of  the 
Stato.  But  the  Government  had  not 
only  to  look  to  the  safety  of  the  Stato, 
but  also  to  the  safety  of  the  people.  The 
Irish  Government  bad  always  acted  as 
though  they  were  a  garrison  in  an 
enemy's  country.  They  did  not  seem 
to  recoUect  that  they  owed  a  duty  to  the 
misguided  men  whom  their  own  emis- 
saries were  leading  on  &om  disaffection 
to  sedition.  He  admitted  that  it  might 
necessary  in  certain  cases  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  employ  detectives ;  but 
those  so  employed  should  be  under  pro- 
-lexXj  organized  control,  and  should  not 
le  permitted  to  act  in  an  irresponsible 
manner.  But  for  the  assistance  of  the 
Government  emissaries  the  insurrection 
would  have  proved  abortive.  Those 
who  were  engaged  in  the  insurrection 
had  made  themselves  remarkable  by 
abstaining  altogether  fi-om  pltmder  and 
outrage.  The  forbearance  exercised  by 
these  people  had  been  honourably  ac- 
knowledged by  the  correspondents  of  the 
London  Press.  For  instance,  the  corre- 
spondent of  Th»  Timet,  writing  on  the 
16th  of  March,  in  referring  to  (he  attack 

2D  n         ] 

,    ;.,L-oogIe 


803 


Pritanert 


(COMMONS) 


{PoUtmi  qfmm).         S04 


upon  the  police  'barrack  at  Delgany,  when 
five  policemen  were  captured,  but  ivere 
afterwards  released,  wrote — "It  must  be 
recollected  to  their  credit  tiiat  they  have 
been  merciful  where  mercy  was  hardly  to 
be  expected  &om  them."  The  same  eenti- 
ment  had  been  expressed  in  other  Lon- 
den  newspapers.  These  circumstances, 
vhjch  were  so  freely  aoknowledged  at  the 
time  of  the  outbreak,  ought  to  be  recol- 
lected in  the  hour  of  their  humiliation 
and  misfortune.  Certain  arrests  having 
been  made,  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  told  the  jury  at  the  trial  that  it 
would  be  proved  that  the  writings  of 
these  men  partook  largely  of  the  cha- 
racter of  Sociahsm  in  its  most  perni- 
cious form,  and  that  the  operations  of 
that  revolution  were  to  be  commenced 
by  an  indiscriminate  masBaore  of  all 
those  above  the  lower  classes,  and  in- 
cluding the  £oman  Catholic  clei^. 
Such  an  opinion  was  well  calculated  to 
prejudice  public  opinion  against  the 
prisoners  ,  but  it  was  not  confirmed  by 
any  evidence  whatever,  not  even  the 
testimony  of  spies,  and  it  was  now  ad- 
mitted on  all  nands  to  have  been  utterly 
unfounded.  The  learned  Gentleman 
who  made  this  statement  has  since  ex- 
culpated himself  by  stating  that  it  was 
made  entirely  upon  the  instructions  he 
received,  and  that  he  fuEy  expected 
them  to  bo  proved.  The  allegation, 
however,  was  neither  withdrawn  nor 
modified  up  to  the  end  of  the  trial,  and 
the  jury  found  them  guilty,  although 
no  evidence  in  support  of  this  conspiracy 
was  forthcoming.  The  hon.  Member — 
having  read  at  length  extracts  &om  the 
Xaneet  illustrative  of  the  results  of  the 
separate  system  upon  the  mental  condi- 
tion of  prisoners ;  and  from  the  Beport 
of  Dr.  Macdonald,  medical  visiting  offi- 
cer of  the  Mountjoy  Prison,  remon- 
strating against  the  system  of  inflicting 
insufficiency  of  clothing  as  a  punish- 
ment for  re&actory  behaviour ;  and  as 
to  the  consequences  of  the  cellular  sys- 
tem on  the  mental  and  physical  condi- 
tion of  prisoners — proceeded  to  say  that 
those  who  had  listened  to  this  statement 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
a  state  of  penal  discipline  which  had 
caused,  or  at  all  events  resulted  in, 
seven  deaths  within  so  short  a  period, 
and  in  one  prison  alone  had  driven  four 
untried  prisoners  into  lunacy,  and  four 
more  into  suicide,  had  been  excessive  in 
severity  and  unnecessarily  aggravated  by 
Mr.  G.  S.  Moore 


contumelious  conoomitants.  They  had 
heard  of  the  abominable  outrage  com- 
mitted by  0' Donovan  Bossa  upon  the 
Oovemor  of  the  prison.  But  who  could 
tell  the  contumacious  treatment  which 
had  goaded  him  to  commit  it?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  denied  the  other  evening  that 
O'Donovan  had  been  subjected  to  ths 
cruel  punishment  which  had  been  al- 
leged; but  he  had  received  the  other 
day  a  letter  &om  a  London  solicitor  en- 
closing a  statement  made  by  Joseph  Cave 
of  16,  Cross  Street,  Palace  Road,  Hadt- 
ney,  who  had  been  an  assistant  warder 
at  Chatham.  Cave  stated  that  for  about 
six  weeks  in  the  months  of  June  and 
July,  1868,  the  prisoner  BoBsa  was  hand- 
cuffed with  his  hands  behind  him  from 
10  minutes  past  5  a.m.,  until  7  30  p.m., 
and  with  his  bands  before  him  while 


tary  cell,  and  for  three  weeks  was  on 
bread  and  water,  with  alternate  penal 
diet  besides;  that  when  the  handcuffo 
were  being  put  on  him  at  first  he  offered 
great  resistance,  but  that  resistance  con- 
tinued only  five  or  six  days,  when  £rom 
the  effects  of  the  bread  and  water  he 
was  compelled  to  submit,  and  he  was 
afterwards  ^uiet.  Such  was  the  account 
he  had  received.  He  did  not  know  the 
facta  himself,  but  he  had  given  the  name 
of  his  informant.  Now,  he  had  not 
justified  the  Fenian  conspiracy,  or  the 
insurrection  to  which  it  had  ^ven  rise, 
nor  did  he  attempt  to  justify  it ;  but  he 
was  quite  sure  that  there  was  not  one 
who  had  lost  his  life  or  his  liberty  in 
that  insurrection  who  would  have  saved 
his  life  or  purchased  his  hberty  by  the 
admission  that  he  was  morally  guilty  or 
ashamed  of  the  cause  in  which  he  suf- 
ferred.  Nor  would  he  make  such  an 
admission  in  their  name  nor  his  own. 
In  conclusion  he  be^ed  to  move  the 
Besolution  of  which  he  hod  given  no- 
tice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  It  ia  the  dutj  of  ih«  GoTernmant  to 
iniliiulc  n  pubUo  inquir;  into  (be  penal  diioiplin« 
of  our  Prttons,  for  tbe  purpois  of  a  beller  oUuiS- 
ccilion  of  pritonFri  geiifriillT  ;  distingiiithing  iha 
tried  frtim  the  unlriFd,  and  thoM  who  maj  b« 
chiirgpd  with  otTenflCB  Trom  thoto  wha.  under  sx> 
crptioniil  circumitancea,  mnj  lie  te mpora HI j  de- 
tained "illioul  «nj  speciBo  charge  hnTinjt  bran 
preterred  agalnit  theio,"— ^JA*.  Gttryt  Xotr4.) 


ly  Google 
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Mb.  BBUCE  sold,  that  those  who 
were  in  that  House  some  fifteen  years 
ago  vould  recognize  in  the  speech  which 
they  had  just  heard  the  eloquence  of  his 
hou.  Friend,  and  also  the  continuance  of 
those  feelings  which  lie  was  happy  to 
SBj  had  almost  entirely  died  out  in  the 
existing  generation  of  Irishmen.  The 
Uembers  of  Parliament  whom  they  now 
had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  among  them 
representing  Irish  interests  were  not  less 
patriotic  than  those  who  went  before 
them ;  but  he  would  venture  to  draw  a 
distinction  and  say  that  their  main 
efforts  vere  directed  to  heal  the  wounds 
of  the  3)ast.  His  hon.  Friend,  as  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  had  unnecessarily  devoted 
no  small  part  of  his  speech  to  recalling 
those  bitter  memories  and  continuing  to 
the  best  of  his  power  the  existence  of 
those  feelings  which  all  in  that  House 
wished  to  see  buried.  He  could  not 
quarrel  with  the  latter  part  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  speech.  He  was  not  there  to 
defend  cruel  treatment  either  to  con- 
victed or  unconvicted  prisoners ;  and  if 
what  the  hon.  Gtentleman  had  stated  was 
true,  hia  voice  would  be  joined  with  his 
hon.  Friend's  terms  of  strong  indigna- 
tion in  condemning  such  treatment.  He 
tnew  nothing  about  it.  An  unconvicted 
prisoner  in  this  country,  a  prisoner  be- 
fore trisi,  was  treated,  as  was  well 
Imown,  in  a  very  different  manner  &om 
what  was  described  by  the  hon.  Oentle- 
inan.  "Without  giving  any  opinion  ae 
to  the  truth  of  the  statements  which  had 
been  read  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  might 
say  that  it  was  impossible  that  such  oc- 
currences could  have  arisen  in  this  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Member  had  given  no  no- 
tice of  the  special  charges  he  was  about  to 
make  with  reference  to  the  treatment  of 
the  Irish  prisoners,  which,  in  all  fairness, 
he  ought  to  have  done.  His  hon.  Friends 
sitting  near  him  were  as  ignorant  of  the 
occurrence  of  the  alleged  cruelties  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  Member  as  he  was 
himself.  He  could  not  say  how  far  these 
allegations  were  true;  but  if  he  judged 
them  by  the  statements  of  Irish  prison- 
ers in  this  country  he  should  not  have 
much  faith  in  them.  Had  the  hon. 
Member,  instead  of  dealing  with  special 
cases,  opened  the  question  as  to  the  pro- 
per treatment  of  political  prisoners  ge- 
nerally, he  should  have  felt  pleasure  in 
dealing  with  the  subject, but,  owing  to  the 
course  adopted  by  me  hon.  Member,  he 
was  precluded  from  doing  so  on  the  pre- 
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sent  occaaon.    It  was  no  pleasure  to 

him  to  contradict  the  statements  of  the 
prisoners  as  to  the  effects  of  imprison- 
ment upon  their  health,  because  un- 
doubtedly the  many  humiliations  they 
had  to  endure  would  neceesarily  have  a 
greater  effect  upon  their  minds  than  upon 
Siemindsofthosehabituatedtocrime.  He 
might,  however,  remind  the  House  that, 
fortunately  for  England,  we  had  been  so 
far  blessed  that  it  nad  been  unnecessary 
for  us  to  make  those  special  provisions 
for  political  prisoners  that  were  required 
in  other  countries.  In  this  country  it 
was  only  in  the  case  of  the  most  reddess 
resistance  to  autliority  that  the  aid  of  the 
law  was  called  in.  If  lie  law  were  ad- 
ministered in  all  its  strictness  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  bringing  under 
justice  numbers  of  men  who  spoke 
against  the  Constitution  under  ^ich 
we  lived,  and  who  urged  their  fellow- 
countrymen  to  acta  of  violence;  but  it 
was  only  in  such  cases  as  those  which 
had  occurred  during  the  Fenian  insur- 
rection that  the  law  was  put  in  force. 
With  regsid  to  those  who  had  been  con- 
victed and  who  were  now  undergoing 
iprisonment,  the  sentence  which  had 
en  imposed  upon  them  was  that  gene- 
rally imposed  upon  felons,  England  hav- 
ing but  one  punishment  for  both  claseea 
of  offenders.  He  admitted  that  such  a 
punishment  must  fall  with  great  severity 
upon  political  prisoners  ;  but  in  the  great 
majority  of  instances  it  was  their  resist- 
ance to  the  prison  authorities  that  cansed 
their  most  aggravated  sufferings.  There- 
fore, it  was  to  themselves,  and  not  to  the 
law,  that  their  principal  sufferings  were 
due.  He  would  take  the  case  of  Burke 
as  an  example.  Burke  was  the  man 
who  attempted  to  escape  &om  Clerken- 
well  Prison  at  the  risk  of  the  lives  of 
from  fifty  to  eighty  of  his  fellow-pnson- 
ers,  who  had  in  no  way  offended  him. 
It  would  be  recollected  that  at  a  given 
signal  Burke  was  to  have  sheltered  him- 
self behind  a  buttress  in  the  prison  yard 
while  the  gunpowder  was  ignited  that 
was  to  blow  down  the  prison  wall,  to  the 
imminent  danger  to  the  lives  of  the 
eighh'  prisouers  who  were  exercising  in 
it.  Such  a  man  as  that  could  scarcely 
be  r^arded  as  a  mere  political  prisoner ; 
and  yet  having  deteimined  to  endure 
his  imprisonment  like  a  man,  he  had 
conducted  himself  in  such  a  manner  that 
he  had  never  suffered  a  single  extra 
punishment.    With  regard  to  the  casa 
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of  LyBcIi,  vho  tlie  Iton.  ,Mem'ber  had 
stated  had  died  of  conetunption  in  Hill- 
hank  Prison  in  consequence  of  being  de- 
prived of  his  flannele,  inquiries  had  been 
made  into  the  circumstances  by  three 
competent  authoritieB  at  the  instance  of 
the  late  Governmeat.  Of  those  three 
e^entlemen,  one  was  Mr.  Knox,  the  well- 
Known  magistrate,  who  was  irremov- 
able  by  the  Crown,  and  another  was 
Mr.  Pollock,  the  eminent  auroieon,  upon 
whom  it  was  impossible  for  &e  Qovem- 
ment  to  exercise  any  undue  influence. 
In  their  Report  those  gentlemen  say — 

"  It  ii  stated  in  the  eitract  from  the  Iriihman 
new >pn per  Turn iabed  to  ui  that  Ljnch  caught  cold 
at  PectonTille,   and   died   from   the 
flannels.    Lynob  was  rvceired  at  Pei 
the  leth  of  Januarj,  1660.    Bf  a  refei 
dailf  record  of  the  tempemture  of.  the  pi 


Any;  the  minimum.  67  deg.,  night;  a 
mbaequent  date  of  that  nlntor  was  the 
temperature  of  the  ceils  at  night,  i 


>■  flA  dpg. 


n  bed,  1 


r  than  fiS  deg 


.  Batialactorj  and  autHcicnt,  that 
■ith  the  clothing  paab  conrict  irni  auppliert  there 
can  I*  no  truth  that  Lyrch'i  inbiFquei ' 
vai  dependent  on  cold  caught  from  hi>  t 


or  fi.in 


cal  ol 


cer  of  fed 
When 


:ripped  to  be  examined,  and, 

new  clothing  of  the  uaual  character.    The  aupply 

order  of  the  mctlical  officer.  In  Ihia  inEtanoe  ii 
vai  on  hia  own  judgment,  nnd  not  at  the  requeat 
of  the  prisoner,  that  the  latter  wna  aupplied  wit' 
flannels.  But,  irrespeatiia  of  thia  point,  Di 
Bradlrj's  DOlea  confirm  the  CTidcnce  given  b 
Ljnch  himsellj  that  he  was  the  subject  of  coug 
on  admisaion,  and  it  is  also  oiidcnt  bf  Lf  nch' 
■tatcment  lo  Dr.  Campbell  at  Woking,  that  long 
preiious  lo  liia  conviction  he  had  had 
(pilling  oF  blood.  Such  a  biator;  of  a  case  satisfies 
OS  (bat  diarnse  of  the  lungs  existed  previous  to 
bis  conTJetion,  and  that  l.jnoh  died  from  the 
offi*ets  of  that  disease,  commonly  known  na  con- 
sumption, and  Ihnt  tho  trcntment  he  receired  in 
prison  had  no  share  In  ita  production." 

As  to  the  general  appearance  of  the 
Fenian  prisoners,  the  two  gentlemen  he 
had  named  reported  that  ttiey  were  ro- 
bust, strong,  healthy-lookine  men,  and 
that  there  was  no  case  of  iUness  exist- 
ing among  them.  It  had  been  said  that 
they  had  oeen  subjected  to  solitary  con- 
finement, but  the  fact  woa  that,  being 
pohtical  prisoners,  they  were  subjected 
to  less  than  the  ordinary  amount  of  this 
preliminary  discipline.  The  House  would 
recollect  the  vety  remarkable  statement 
made  a  short  tiiae  ago  in  that  House 

relative  to  the  treatment  of  O'Donovan  ._ 

SaaBB, — namely,  that  he  was  handcufled  one  of  the  best  oonduat«d  of 
Jfr.  Smee  1 


for  thirty-five  days  with  his  hands  be- 
hind his  hack,  that  his  only  food  waa 
graol,  and  that  he  was  compelled  to  eat 
uiis  on  all  fours — although  how  he  could 
do  thia  with  his  hands  behind  his  hack 
he  could  not  understand — and  that  his 
beard  was  encrusted  with  the  gniel.  It 
was  said  that  the  prisoner's  atatementa 
to  this  effect  were  made  in  the  presoice 
of  the  Deputy  Governor  and  not  contia- 
dicted  by  him.  The  Deputy  Governor 
of  Chatham,  who  had  since  been  prt>- 
moted  to  Portsmouth,  declared  that  he 
heard  every  word  of  the  prisoner's  stato' 
ment,  and  that  he  did  not  say  one  word 
about  this  imprisonment  or  these  cruel- 
ties. Two  or  three  days  ago  the  hon. 
Member  gave  him  notice  that  he  in- 
tended to  controvert  the  statements  he 
had  made  on  this  subject.  He  appHed 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  name  of 
his  informant,  but  he  declined  to  give 
it.  [Mr.  G.  H.  MooBE  :  I  had  no  per- 
mission to  give  the  name.]  He  gathered 
from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  his  informant  was  a  warder 
who  had  been  dismissed ;  but  if  he  had 
supplied  his  name  he  could  have  made 
inquiries  aa  to  the  reasons  for  his  dis- 
missal, and  whether  hia  testimony  could 
safely  be  received.  At  all  events,  he 
had  left  the  estabhshment.  [Mr.  G.  H. 
MooBB :  I  know  nothing  about  it.]  He 
presumed  he  must  have  left  the  estab- 
lishment in  November,  as  the  circam- 
stances  to  which  he  spoke  occurred  be* 
tween  Jtme  and  November,  1868.  It 
certainly  would  have  been  more  satis- 
factory if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
him  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  into  the 
character  of  his  witness.  He,  on  the 
contrary,  beUeved,  in  preference,  the 
testimony  of  the  Qovemor  and  Deputy 
Governor,  who  stated  that  after  the 
horrible  assault,  which  he  bad  on  a 
former  occasion  described,  the  hands  <^ 
0' Donovan  Boeaa  were  manacled  b^iind 
his  back  for  half-o-day.  They  were 
manacled  in  front  for  some  days;  but 
when  the  manacles  were  tdien  oS,  he 
took  advantage  of  the  temporary  ah- 
aence  of  the  warder  to  wrench  off  the 
handle  of  his  cell  and  to  break  even 
article  of  furniture  within  hia  reach.  It 
ought  also  to  be  recollected  that  the  man 
had  been  guilty  over  and  over  again  of 
daring  outrages  against  the  pris(m  ofS- 
cials.  Owing,  however,  to  the  lenity 
which  had  been  shown  him  he  waa  now 
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He  could  not  see  vhat  advantage  could 
oocme  from  agreeing  to  the  fttetion  of 
the  hon.  Member.  No  such  inquiry  wae 
necessary  in  England.  The  untried  pri- 
soners were  allowed  to  wear  their  or- 
dinary drees,  and  vere  maintuned  by 
their  friends  if  they  preferred  it.  As  to 
the  class  of  prisoners  who  were  appre- 
hended under  the  Habeas  Corpus  Sus- 
pension Act,  they  onght  to  be  treated  as 
nearly  as  possible  like  untried  prisoners. 
Sufficient  security  ought  to  be  taken  for 
their  safe  detention ;  but  it  was  quite 

niible  that  in  some  of  the  gaob  in 
and  some  hardships  were  unavoid- 
ably imposed  on  them.  If,  however, 
the  allegations  of  the  hon.  Oentlemau 
as  to  their  treatment  were  true,  no 
inquiry  by  that  House  was  needed  to 
induce  the  Government  to  interfere.     A 

auestion  arose  whether  any  distinction 
lould  be  made  between  political  pri- 
soners and  others.  If  &ey  were  E 
known  class  in  this  country  it  might 
be  necessary  to  arrange  their  prison 
treatment  so  as  to  fit  it  to  the  precise 
character  of  the  offences  with  which  they 
were  charged.  FoHtical  offenders  were, 
however,  men  of  very  different  character, 
and  their  punishments  could  not  be 
identical.  There  were,  no  doubt,  great 
distinctionB  between  the  Fenian  pri- 
soners, but  there  had  been  necessarily 
a  uniformity  of  punishment,  mitigated  to 
a  certain  extent,  out  not  in  a  manner  espe- 
cially designed  for  political  prisoners. 
With  regard  to  the  labour  imposed  upon 
them  the  House  had  the  statement  of 
the  two  gentlemen  deputed  to  inqinre 
into  the  subject,  and  the  accuracy  of 
vhicli  he  could  confirm.  They  stated 
that  the  out-door  work  given  to  them 
to  perform  was  not  laborious  or  harass- 
ing, and  that  so  far  from  being  inju- 
rious to  health  it  was  the  very  reverse. 
The  House  would  have  to  consider  what 
punishment  should  be  inflicted  on  such 
prisoners.  Though  penal  servitude  could 
not  be  prolonged  oeyond  many  years 
without  danger  to  health  and  life,  yet 
within  certain  limits  it  was  compara- 
tively a  lenient  sentence.  It  involved 
labour,  undoubtedly,  but  a  life  of  labour 
was  better  than  a  life  of  inactivity.  In 
his  opinion  these  prisoners  should  not 
be  subject  to  anything  unnecessarily 
humiliating  or  degrading ;  but  they 
should  not  Ise  exempt  from  labour.  The 
directors  of  prisons  had  the  power  of  re- 
lieving, in  some  respects,  from  the  strict 
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prison  rules  prisoners  of  a  naturally  irri- 
table nature,  on  whom  the  strict  rules 
might  produce  mischievous  or  dangerous 
results.  This  mitigation  of  the  prison 
rules  had  been  extended  to  the  Fenian 
prisoners.  They  had  been  reUeved  &om 
certain  duties,  venial  offences  had  been 
overlooked  as  much  as  possible ;  they 
had  been  separated  from  other  prisoners, 
and  eveiT  indulgence  consistent  with  the 
proper  observance  of  obedience  to  orders 
m  tne  performance  of  the  labour  allotted 
ia  them  had  been  allowed.  But  the 
offences  of  the  Fenian  prisoners  were, 
after  all,  very  serious.  They  showed 
themselves  to  be  men  who  were  ready 
to  plunge  their  country  in  bloodshed. 
Though  he  was  not  an  advocate  for  un- 
necessary or  severe  punishment,  never- 
theless he  cotild  not  assent  to  those 
offences  being  overlooked  on  the  ground 
of  the  past  misgovemment  of  Ireland. 
For  the  last  fifty  or  sixty  years,  at  all 
events,  the  Government  of  this  country 
was  engaged,  perhaps  slowly,  but  cer- 
tainly dowly  and  steadily,  in  the  work 
of  remedying  the  wrongs  of  the  past. 
He,  therefore,  thought  the  moment  was 
very  ill  chosen  when  those  mi^:uided 
men  rose  in  arms  against  their  Sove- 
reign. The  law,  then,  had  nothing  to 
do  but  to  impose  on  them  a  severe  sen- 
tence. It  had  been  observed  by  Edmund 
Burke  that  the  reason  why  civil  war  in 
England  was  leas  sanguinary  than  in 
other  countries  was,  because  the  con- 
querors always  spared  the  humble  and 
Uie  low.  It  was  upon  that  principle 
that  the  Government  hod  acted  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Fenian  prisoners,  and  had 
been  happy  to  extend  mercy  to  those 
who  had  sufficiently  expiated  their  of- 
fence. This  leniency  had  not  been  thrown 
away  upon  those  who  had  been  the  ob- 
jects of  it,  with  the  exception  only,  he 
believed,  of  two  men — Americans,  if  not 
by  birth,  at  any  rate  by  naturalization. 
Those  only  had  been  retained  in  confine- 
ment  who,  from  their  character,  could 
not  be  liberated  without  danger.  "With 
respect  to  the  future  of  the  prisoners  he 
was  prepared  to  recommend  the  exten- 
sion to  them  of  the  utmost  consideratiDn 
consistent  with  the  execution  of  the  sen- 
tences passed  on  them.  And  ho  thought 
it  might  be  possible  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  with  a  view  of  giving  to  the 
JudK^  ^lio  tried  poUtical  prisoners  the 
power  of  distinguishing  between  crimes 
of  great  magnitude  and  those  of  a  less 
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heinoos  oharacter,  and  of  pasnnG"  other 
sentences  tliao  the  uniform  one  of  penal 
serritude.  The  subject  should  have  the 
best  consideration  of  the  &avemment, 
who  had  no  vindictive  feeling  in  this 
'  matter,  but  only  desired  to  see  their 
punishment  such  as  would  act  as  a  warn- 
ing against  others  repeating  these  of- 
fences. He  hoped  the  time  might  come 
when  these  subjects  should  cease  to  be 
discussed  in  that  House ;  when,  by  a 
system  of  just  and  generous  treatment 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  we  might  re- 
vert to  that  proud  position  this  country 
had  once  occupied,  when  no  prison  in 
the  United  Kingdom  contained  one  poli' 
tical  prisoner. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  DEASE  reminded 
the  Government  that  every  one  of  those 
Fenian  prisoners  cost  the  nation  as  much 
as  three  able-bodied  eeamen,  and  that 
their  best  policy  would  be  to  encourage 
the  loyal  men  who  were  at  home,  and 
to  urge  the  disloyal  men  to  leave  the 
country. 

Mb.  downing  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  the  prisoners,  which  he 
thought  had  been  exanerated.  He 
had  conversed  with  O'lkinoTan  Bossa 
in  Chatham  Prison,  in  presence  of  the 
Deputy  Governor  of  the  gaol,  who  de- 
served all  that  had  been  said  of  him  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  un- 
limited license  to  put  any  questions  to 
the  prisoner  he  pleased.  O'Donovan 
fiossa  did  not  make  to  him  the  com- 
plaint put  forward  in  the  Iritkman,  as  to 
beine  obliged  to  lap  his  food  with  his 
hands  bound  behind  him.  He  did  c 
plain  of  the  insufBcienoy  and  quality  of 
his  food,  and  that  the  reports  of  his  com- 
plaiats  were  not  written  down  from  his 
own  words  and  afterwards  read  over  to 
him,  and  of  his  letters  being  suppressed. 
He  (Mr.  Downing)  asked  if  he  was  guilty 
of  the  single  charge  imputed  to  him.  The 
reply  was  he  had  been,  and  cried 
because  of  that  very  offence.  He  looked 
in  good  health ;  there  appeared  to  be 
no  foundation  for  the  statement  that 
he  was  attenuated  or  in  bad  health. 
He  was  suffering  from  nothing,  he  said, 
but  a  pain  in  his  back.  It  was  said  that 
O'Donovan  Bossa  was  a  violent-tem- 
pered man,  but  he  (Mr.  Downing)  knew 
him  formanyyears  before  his  conviction, 
and  could  affirm  that  he  was  not  turbu- 
lent, quarrelsome,  or  ill-tempered.  He 
had  also  had  an  interview  with  Burke, 
Mr.  Brnet 


who  was  deserving  of  kindly  treat- 
ment. He,  too,  complained  of  the  quan- 
tity and  quality  of  his  food.  He  was 
anxious  to  make  this  statement  because 
it  was  supposed  he  had  communicated 
to  a  weekly  journal  in  London  a  state- 
ment relative  to  the  treatment  of  the 
prisoners ;  but  he  had  made  no  such 
statement  either  to  a  weekly  or  any 
other  journal.  Still,  he  thought  the 
treatment  of  the  prisoners  in  the  differ- 
ent gaols  was  exceeilingly  and  unneces- 
sarily harsh,  and  Government  would  do 
.  right  to  adopt  the  first  Besolution  and 
appoint  a  Commission  of  Inquiiy  into 
the  treatment  of  the  prisoners.  The 
prisoner  Burke,  it  was  said,  had  been 
engaged  in  a  conspiracy  which  would 
have  sacrificed  tiie  lives  of  some  eighty 
persons;  but,  although  a  felon  and  a 
convict,  he  appeared  to  be  a  man  of  a 
high  sense  of  honour.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
Many  honourable  men  were  ready  to 
enter  into  a  conspiracy,  and  be  believed 
that  conspiracy  had  done  a  vast  deal  of 
good  for  Ireland.  He  had  no  sympathy 
with  the  objects  of  the  Fenians.  He 
had  received  &om  them  opposition, 
and  had  always  raised  his  voice  against 
them.  But  he  must  say  die  wrongs 
and  wants  of  Ireland  would  not  per- 
haps have  been  listened  to  but  for  the 
course  taken  by  these  very  men.  ["Oh, 
oh  !  "1  He  was  addressing  his  oountiy- 
men  through  the  Press.  It  was  neces- 
sary that  what  was  said  in  that  House 
should  be  read  by  the  people  of  Ireland. 
It  had  been  admitted  even  by  Cabinet 
Ministers  that  but  for  the  Fenian  agita- 
tion that  House  would  not  have  listened 
as  it  had  to  the  claims  of  Ireland.  He 
admitted  that  the  Fenian  prisoners  had 
done  incalculable  injury  to  the  country — 
they  had  stopped  the  progress  of  tiade 
and  commerce ;  but  yet  it  must  be  said 
for  them  that  feeling  the  sufferings  of 
their  country,  they  had  the  courage  to 
act  upon  their  convictions.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  grant  an  inquiry. 
Mb.  G.  H.  MOORE,  in  reply  to  the 
complaint  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  that  he  had  brought 
forward  a  number  of  individual  cases  of 
which  he  had  given  no  previous  notice, 
said,  he  had  only  mentioned  one  case 
which  did  not  rest  on  public  authority 
aecessible  to  everv  one.  That  was  the 
case  of  Lynch,  witn  which  the  right  hon, 
Gentlemanwashimself  acquainted.  With 
r^ard  to  the  Besolutions,  vhat  he  foin- 
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dpaU;  wanted  was  a  public  inquiry  into 
these  matters,  and  upon  that  he  should 

divide.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivaj!)  said,  he  had 
sot  expected  hom  the  terms  of  the  Mo- 
tion to  be  called  upon  to  address  the 
House ;  but,  in  Oonaecnience  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  G.  H,  Moore),  he  would  say  a  few 
words.  That  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
lliat  the  prosecutions  by  the  Law  Officers 
in  Ireland  had  been  habitually  unfair. 
To  that  statement  he  gave  the  most  in- 
dignant denial.  If  the  hon.  Qentieman 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  evi- 
dence given  at  the  prosecutions  con- 
ducted by  his  successors,  he  would  find 
they  were  as  fkir  as  those  conducted  by 
himself.  *  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thrown  out  a  bait  to  catch  him,  but  it 
would  not  do ;  he  would  defend  hia  suc- 
cessors in  Office  as  he  would  defend  him- 
self. What  did  the  hon.  Member  say  ? 
That  domicihary  visits  had  been  paid  ; 
that  floors  had  been  torn  up,  and  boses 
examined.  But  had  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man realized  the  situation  of  Ireland  in 
the  autumn  of  1865  ?  The  Government 
then,  from  information  of  undoubted 
authority,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
wide-spread  conspiracy  against  the  Crown 
of  this  country  was  on  foot,  and  that 
being  so,  was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Law 
Officers  to  try  to  discover  it  ?  On  evi- 
dence of  the  dearest  and  most  undoubted 
character,  the  Executive  of  the  day  pro- 
ceeded to  seize  the  Irith  People  news- 
paper, to  arrest  the  stafT  and  examine 
their  homes,  and  what  did  they  discover  ? 
The  most  irrefragable  proof  of  the  most 
wide-spread  and  traitorous  conspiracy 
ever  levelled  at  the  Government  of  a 
country.  He,  with  the  Attorney  General, 
prosecuted  the  prisoners,  and  who  alleged 
that  tiiey  did  not  get  a  fair  trial  ?  Not 
one  of  them.  On  the  contrary,  the  main 
conspirator,  in  the  face  of  the  public, 
said — "  I  have  got  a  fair  trial."  There- 
fore, he  would  ash  the  hon.  Gentleman 
how  dared  he  assert  in  that  House  that 
the  prosecutions  were  unfair?  It  was 
the  misfortune  of  men  in  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's position  to  t^  to  make  capital 
out  of  such  things ;  but  the  man  who 
did  that  was  not  a  true  friend  of  Ireland, 
but  pandered  to  the  vicious  passions  of 
those  who,  when  convicted  of  offences 
against  the  law,  fretted  and  fumed  be- 
Muse  Uie  law  was  able  to  mastar  them. 


"Whatdidthehon.  Member  say  to-night  ? 
That  the  Eenians  were  our  masters.  He 
denied  that  the  law,  firmly  administered 
by  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  and  administered  with  equal 
firmness  by  the  Government  which  suc- 
ceeded— ^he  was  a  party  man,  and  he 
had  watched  the  prosecutions  conducted 
by  the  late  Government,  and  he  could 
say  that  the  law  was  justly  administered 
by  them — he  denied  that  the  law  was 
unable  to  cope  with  the  Eenians.  And 
were  they  to  be  told  on  the  29th  of  June, 
1869,  that  the  Fenians  were  our  masters  ? 
Little  as  he  expected  to  hear  that,  still 
less  did  he  expect  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  rake  up  against  Mr.  Justice 
Keogh  an  exploded  story,  of  1 853,  about 
certain  words  which  he  was  said  to  have 
made  use  of  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
That  charge  was  made  the  subject  of 
investigation  in  the  Hoiise  of  Lords,  and 
the  learned  Judge  gave  it  the  most  in- 
dignant denial.  [Mr.  G.  H.  Moore: 
Never !]  He  repeated  that  Mr.  Justice 
Xeogh  "had  given  an  indignant  denial 
to  the  story.  [Mr.  G.  H.  Moore  ;  No !] 
Was  it  fair,  then,  after  sixteen  years,  to 
rake  up  these  things  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  assailed  the  present  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  ;  he  had  assailed  the 
former  Attorney  General,'  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  ;  he  had  many  things  to  say 
against  absent  men,  but  he  had  not  said 
a  word  against  him  who  was  there  to 
defend  himself.  He  would  not  have 
risen  to  say  a  word  were  it  not  for  the 
strong  language  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  used  to  English  ears.  He  could 
not  sit  still  and  listen  to  that.  He  be- 
lieved he  had  acted  fairly  himself,  that 
his  successors  had  acted  fairly,  and  that 
the  law  had  been  fairly,  justly,  and 
mercifully  administered. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  the  question 
was  notwhethertheconductof  theJudgo 
or  the  Crown  Officers  had  been  to  blame ; 
but  whether  the  treatment  of  the  pri- 
soners had  been  such  as,  in  the  words  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  would  be  impossi- 
ble in  England.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  enter  upon  a  humane, 
generous,  and  merciful  poHcy  towards 
the  Fenian  prisoners. 

Question  pnt. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  81 ;  Noes 
171  :  Majority  140. 
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Mr.  Q.  H.  MOOEB  rose  to  move  tiie 
second  Besolution,  and  availed  himself 
of  the  opportunity  to  deny  that  he  had 
made  any  accusation  against  the  Attor- 
ney Qeneral  for  Ireland  personally.  Ha 
had  made  the  chai^  ^;ainst  all  who 
■were  concerned  in  Uie  matter  equally. 
He  indignantly  repudiated  the  Buggos- 
tlon  that  be  was  attempting  to  make 
political  or  any  other  capital  out  of  the 
subject.  He  b^ged  to  move  the  second 
Besolution.  

Mb.  MAGTJIRE  said,  it  was  unlikely 
that  after  the  first  Besolution  asking  for 
inquiry  had  been  negatived,  the  second, 
which  was  only  a  consequence,  would  be 
carried.  The  quration  now  was  what 
was  the  amount  of  punishment  already 
endured  by  the  political  prisoners,  and 
what  was  the  feeling  entertained  in 
Ireland  as  to  their  fisher  confinement 
or  release.  He  rose,  therefore,  to  ex- 
press what  he  knew  to  be  the  feelings  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  large  constituency 
he  had  the  honour  of  representing.  Now 
there  was  a  very  strong  and  general 
feeling  among  his  constituents  in  &vour 
of  the  release  of  die  remaining  prisoners. 
This  feeling  was  not  confinSi  to  those 
who,  though  not  belonging  to  the  Fenian 
movement,  felt  sympaSiy  with  their  mo- 
tives and  objects;  but  it  was  equally 
entertained  by  those  who  had  no  sym- 
pathy whatever  with  them,  and  who,  in 
fact,  believed  that  the  movement  had 
done  much  injury  to  the  country.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  a  certain  class  in  favour 
of  continued  punishment,  but  they  were 
comparatively  few ;  while  the  great  ma- 
jority of  moderate  people  were  in  fa- 
vour of  clemency,  and  held  the  opinions 
that  enough  had  been  done  to  vindicate 
the  law ;  mat  the  prisoners  still  detained 
had  suffered  as  much  as  they  ought  to 
suffer,  and  that  their  release  would  be 
an  act  of  merc^  and  iirisdom.  He  was 
convinced  that  this  would  be  a  safe 
course,  for  no  evil  has  arisen  from  the 
clemency  already  extended;  for  although 
one  or  two  released  persons  had  abused 
the  leniency  of  the  Government,  they 
were  Americans.  It  was  the  policy  now 
being  pursued  towards  Ireland  that 
wotild  strike  the  deadliest  blow  to  the 
Fenian  movement ;  and  if  it  were  per- 
severed in  there  need  be  no  further  fear 
of  any  revolutionary  attempts.  He  would 
repeat  that  it  was  the  general  feeling 
and  opinion  of  the  count^  that  the  poli- 
tical prisoners  had  suffered  sufficiently 
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for  their  offence,  and  that  no  real  dan- 
ger would  resist  to  the  public  peace 
&om  the   liberation   of  uose  stUl  in 

Mb.  MDEPHT  said,  he  could  endorse 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  CoUea^e  (Mr. 
Maguire)  as  to  &e  feeling  in  Cork  and 
Ireland  generally  in  this  matter.  He 
regretted  that  the  division  had  not  been 
favourable  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  G.  H.  Moore),  for  he  believed  that 
a  public  inquiry  would  remove  an  erro- 
neous idea  which  obtained  in  Ireland 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  the 
Fenian  prisoners. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 
"That  Ber  MAJBitj's  Goftmmcnt  ihonld  in- 
quire how  fiw  politic*!  offenders  ahould  be  re- 
garded ■■  a  sepantlo  clnn,  and  b'ow  far  tlie 
iBveritf  of  tbe  pnniibment  to  vhioh  llie  political 
oonTiols  ip  our  Priione  have  been  alreadjr  mb- 
jeeLed  ma7  be  regarded  u  resionnbla  groandi 
for  a  faiourabte  ooniideration  in  their  CMe,"— 
{Mr.  George  Maor€,') 
— put,  and  negatived. 

COUNTY  COUET  JUDGES  (SALAEIES). 

BESOLtmOK. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT,  in  moving  a  Besolu- 
tion to  the  effect  that  it  was  expedient  to 
increase  the  salaries  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  by  the  sum  of  £300  per  annum, 
said,  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Courts  had  been  extended  and  the  duties 
of  the  Judges  multiplied  by  a  series  of 
Acts  which  had  been  passed  almost  year 
by  year  since  those  Courts  were  consti- 
tuted ;  but  although  it  was  true  that  an 
increase  had  been  made  to  the  salaries 
of  the  Judges  as  originally  fixed,  it  was 
wholly  disproportionate  to  ^le  amount 
of  extra  work  they  were  called  upon  to 
perform.  "While  there  had  also  been  an 
enormous  increase    in  the  number    of 

D'nts  coming  before  those  Courts,  there 
been  a  simultaneous  falling  of  in 
the  number  of  writs  issued  from  the  Su- 
perior Courts,  thus  showing  that  the 
County  Courts  wwe  in  feet  doing,  to  a 
great  extent,  the  duty  of  the  Superior 
Courts  and  the  Judges  of  Assize.  More- 
over, the  B^iistrars  of  certain  County 
Courts  would  actually  receive  more  re- 
muneration this  year  than  the  Judges  of 
those  Coun^  Courts  themselves.  The 
total  sum  which  would  be  required  to 
pay  the  additional  salary  to  these  Judges 
which  his  Motion  contemplated  was  not 
more  than  £15,000  a  year;    utd  be 
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maintained  that  the  irliole  of  Uiat 
might  be  met  in  the  present  year  from 
the  saving  which  woi^d  result  from  the 
tranefer  to  thoBe  Courts  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy business  alone,  without  the  neces- 
Bily  of  extracting  a  single  additional 
Id.  &om  the  pockets  of  the  tax-payers 
of  the  country.  He  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Ms.  A8SHET0N  CE0S8  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said,  that  no  doubt  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  say 
that  it  would  be  better  to  postpone  a  de- 
oision  upon  the  question  until  the  extent 
to  which  the  work  of  the  Countj  Court 
Judges  increased;  he  submitted,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  not  the  amount  but 
the  kind  of  work ;  and  he,  with  others, 
who  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  desired  to  raise 
the  standard  of  County  Court  Judges. 
In  1866,  when  it  was  proposed  to  raise 
the  salaiy  of  the  County  Court  Judges, 
the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  present  Prime  Minister  by  his  ob- 
servations clearly  showed  he  intended 
then  that  the  salaries  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  should  be  still  further 
raised  if  they  had  duties  in  Bank- 
ruptcy cast  upon  them.  This  was  now 
about  to  be  done,  and  they  were,  there- 
fore, entitled  to  extra  remuneration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thftt,  h&ving  regnrd  to  the  Admiraltj  Act  of 

Ittit  SeuioD,  by  rirtue  of  which  bo  enlireljr  new 
jarisdictian  hai  been  conrerred  upon  certain 
Oountx  Courti.  knd  to  the  Bnnkruptcj  Bill, 
under  wbich  tbe  district  Countj  Courts  will 
taka  the  pinee  and  perfonn  the  function!  of  the 
district  Bnnkruptcf  Courts,  and  with  a  tIcv  to 
Monre  effioicDDf  in  the  office  of  Coantj  Court 
Judge,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  elpe- 
dicDt  that  the  judges  upon  whom  the  new  duties 
and  reiponglbilitles  maf  b«  imposed  sbould  receive 
on  additional  Tsmunention  of  £300  a  jear." — 
(Mr.  Bibb^.) 

Me.  ATBTON  presumed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  had 
brought  forward  the  question  at  the  late 
hour  of  half-past  twelve  in  order  to  re- 
lieve his  mind  rather  than  with  a  hope 
of  obtaining  ample  discussion  of  his  pro- 
posal. County  Courts  were  started 
twenty-one  years  ago  in  the  hope  that 
they  would  be  self  -  supporting ;  but 
they  involved  an  aggregate  chaise  of 
£587,000,  and  the  iSchequer  received 
from  them  £854,000,  so  that  the  deficit 
was  £233,000,  which  was  due  to  the  dis- 
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position  of  the  House  to  listen  to  soli- 
citations like  that  just  made,  and  to 
show  more  consideration  for  officials  than 
for  tax-payers.  He  had  heard  no  ade- 
quate reasons  for  ^reein^  to  this  Mo- 
tion. Reviewing  the  history  of  the 
County  Courts,  he  referred  to  the  fact 
that  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  had  been 
once  reduced,  and  when  their  salaries 
were  increased  from  £1,200  to  £1,500, 
it  was  understood  that  that  augmentation 
was  made  on  condition  that  they  should 
place  their  whole  time  and  abilities  at 
the  service  of  the  State,  and  were  to  ab- 
stain wholly  from  private  practice.  A 
salary  of  £1,500  a  year  was  not  only 
reasonable  and  sufficient,  but  very  libe- 
ral for  a  gentleman  in  the  professional 
position  of  tiie  County  Court  Judges  be- 
fore accepting  those  appointments,  and 
he  believed  that  in  the  average  of  cases 
their  previous  emoluments  were  not 
more  than  half  that  amount.  The  bon, 
and  learned  Member  for  South-west 
liancashire  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  wished 
to  elevate  the  Judges. 

Ms.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  elevate  the  office. 

Mr.  ATBTON  said,  then  the  present 
Judges  were  to  receive  the  higher  pay 
without  being  elevated.  Probably  the 
Motion  was  intended  to  apply  to  hiture 
Judges ;  but  even  then  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  graduated  scale  of  "  elevation  " 
tone  and  character  which  could  be 
measured  by  increased  remuneration. 
He  did  not  believe  that  higher  pay 
would  be  likely  to  result  in  such  eleva- 
tion. He  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  duties  of  the  Judges  had  been 
lightened  by  some  of  their  work  being 
tlux>wn  on  ttie  Segistrare.  If  the  House 
were  disposed  to  spend  more  money  on 
the  County  Courts,  the  worst  use  of  it 
would  be  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges,  and  a  much  better  plan  would 
be  to  increase  the  number  of  the  Judges, 
where  the  judicial  work  rendered  an  in- 
crease necessary.  The  Returns  showed 
that  they  did  not  give  up  to  die  service 
of  the  country  all  the  time  that  the  coun- 
try was  entitled  to  expect  from  them,  and 
in  "many  cases  they  very  little  consulted 
the  interests  of  the  public,  for  they  fre- 
quently lived  at  a  great  distance  from 
tiieir  districts.  The  more  this  question 
was  examined,  the  more  certain  it  would 
appear  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
saddling  the  country  with  this  increaae. 

Mb.  COLLINS  said,  he  wo*  glad  to 
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of  Dublin.  The  riglit  hon.  and  leained 
Gentleman  said  that  if  the  Bill  vera 
passed  the  Commissionere  named  in  the 
Bill  would  have  aU  the  povers  conferred 
on  Commiasionere  by  the  Act  of  1652. 
He  thought  that  inquiry  was  neceaearj, 
because  the  Report  of  ^.  Justice  Keogh 
showed  that  an  organized  system  of  cor- 
ruption existed  among  the  freemen  of 
Dublin.  On  the  Beport  of  the  learned 
Judge  the  Gknremment  had  moved  for 
an  Address  for  the  appointment  of  a 
GommiBsion;  but  on  technical  grounds 
the  House  of  Jjorda  had  declined  to 
concur  in  the  apphcation  for  a  Commis' 
sion.  That  the  inquiry  which  the  Bill 
proposed  was  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  purity  of  election  was  fully  shown  by 
the  Eeport  of  the  learned  Judge  (Mr. 
Justice  Keogb)  by  whom  the  petition 
was  tried. 


find  that  this  attempt  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges  was  to  be  resisted. 
They  had  no  right  to  complain  unless 
they  were  overworked ;  and  if  that  were 
the  case  it  was  an  argument,  not  for  in- 
creasing the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen, 
though  it  might  be  a.  vahd  argument  for 
appointing  more  Judges. 

Mb.  a.  0.  MOBGAN  said,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  of  the  amount  of  work,  but 
of  the  quahty  of  the  work.  These  Courts 
were  at  first  instituted  for  the  recovery 
of  email  debts,  but  now  every  kind  of 
jurisdiction  waa  assigned  to  the  Judges. 

The  OHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  had  already 
had  £300  a  year  added  to  their  income, 
in  1866,  on  account  of  the  addition  of 
Equity  and  Admiralty  jurisdiction.  The 
Admiralty  cases  were,  of  course,  very 
few,  and  the  cases  in  Equity,  which  were 
tisually  very  trifling  in  their  character, 
numbered  only  640  last  year  among 
silly  Judges.  They  were  now  asked  to 
increase  the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen 
by  another  £300  a  year,  on  account  of 
duties  which  had  not  yet  been  imposed 
upon  them,  and  on  account  of  a  Bill 
which  was  not  yet  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  the  provisions  of  which  threw  nearly 
all  the  work  that  was  necessary  to  cany 
them  out,  not  upon  those  Judges,  but 
upon  the  creditors  themselves.  The  de- 
niand  was  a  most  extravagant  one,  and, 
indeed,  of  all  casesof  a  simUar  character, 
he  had  never  heard  one  so  weak. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  knew  an 
instance  where  the  Judge  of  one  of  these 
Courts  lived  on  the  shores  of  the  Medi- 
terranean, and  managed  to  perform  Ms 
business  by  sitting  at  the  end  of  one 
month  and  the  beginning  of  another.  If 
this  proposal  were  ^reed  to  it  would  be 
plain  that  the  country  was  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  lawyers,  and  not  the 
lawyers  for  the  country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  66 ;  Noes 
102 :  Majority  46. 


DUBLIN  FREEMEN.— LEAVE. 
The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  toe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  SuixrvAN),  rose  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
appointing  Commissioners  to  inquire 
into  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices 
among  the  freemen  electors  of  the  City 
Mr.  CoUint 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  UsT8  bo  gi«n  to  bring  io  ft  Bill  lot 
nppointing  CDminissiaiitn  to  inquire  into  tha 
eiiBienco  oT  corriipl  pnctioei  nmongst  (ha  Frr*- 
■non  Electors  of  (he  Citf  of  Dublin." — (Ifr. 
Attoriuy  OentTal/er  Ireland.) 

Colonel  TATLOB  objected  to  a  Bill 
of  such  importance  being  brought  in  at 
so  late  an  hour  (ten  minutes  after  two), 
and  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

After  short  discussion, 

Motionmade,  end  Question  put,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.  -~( Colond 
Taylor.) 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  62 ;  Noes 
100  :  Majority  48. 

Question  again  proposed. 

ViscoDKT  GALWAT  moved  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House,  observing  that 
it  was  a  very  strong  measure  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  to  force  the  Bill  on  the 
House  at  twenly-five  minutes  to  three. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
(^FUeount  Oaltcay.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
not  press  the  question  any  fiirther,  see- 
ing that  several  hon.  Members  w«rs 
opposed  to  allowing  the  measure  to  be 
brought  in. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  a^owmd  tiU  Uamdof. 
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KAILVATS  ABA^nWNUENT  BILL. 

On   Moiion  of   Mr.    Shiw-Lifetbi,   Bill   to 

imfnd  iho  l.»w  relnling  to  tliu  nUnridonmcnt  of 

BaiNnji  Hnd  the  diiioluiian  of  Knltwaf   Com- 

Cniet,  ordered  to  Is  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Shiv- 
ir»*>  anil  Mr.  Jouk  finioiir. 
BilljnvMnfoi.Bad  re>d  [be  Ant  time.  [Bill  ISe.] 

PENSIONS   GOMUHTATIOII  bux. 
BetotutioDl  reported,  naA  agrted  to  :—^\\\  cr- 


^Mprawud,  ind  rmd  the  flnt  tii 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
mdHetdat/,  SOthJuiU,  1869. 


Juriiiliciionj  Acl(lS69)  Amcr.dmpnt' [131]. 
Cmlidofd  at  amtndid — Debts  of  Deceased  frr- 

•un.*  [leaj. 

Third  Rroihoff— Joint  Stock  Companies  Arrango- 
meiiis*   [110];    Special    Bails"    [102],   •nd 

REGINA  ti.OVEREND,  GUEINET,  A  CO. 

QUEBTIOX, 

Mb.  EYKYN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  refusing  to  un- 
dertake the  further  prosecution  in  the 
case  of  "Hegina  v.  the  Directors  of 
Orerend,  Gumey,  and  Co.  (Limited)," 
and  also  refusing  to  furnish  a  sum  not 
exceeding  £5,000  towards  the  coat  of  that 
proeecution,  he  -wae  aware  that  the  Di- 
rectors had  been  committed  by  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London  to  take  their  trial  upon 
n  diarge  of  conspiring  to  de&aud  the 
public  of  £3,000,000  sterling,  and  a  pri- 
Tate  individual  bound  over  in  £5,000  to 
prosecute  the  law  with  effect;  that  a 
grand  juiy  of  merchants  had  found  a 
true  Bill,  and  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
had  ordered  the  Directors  to  find  sore- 
tieBfor£10,000eachtoBpp6ar;  whether 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  had 
advised  such  a  refusal,  and  on  what 
pounds;  and,  whether  the  Law  incapa- 
citates tjie  prosecutor  from  appearing 
in  person ;  and  if  so,  who  is  responsihle 
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for  the  pi^eontion  of  the  case  on  the 
trial,  and  the  duo  administration  of  pub- 
lic justice? 

Mb.  BRUCE :  Sir,  I  was  aware  of  the 
facts  referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman.  I  must  say  I  did  not 
consult  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
upon  this  occasion ;  but  I  did  bring  the 
matter  before  the  Cabinet,  where  it  re- 
ceived due  consideration,  and  my  Col- 
lescnes  were  of  opinion  that  there  was 
notoing  in  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
to  distinguish  it  from  ordinary  cases  of 
&aud,  where  the  prosecution  must  he 
conducted  by  the  sufferers  themselves. 
The  only  precedent  that  I  know  of  was 
that  of  tneBritiah  Bank,  the  prosecution 
of  which  was  undertaken  at  the  cost  of 
the  Ot>vemment,  and  that  was  r^arded 
not  so  much  as  a  precedent  to  be  followed 
as  an  example  to  be  avoided.  From 
time  to  time  similar  applications  have 
been  made  to  the  Government,  and  all 
have  received  the  same  reply.  During 
the  last  term  an  application  was  made 
to  Qovemment  to  furnish  tho  costs  and 
undertake  the  prosecution  of  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  Leeds  Bank.  That  applica- 
tion was  also  refused.  Still  less  can  the 
Government  undertake  to  furnish  a  oon- 
tributlon  towards  the  prosecution  the 
conduct  of  which  does  not  rest  in  their 
own  hands.  I  am  aware  it  is  said  that 
there  is  an  inconsistency  on  the  part  of 
the  Qoremment  in  this  matter,  and  that 
they  acted  very  differently  in  the  case  of 
Madame  Bachel.  But  that  case  was  en- 
tirely different.  The  question  at  stake 
in  me  case  of  Madame  Bachel  was 
whether  the  Judge  of  the  Sheriff's  Court, 
when  sitting  in  a  criminal  court,  had 
properly  exercised  his  jurisdiction,  and 
on  the  decision  in  that  case  rested  the 
legality  of  many  previous  decisions,  so 
ihkt  the  matter  was  one  of  great  public  in- 
terest. My  hon.  Friend  asks  me  whether 
the  law  incapacitates  the  prosecutor  from 
appearing  in  person.  The  prosecutor  has 
power  in  civil  cases  to  appear  ;  bat  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  has  hud  it  down  to  be 
the  rule  and  practice  of  the  courts  that 
prosecutors  in  criminal  cases  should  not 
be  permitted  to  appear  in  person.  With 
respect  to  the  question  as  to  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  prosecution  of  the  case 
on  the  trial,  I  can  only  answer  that  this 
case  rests  exactly  on  the  same  footing  as 
other  cases.  Cases  of  this  kind  are  ex- 
tremely rare.  But  this  is  not  the  oc- 
casion for  entering  upcm  Hie  qnestion 
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whefheT  cases  of  this  sort  should  be  pro- 
secated  at  the  expease  of  the  Qovem- 
ment.  All  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  not  the 
practice.  The  OoTemment,  after  mature 
consideration  of  the  subject,  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
fiimished  sufficient  reason  for  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  rule. 

Me,  EYKYN  gave  notice  that  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  on  Thursday 
next  he  ivould  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  suyect. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  whether  there 
■was  any  law  to  prevent  a  solicitor  from 
appearing  ? 

Mb.  BRUCE  said  he  believed  there 
vas  no  law  ;  but  he  did  not  undertake  to 
Bay  what  was  the  practice  of  the  Courts. 
In  certain  cases  he  Knew  there  was  a  rule 
that  barristers  alone  should  be  heard. 

AGRICULTURAL  RETDRNS. 

EESOI.UTION.      ADJOTIBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adioumed 
Debate  on  Question  [13th  April}, 

"Tbnt  tbs  Agricultarnl  Rslurna,  now  mada 
annually,  should,  ktier  thia  ;ear,  be  diacontinued, 
Bad  cotleeted  ererf  flfLh  jeat  in  the  plaM  of  ao- 
nuallj."— (iff.  Plii.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Me.  M'LAGAN  :  *  I  regret  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell)  should  have  introduced 
this  Motion,  or  that  anything  should 
have  taken  place  in  this  House  that 
might  tend  to  embarrass  the  (Jovem- 
ment  in  the  annual  collection  of  agri- 
cultural statistics.  I  know  the  difficulties 
my  friend  Mr.  Caird,  when  a  Member  of 
this  House,  encountered  when  he  tooh 
thia  question  in  hand — ^how  year  after 
year  he  was  opposed  by  the  Government 
and  Membera  on  both  aides  of  the  House 
— and  how,  when  he  was  successflil,  be 
prevailed  on^  by  getting  a  division  ad- 
verse to  the  Ooremment.  Sir,  the  agri- 
cultural statiatice  have  been  collected 
only  for  three  years,  and  the  collection 
of  them  may  be  said  to  be  but  experi- 
mental yet ;  and  no  one  can  deny  but 
that  it  has  been  auspiciously  commenced, 
and  that,  in  so  far  as  the  e.^periment  has 
proceeded  it  has  been  successful.  I  can- 
not help  thinking,  tiierefore,  that  under 
the  circumstances  it  is  unfair  to  do  any- 
thing to  mar  that  experiment.  All  that 
I  ask  is  to  give  it  a  fair  trial.  An  ob- 
jection mai&  to  the  annual  collection  of 
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these  BtatisticB,  aa  being  useless,  is  that 
some  corn  dealers  had  never  heard  of 
them.  But  this  is  no  evidence  of  the 
uaelessness  of  the  statistica ;  it  is  evi- 
dence of  the  ignorance  of  those  dealers. 
I  could  scarcely  have  beheved  that  there 
was  any  com  dealer  or  merchant  in  this 
country  who  had  never  heard  of  them  if 
it  bad  not  been  mentioned  here.  Do 
these  dealers  not  read  the  newspapers  ? 
Another  objection  urged  against  the 
utility  of  the  statistics  by  my  hon.  Friend 
is  that  some  com  dealers  to  whom  he 
had  spoken  had  never  made  use  of  them. 
But  Uiie  ia  only  evidence  of  the  folly  of 
the  dealere,  who  refiiae  to  avail  them- 
selves of  what  would  prove  of  advantage 
to  them  in  their  trade.  I  may  set  my 
experience  of  dealers  and  merchants  in 
the  corn  trade  against  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend's,  and  state  that  every  merchant 
to  whom  I  have  spoken  on  the  subject 
has  expressed  himaelf  in  favour  of  the 
annual  collection  of  statistics,  and  his 
regret  that  anything  should  have  been 
done  here  to  imperil  ita  continuance. 
And  when  the  agricultural  statistics  were 
being  collected  m  Scotland,  about  twelve 
years  ago,  the  com,  cake,  and  manure 
merchants  all  showed  thegreatest  anxiety 
to  obtain  the  results  of  the  inquiry.  But 
another  objection  hae  been  made  to  the 
value  of  the  annual  collection  of  these 
statistics  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South-east  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bead),  that 
a  knowledge  of  the  yield  per  acre  being 
of  far  more  importance  in  determining 
the  produce  of  the  land  annually  than  a 
knowledge  of  the  acreage,  the  annual 
return  of  tho  acreage  is  of  little  use. 
Now,  I  at  once  admit  the  full  importance 
obtaining  a  knowledge  of  the  yield 
per  acre.  But  I  say,  by  all  means  ob- 
tain that  knowledge  in  addition,  but  do 
not  cease  to  get  a  knowledge  of  the 
acreage.  Theio  ia  nothing  to  prevent 
the  atreage  of  the  crops  being  published 
by  the  end  of  July ;  but  you  cannot  get 
an  accurate  estimate  of  the  yield  per 
acre  till  about  the  end  of  October,  aner 
the  &rmers  have  begun  to  thrash  out 
their  crops.  Now,  there  is  one  circum- 
stance which  I  must  mention  here  that 
distinguishes  the  ascertaining  the  yield 
per  acre  and  the  acreage ;  at  the  best  the 
yield  per  acre,  even  though  taken  in 
October,  is  but  an  estimate,  while  the 
acreage  published  in  July  ia  a  certain 
quantity,  and  it  is  always  of  advantage 
in  nuUdng  any  estimate  to  have  at  leut 
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one  certain  qu&ntity  upon  -wliich  you 
may  hare  your  calcula^ons.  But  my 
hon.  Friefld  the  Member  for  South-east 
Norfolk  said  that  there  were  many  i; 
portant  matters  to  be  agreed  on  before 
agricultural  Eetums  could  be  expected  to 
be  valuable.  And  amongst  these  he 
mentioned  the  yield  per  acre,  the  average 

Quantity  consumed  by  each  individual  in 
ear  and  cheap  years,  the  time  of  the 
harvest,  the  consumption  of  grain  by 
cattle  in  cheap  years.  Kow,  I  may  state 
that  all  these  elements  of  the  computa- 
tion have  been  long  known,  and  are  now 
generally  agreed  on  by  statisticianB  and 
^e  large  importers  of  grain.  But  my 
hon.  Fneod  says  that  in  dear  years  it  is 
not  taken  into  account  that  the  poor  con- 
sume more  wheat  than  in  cheap  years. 
This  depends  upon  various  circumstances ; 
it  depends  upon  whether  the  people  in 
those  dear  years  are  well-enough  em- 
ployed to  give  them  wagea  to  purchase 
an  additional  quantity,  and  it  also  de- 
pends apon  whether  cheaper  substitutes 
cannot  be  got  for  the  wheat,  such  as 
potatoes,  rice,  barley,  or  oats.  Now, 
this  consideration  adduced  by  my  hon. 
Friend  is  not  new.  It  was  brought  pro- 
minently before  the  public  in  two  lectures 
on  "  Our  Daily  Food,"  delivered  by  Mr. 
Caird,  which  my  hon.  Friend  heard. 
And  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  Mr. 
Caird  that  the  high  price  of  wheat  has 
an  effect  in  diminishing  the  use  of  it, 
though  not  to  the  extent  that  might  be 
exipected.  My  hon.  Friends  have  both 
stated  that  the  number  of  acres  in  the 
different  crops  is  a  comparatively  con- 
stant quantity,  or  at  all  events  varies  so 
little  in  five  years  that  it  is  easy  to  esti- 
mate in  any  one  year  the  acreage  of  the 
different  crops  if  the  Betums  were  made 
every  five  years  instead  every  year  as  at 
present.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South-east  Norfolk  adduced  Scotland 
to  prove  his  case.  He  said  that  the 
statistics  of  Scotland  showed  a  gradual 
decline  of  cereals  in  that  country.  I 
ehall  show  that  the  decline  has  not  been 
gradual,  and  I  shall  supply  some  defi- 
ciencies in  his  speech  about  the  Scotch 
statistics.  And  perhaps  the  House  will 
permit  me  shortiy  to  detail  first  the  mode 
in  which  the  agricultural  statistics  were 
collected  in  Scotland  twelve  years  ago, 
aa  I  was  one  of  the  enumerators  who 
aided  in  the  collection.  A  g^^)^*^  of 
money  was  entrusted  to  the  Highland 
and  Agrionltoral  Society  for  the  collec- 
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don  of  these  etatietics.  The  able  end 
indefatigable  secretary  of  that  society, 
the  late  Mr.  Hall  Maxwell,  had  the  or- 
ganizing and  superintendence  of  the 
collection  of  the  statistics,  and  the  satis- 
factory manner  in  which  he  executed  his 
duty  may  be  judged  of  from  the  fact 
that  only  one-fiith  per  cent  of  the 
schedules  were  not  returned,  or  100  out 
of  50,000  schedules  were  not  returned. 
In  the  same  year,  that  is,  in  1855,  an 
attempt  was  made  to  collect  the  statistics 
in  eleven  counties  in  England,  and  7  per 
cent  of  the  schedules  were  not  returned. 
Scotland  was  divided  into  districts,  and 
over  each  district  was  placed  an  enu- 
merator. Each  district  was  divided  into 
parishes  presided  over  by  members  of 
committee.  The  schedules,  when  filled 
up  with  the  number  of  live  stock  and 
the  number  of  acres  in  crop,  were  all 
returned  directly  to  Mr.  H^  Maxwell, 
and  as  soon  as  possible  pubhshed.  After 
a  suf&cient  quantity  of  tlie  crop  had  been 
thrashed  to  admit  of  a  correct  estimate 
of  the  yield  per  acre  being  made,  meet^ 
ings  of  the  committees  were  held,  at 
which  tlie  yield  per  acre  and  weight  per 
bushel  were  determined,  and  the  results 
forwarded  to  Mr.  Maxwell.  Sir,  I  shall 
now,  as  I  promised,  supply  a  deficiency 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  speech  on  Scotch 
statistics,  which  will  disprove  hia  case 
and  prove  mine.  He  has  stated  that  it 
is  easy  to  estimate  the  acreage  in  the 
different  crops  any  year  if  the  Betums 
are  made  once  in  five  years.  Now,  let  us 
take  the  returns  in  wheat  as  made  in  Scot- 
land in  the  years  1655,  1856,  and  1857. 
In  1855  there  were  191,130  acres  in 
wheat,  and,  in  1856,  there  were  263,326 
acres,  or  there  were  37  per  cent  more 
acres  in  wheat  in  1856  than  in  1856. 
There  were  no  Betums  in  England  in 
these  two  years  to  give  us  any  idea  of 
the  average  in  wheat,  but  aa  the  same 
causes  existed  in  England  as  in  Scotland 
for  producing  these  results,  we  are  war- 
ranted in  supposing  that  there  would  be 
the  some  increase  in  the  acreage  in  wheat 
in  England  as  is  Scotland  in  1656.  And 
as  evidence  of  this  we  had  a  great 
diminution  in  the  importation  of  wheat 
and  flour  in  1857,  amounting  to  about 
5,000,000  of  cwta,  even  though  the 
Bussian  ports  were  thrown  open  in  1857, 
after  the  war,  while  there  was  a  corres- 
inding  increase  in  the  quantity  of  bar- 
y  and  oats  in  the  same  year — thus 
showing  the  probable  large  reduction 
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vhich  had  taken  place  in  tlie  acreage  by  |  year — 1st,  one  of  the  acreage  of  the 
these  two  cereals.  Again,  in  1857,  there  different  crops;  and  2nd,  one  of  the 
vae  about  15  per  cent  less  in  wheat  in 
Scotland  than  in  1856,  and  it  is  likely 
diat  there  was  the  eame  difference  in 
England.  Now,  Sir,  ia  it  not  evident 
that  instead  of  the  annuel  change  in  the 
acre^e  of  the  crops  being  gradud,  it  is 
is  rather  variable  ?  And  would  Mr. 
M'Oulloeh,  or  Mr.  Caird,  or  my  hon. 
Friends  themselves,  ever  have  estimated 
or  guesaed  that  there  would  be  such  a 
diS'erence  in  the  acreage  of  wheat  of  two 
Bucoesaive  years  as  37  per  cent  and  16 
per  cent  ?  Of  what  use  would  quinquen- 
nial Eetuma  be  in  such  years  ?  They 
could  do  nothing  but  mislead.  But  we 
need  not  go  back  twelve  years  to  see 
how  variable  the  annual  acreage  of  the 
crops  is.  Between  crops  1867  and  1868 
there  was  a  difference  in  the  quantity  of 
wheat  of  about  280,000  acres,  which  is 
equal  to  more  than  a  month's  consump- 
tion, assuming  the  yield  per  acre  and  the 
quaUty  of  the  grain  to  be  the  same. 
Thus  also  we  find  similar  variations, 
though  not  to  the  eame  extent,  in  the 
aerobe  of  crops  in  Ireland.  If  we  take, 
for  instance,  the  quinquennial  period, 
between  1856  and  1861,  we  £ud  thatthe 
average  annual  decrease  in  the  acreage 
of  wheat  is  about  6  per  cent  of  the 
acreage  in  1861,  while  the  decrease  in 
the  year  1862  is  fuUy  1 1  per  cent,  eothat 
no  one  could  have  estimated  correctly 
the  acreage  of  wheat  in  1 862  &om  know- 
ing the  acreage  every  fifth  year  only. 
The  result  will  be  found  to  be  as  various 
in  any  other  quinquennial  period  we 
may  take.  And  hence  we  cannot  di 
pend  upon  any  annual  estimate  of  the 
acreage  made  from  quinquennial  Betume. 
If  we  want  accuracy  we  must  have  an- 
nual Betums.  My  hou.  Friend  said  that 
it  was  of  more  importance  to  us  to  know 
the  yield  of  com  in  France  than  the 
yield  at  home.  K  we  admitted  the 
portance  of  that  knowledge  we  would 
put  oursolvea  into  a  position  of  obtain- 
ing accurate  informations  of  • 
crops  so  as  to  enable  us  to  avail  ourselves 
of  the  annual  statistical  Returns  made 
by  the  French.  They  show  their  appre- 
ciation of  the  importance  of  these  annual 
Betums  by  sparing  no  trouble  or  expense 
in  obtaining  them.  Sir,  did  time  per- 
mit, I  comd  have  detailed  the  mode 
adopted  by  the  French  in  collecting  these 
Btatietioa.  I  shall  only  mention  here 
that  there  axe  two  Seturmi  made  every 


yield,  weight  of  grain,  &c. 
these,  there  are  weekly  and  sometimes 
daily  reports  of  the  state  of  the  weather 
and  the  crops  sent  up  to  Paris  &om  all 
ports  of  the  country  before  harvest,  bo 
that  the  Government  is  always  in  a  posi- 
tion Xa  act  upon  this  information  in  pur- 
chasing com,  if  there  is  the  prospect  of 
a  deficient  harvest.  It  is  instructive  for 
us  to  know  that  in  addition  to  the  an< 
nual,  much  smaller  Betums  were  made 
every  five  years,  but  these  were,  after  a 
trial,  discontinued,  as  they  were  found 
unnecessary  and  troublesome  in  the  col- 
lection, and  they  are  now  collected  eveiy 
ten  years  when  the  Census  of  the  people 
is  t^en.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  if  the  statistics  ore  collected  every 
year  in  this  country  for  eome  time,  the 
filling  up  of  the  schedules  would  become 
very  easy,  I  may  say  almost  a  habit  with 
the  farmers.  But  if  they  are  to  be  col- 
lected only  once  in  five  years,  the  trouble 
and  annoyance  always  felt  at  the  com* 
menoemeut  of  a  uew  operation  would  be 
experienced  every  fifth  year  when  ihe 
fanners  were  called  on  to  fill  up  the 
schedules.  My  hon.  Friend  could  not 
have  adduced  a  better  example  in  fiiivour 
of  the  annual  collection  of  agricultural 
statistics  than  France,  for  it  is  well 
known  that  when  there  is  a  threatened 
deficiency  in  the  crops,  France  has  the 
earUest  information,  and  sends  forth 
commissioners  to  purchase  wheat  in  the 
corn-growing  countries,  and  she  has  even 
on  several  occasions  purchased  over  our 
heads  cargioes  which  were  intended  for 
us,  who,  irom  want  of  accurate  inform- 
ation  about  our  crops,  did  not  know 
what  we  may  require  ;  and  thus  in  a  few 
weeks  afterwards  we  have  had  to  pay  a 
much  higher  price  for  the  food  of  our 
people.  This  is  one  of  the  usee  of  an- 
nual agricultural  Betums  to  the  public 
in  general.  I  could  mention  more,  but 
OS  I  have  already  detained  the  House  so 
long,  I  shall  only  allude  shortly  to  the 
use  of  these  Betums  to  farmers  thran- 
selvee.  I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that  as  a  rule  farmers  should  not  be 
speculators,  but  there  are  occaaions  when, 
with  correct  agricultural  Returns  before 
them,  they  possessing  the  earliest  and 
best  information,  would  be  quite  justified 
in  taking  advantage  of  their  position. 
How  much  money,  for  instanoe,  the 
agricultural  interest  could  have  mada  if 
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Hxtsf  liad  disposed  of  their  -wheat  some 
months  ago,  instead  of  keepioK  it  on  till 
now  ?  There  are  facilities  of  doing  this 
at  present,  which  fanners  did  not  possess 
some  yean  ago.  Again,  what  does  a 
farmet  do  when  he  has  a  smaller  acrea^ 
in  grass  or  roots  ?  He  either  reduces 
t}ie  number  of  his  stock,  or  he  purchases 
a  larger  quantity  of  cakes  or  other  food ; 
BO,  ivhen  the  agricultural  Betums  show  a 
reduction  in  the  acreage  of  gross  or  roots 
over  the  whole  countiy — and  I  have  al- 
ready sbowu  that  great  variations  do 
occur  in  the  annual  acreage — the  cattle 
food  merchants  and  farmers  provide  in 
time  for  the  expected  deficiency,  and 
thus  prevent  dearth  of  cattle  food,  or  an 
inordinate  rise  in  the  price  of  it,  while 
the  farmers  lay  their  plans  for  bringing 
out  their  stock  for  sale  at  the  most  ad- 
vantageous time.  Again,  the  expense 
of  collecting  these  statistics,  varying 
from  £12,000  to  £20,000  annually,  is 
adduced  as  an  objection  to  them.  Now, 
Sir,  I  shall  not  give  my  opinion  on  this 
objection,  but  I  shall  quote  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Hubbard,  whose  absence  from 
the  House  during  debates  of  this  class 
all  must  regret.  Mr.  Hubbard  spoke  as 
on  this  point  in  1864  : — 
D  ohether  the  axpenia  irna  £3,000, 
ir  XeO.OnO,  the  imroeDBS  imporunoa  a( 
s  oould  noC  be  measured  by  an; 
eipfim.  In  one  lenicin  England  )iiid  ipent 
£30.000,0011  in  corn  olone  ;  ntid,  in  ISIT,  ai  large 
■  *um  >■  £100,000  might  hare  been  saied  bj 
priorilT  of  infarmntioo  on  n  (ingle  dny's  trnnuo- 
tioD.  when  ne  had  to  compete  nilh  other  nilioni 
in  the  mnrheia  of  Europe  and  America."— [3 
Batuard,  c\ixT.  13T3.J 

Did  I  not  know  that  my  voice  is  power- 
less, I  would  raise  it  from  this  place  in 
an  appeal  to  the  farmers  of  England  to 
ffive  all  the  assistance  in  their  power  to 
5ie  Government  in  the  collection  of  cor- 
rect annual  c^:ricultural  Betuma.  But  I 
know  the  influence  of  my  two  hon. 
Friends  with  the  farmers,  whom  they  so 
worthily  represent  in  this  House,  and  I 
appeal  to  them  to  use  that  influence  with 
their  agrioultural  constituents  to  accom- 
plish that  object.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leicestoi'shire  stated  that 
vhatever  exertions  we  may  use  in  the 
collection  of  agricultural  statistics,  there 
vas  a  Mightier  Power  who  determined 
the  ultimate  results  of  the  harvest.  I 
cordially  endorse  the  sentiment  quoted 
by  him — "  Man  proposes,  but  God  dis- 
poses." And  it  is  because  I  endorse  that 
gentiment  with  all  reverence  that  I  con- 


sider it  my  duty,  as  it  is  my  interest,  to 
use  the  faculties  and  talents  with  which 
I  have  been  blessed,  to  use  every  exer- 
tion, to  use  the  opportunities  placed 
within  my  reach  to  attain  an  object,  be- 
fore I  can  with  confidence  leave  the  rest 
to  be  disposed  of  by  a  Mightier  Power, 
Mk.  ASSHETON  said,  he  thought  it 
woiild  be  admitted  that  agricultural  sta- 
tistics, like  all  other  statistics,  were  per- 
fectly useless  unless  they  were  accurate ; 
and,  under  the  present  system  of  collect- 
ing them  in  tniB  country,  they  were  eo 
inaccurate  as  to  be  not  only  worthless, 
but  delusive.  He  belonged  to  a  part  of 
the  country  which  did  not  grow  much 
com,  but  which  produced  beef  and 
mutton,  and  the  Betums  sent  in  during 
the  last  three  years  &om  that  district 
were,  he  beheved,  delusive  in  the  extreme 
for  several  different  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  he  regretted  to  say  that  the 
farmers  purposely  and  wilAilly  sent  ia 
-wrong  Betums.  Having  himself  wanted 
to  know  what  was  the  number  of  cattle 
in  a  given  area  with  a  view  to  organize 
a  scheme  of  insurance,  he  asked  the 
farmers  to  make  a  Return  of  how  many 
cows,  &c.,  they  had,  and  some  of  them, 
although  they  were  honest  men,  had 

Sut  down  the  wrong  number  from  a 
leling  which  was  quite  foolish,  because 
a  landlord  had  a  ngbt  to  walk  over  their 
farms  and  oould  ascertain  what  stock 
they  had  for  himself.  Another  grave 
error  crept  into  the  Betuma  from  his 
part  of  the  coimtry  in  this  way — The 
farmers  were  asked  to  stato  how  many 
acres  they  had  under  wheat  or  oats,  how 
much  meadow  land  and  pasturage,  not 
including  mountain  and  moor  lands. 
But  near  his  district  there  were  large 
tracts  of  mountain  and  moor  land  on 
which  many  sheep  and  cattle  were  sent 
to  graze,  and  those  sheep  and  cattle 
were  left  out  of  the  Betum.  Another 
source  of  error  lay  in  the  fact  that  al- 
though all  over  the  country  they  had  a 
statute  acre  they  had  also  local  acres 
varying  from  each  other  to  a  very  great 
extont,  in  some  cases  the  size  of  one  being 
double  that  of  another.  How,  then,  was 
any  reliance  to  be  placed  upon  Betums 
coUected  by  the  Government  under  such 
conditions  ?  Such  being  the  evil,  the 
question  was  how  was  it  to  be  cured  ? 
The  only  way  in  which  those  statistics 
could  be  m.ade  really  useful,  either  for 
Imperial  or  private  purposes,  waa  by 
having  them  collected  mmi  houw  to 
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house  and  firom  door  to  door,  as  they 
■were  collected  in  Scotland,  and  properly 
verified  by  the  Government.  He  Knew 
that  in  England  people  did  not  like  the 
Bort  of  eipionnage  by  which  officials  went 
round  to  them  and  called  upon  them  to 
state  how  many  cattle,  &c.,  they  had ; 
but  he  did  not  see  why  agricultural  ata- 
tietica  should  not  be  collected  and  pub- 
lished as  accurately  as  the  Setums  we 
possessed  of  bales  of  cotton  and  other 
commodities.  It  was  a  question  whether 
the  country  was  prepared  to  incur  the 
expense  of  collecting  really  trustworthy 
statistics  of  ^;riculture  year  by  year. 
He  himself  doubted  it ;  and  he  thought 
they  were  likely  to  get  more  accurate 
Betums  if  they  obtained  them  every  five 
years  instead  of  eveiy  year.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
PeU). 

M.E.  MIAGAN  observed  that  the  sta- 
tistics had  been  collected  in  Scotland  by 
schedules,  as  at  the  present  time  they 
-were  collected  in  England. 

CoLoiraL  BAETTELOT  said,  he 
thought  that  this  was  a  most  important 
question,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Olitheroe  (Mr.  Assheton)  had  thrown 
much  light  on  it.  It  appeared,  however, 
to  him  that,  to  be  of  advantage  not  only 
to  the  country  but  to  the  agrioulturist 
himself,  those  Betums  must  be  coUected 
annually  and  not  merely  once  in  five 
■ears.  Four  objections  had  been  taken 
ly  the  agriculturists  to  those  statistics. 
The  first  was  that  if  they  had  made  cor- 
rect Betums  of  the  quantities  of  land 
they  had  under  different  crops,  the  land- 
lords would  take  advantage  of  them  and 
raise  their  rents.  That  was  a  most  ab- 
surd idea.  It  was  manifest  that  if  a 
landlord  wanted  to  raise  his  rent  he 
would  not  do  it  in  that  way.  The  land- 
lord did  not  know  what  Betum  the  tenant 
made,  and,  moreover,  the  landlord,  if 
he  chose,  might  go  and  see  how  the  land 
was  cultivated  and  what  the  number  of 
stock  on  it  was.  The  second  objection 
was  that  ttiose  Betums  would  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  an  instru- 
ment by  which  they  wouldput  increased 
taxation  on  the  fonner.  He  did  not  see 
exactly  how  the  Oovemment  would  be 
able  to  do  that,  even  if  they  were  so  dis- 
posed ;  and  he  certainly  did  not  beheve 
that  any  Government,  from  whatever 
aide  of  the  House  it  was  composed, 
would  wish  to  take  advantage  of  the 
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Betum  they  had  asked  the  fanner  to 
furnish  hy  placing  extra  fiscal  burdens 
upon  him.  The  third  objection  was  the 
expense  of  the  Betums ;  but  if  they 
were  returned  with  accuracy  the  money 
spent  in  in  their  collection  would  be 
well  laid  out  and  need  not  be  grudged. 
The  fourth  objection  was  a  more  serious 
one — that  they  were  incorrect  and  use- 
less. At  present  they  were,  perhaps, 
not  as  accurate  as  they  should  be  ;  but 
practical  and  fkr-sighted  agricidturists, 
who  had  at  first  opposed  the  collection  of 
those  statistics,  now  acknowledged  that 
it  would  be  greatly  to  their  advantage  if 
they  could  only  know  from  year  to  year 
the  breadth  of  land  that  was  under  dif- 
ferent crops  in  this  country,  so  as  to 
guide  them  in  their  calculations  as  to  its 
yield,  and  enable  them  to  judge  for 
themselves  how  much  corn  it  would  he 
necessary  to  import  from  abroad.  In 
1867,  the  number  of  acres  under  wheat 
was  3,640,000;  and  the  number  of 
quarters  grown  was  9,360,000.  In  1868, 
there  were  under  wheat  3,951,000  acres, 
and  the  quantity  grown  was  16,436,000 
quarters.  With  such  an  increase  as  that 
in  the  latter  year,  it  was  surely  of  great 
advantage  to  the  nation  to  know  that  it 
had  that  quantity  of  food  in  the  country ; 
and  any  intelligent  farmer  could  have 
made  his  calculations  on  tiiat  basis  if  he 
behoved  it  to  be  accurate.  But  suppos- 
ing they  had  their  Betums  made  out  only 
once  in  five  years,  they  woidd  not  know 
what  variation  occurred  in  the  difi'erent 
crops  from  year  to  year.  The  Govern- 
ment gave  the  farmers  veryhttle  trouble 
to  m^e  out  the  Betums,  which,  he 
thought,  ought  in  future  to  include  agri- 
cultural horses.  If  the  Government 
would  only  put  themselves  in  communi- 
cation with  the  hon  Member  for  South- 
east Norfolk  (Mr.  Bead),  the  Chairman 
of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 
with  a  view  to  drawing  up  of  a  plan  for 
the  amendment  of  those  Betums,  so  as  to 
make  them  really  valuable,  he  believed 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  afford  them 
every  information  in  his  power.  In  con- 
clusion, he  hoped  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr, 
Pell)  would  not  be  pressed  to  a  division. 
Mr.  BOWBING  gave  a  sketch  of  the 
various  experiments  made  in  the  col- 
lection of  agricultural  statistics  in  for- 
mer years,  and  said  that  they  had  proved 
satisfactoiT ;  what  was  now  necessary 
was  that  the  sending  of  those  Betuma 
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mpulsoiy.  The  objectioiis  to 
them  at  preeent  entertained  by  tbe 
farmere  were  mainly  founded  on  the 
&ct  that  the  Betume  vere  sot  made 
compnlsory ;  and  he  did  not  believe  that 
the  tarnters  of  England  g^euerall;  would 
be  opposed  to  the  mtroduddon  of  a  Bill 
rendering  their  collection  compulsory. 
He  trusted  that  the  GoTermnent  would 
bring  in  &  measure  to  that  effect,  similar 
to  that  which  was  before  the  House — but 
which  was  not  proceeded  with,  although 
it  passed  the  House  of  Lords  without 
opposition — some  few  yeajs  ago.  The 
proposal  that  those  statistics  3iould  be 
collected  only  once  ereiy  five  years  was 
most  inadequate  for  the  objects  in 
view.  The  particular  year  in  which  the 
collection  was  made  might  be  one  of 
great  abundance,  or  of  great  scarcity, 
and  the  result  must  necessarily  be  illu- 
sory. If  tliat  proposal  werepreseed  to  a 
division  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
not  accede  to  it. 

Mb.  W.  W.  beach  said,  the  dis- 
&TOur  with  which  the  collection  of  those 
Betums  had  been  regarded  by  the  agii- 
culttuists  bad,  to  a  great  extent,  disap- 
peared, and  that  class  now  said  that 
such  satieties,  if  accurately  taken,  were 
not  opposed  to,  but  rather  conducive  to, 
their  own  interest.  A  statement  of  the 
mere  acreage  under  com  crops  did  not 
give  an  accurate  idea  of  the  amount  of 
the  harvest  that  would  be  realized ;  but 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  all  the 
statistical  information  which  the  farmer 
could  give  should  be  correctly  given 
and  he  cordially  j  oined  in  the  expresuon 
of  a  hope  that  tne  agriculturists  of  this 
country  woold  not  refuse  to  take  the 
trouble  necessary  %o  render  the  Betums 
aa  use^  and  as  reliable  as  possibli 
He  thought  their  anniial  collection  was 
absolutely  essential  to  the  utility  of  the 
£etums ;  and  he  therefore  concurred  in 
the  appeal  which  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  made  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire. 

Mb.  HOSKYNS  said,  the  gr«at  value 
of  those  statistics  to  the  agriculturist 
was  illustrated  by  the  fluctuation  in  the 
price  of  com  in  the  years  1846  and 
1667.  He  maintained  that  they  ought 
to  be  taken  annually,  for  the  acreage 
varied  from  year  to  year  by  the  very 
large  quantity  of  land  improved  by 
dramage,  the  reclamation  of  bogs  and 
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waste  lands,  and  acreage  taken  in  by  in- 
closure.  He  hoped  l£e  Betums  would 
rendered  with  increasing  accuracy 
every  year.  They  would  be  of  great 
value  to  the  consumer,  and  he  believed 
that  ultimately  the  fanners  themaelvea 
would  generally  admit  the  benefits  of  the 
system. 

Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFEVEE  said,  the 
speeches  just  delivered  had  been  most 
conclusive  against  the  Motion  of  tiia 
hon.  Member  for  South  LeicesterBhire 
(Mr.  Pell).  It  was  only  five  years  since 
Mr.  Oaird  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  vic- 
tory over  the  Government  of  the  ^y  and 
ing  these  £etums.  Since  then  only 
e  annual  collections  had  been  made ; 
and  it  was  surprising  how  very  accurate 
the  Betums  had  been.  In  England 
alone  out  of  392,000  farmers  alT  but 
22,000  had  given  in  their  Betums.  In 
Scotland — where  the  fiumera  were  gene- 
rally acknowledged  to  know  their  own 
interest  better  than  in  other  parts  of  the 
country — the  number  who  had  declined 
to  make  B«tum8  amounted  only  to  one- 
half  per  cent.  In  England  the  percent- 
^e  of  those  who  declmed  varied  greatly 
in  difiWent  counties.  In  Yorkshire, 
Iiancasfaire,  and  Northumberland,  only 
1  per  cent  declined ;  in  Cumberland,  only 
a  naif  per  cent ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  in  Hertfordshire,  Huntingdon- 
shire, and  some  odier  counties,  as  many 
as  from  30  to  37  per  cent  declined.  He 
believed  the  fact  to  be  that  in  these 
counties  the  large  proprietors  had  taken 
a  prejudice  ag^nst  l^ese  statistica,  and 
advised  the  mrmers  not  to  fill  up  the 
Betums.  In  one  county  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  that  a  leading  proprietor  gave 
notice  publicly  that  he  would  not  idlow 
the  GoUector  of  the  Betums  to  come 
upon  his  property.  The  refusals  were, 
he  believed,  owing  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  proprietors  rather  than  to  that 
of  the  farmers,  because  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  see  how  the  interest  of  the  far- 
mers in  the  matter  could  be  difTerent  in 
Hertfordshire  from  what  it  was  in  Cum- 
berland. He  thougiht  there  was  no  rea- 
son to  believe  but  that  in  general  the 
Betums  made  were  accurate.  "Where 
the  farmers  refused  to  fill  them  up  them- 
selves, the  collectors  had  instructionB  to 
get  the  information  required  as  best 
fliey  could  in  other  ways ;  and,  on  com- 
paring the  information  so  obtained  by 
the  collectors  with  that  contwned  in  the 
Betums  furnished  by  the  fanners  them* 
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selvea,  it  was  found  tliat  the  results 
brought  ont  vere  much  about  the  same 
in  both  cases.  There  might  be  some 
few  districts  where,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clitheroe  (]Ur.  Asaheton), 
tlie  farmerB  mode  wrong  Betoms;  bat 
he  did  not  bellere  Uiat  was  so  generally. 
The  general  accuracy  of  the  statistieB 
might  be  relied  on,  and,  at  all  erents, 
for  the  purposes  of  comparison  between 
one  year  and  another,  they  were  of  great 
value.  At  present  the  circulars  were 
sent  out  to  tlie  farmers  about  the  middle 
of  June.  They  were  requested  to  return 
them  on  the  25th  of  June,  but  the  ag- 
gregates were  not  published  till  the  25th 
of  Beptember.  Now,  he  thought  it 
might  De  possible  to  mhance  the  value 
of  the  Betums  by  brin^g  out  the  re- 
sult of  them  at  the  end  of  July  or  tbe 
b^jinning  of  August,  but  this  could 
onfy  be  done  by  t£e  co-operation  of  the 
fiumers  in  filling  up  the  Betums  as 
soon  as  possible,  or  by  making  them 
comjralaoiy.  After  the  speeches  de- 
livered in  the  course  of  this  discussion 
he  need  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
arguments  to  show  the  value  of  these 
Betums  both  to  the  farmers  and  the 
consumers.  If,  indeed,  anyone  desired 
to  form  an  estimate  of  their  great  value 
and  importance,  it  would  only  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  consult  the  Betums  for 
last  year,  wbich  showed  that  of  land 


most  extensive  character,  and  therefore 
the  sooner  the  facts  bearing  upon  it  were 
ascertained  the  greater  tbe  economy  fbr 
all  concerned.  Farmers  also  were  greatly 
interested  in  this  subject,  for  if  there 
were  an  impression  on  the  minds  of  spo- 
cnlat<a^  in  grain  that  the  proportion  of 
com  being  grown  in  this  country  was 
not  so  great  as  it  was  in  reaiity,  they 
made  their  arrangements  in  accordance 
with  their  belief,  and  ordered  more  com 
&om  abroad  than  was  necessary.  In 
this  statement  he  was  borne  out  by  a 
Petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
that  House  by  a  number  of  gentleman 
connected  wiUi  Marh  Lane,  and  conse- 
quently  interested  in  the  importation  of 
wheat.  They  asserted  that  the  want  of 
such  information  in  former  years  had 
led  to  great  losses  to  the  merchants,  as 
well  as  to  the  agriculturists,  by  inducing 
large  importations  of  foreign  com,  when 
a  smaller  quantity  was  actually  required 
to  satisfy  the  wants  of  the  country.  He 
ventured  to  hope  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sussex  (Colonel  Barttelot)  that  the 
small  minority  of  the  farmers  of  this 
coimtry  who  now  declined  to  supply 
theee  statiaticB  would  in  future  co-<n)e- 
rate  with  the  Government  and  the  other 
farmers  with  a  view  to  the  earliest  and 
most  accurate  ascertainment  of  the  tacts. 
To  be  of  real  utili^  the  Betums  must 
be  made  annually,  for  changes  occurred 


sown  widi  wheat  there  was  an  excess  of  year  by  year.    Tie  Betum  for  last  year 


'  the  previous  year. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South-east  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Bead)  might  perhaps  allege 
that  it  was  generfdly  known  among 
agricultunsts  uiat  there  was  an  excess ; 
but  it  was  clear  that  the  most  expe- 
rienced men  had  not  the  least  idea  of  its 
extent,  because  one  of  the  highest  au- 
thorities on  agriculture  had  published  a 
pamphlet,  after  the  barrest  and  before 
the  publication  of  the  official  Beturns, 
in  which  he  estimated  the  excess  of  land 
sown  with  wheat  at  only  100,000  acres. 
The  excess  of  300,000  acres  of  wheat 
meant  an  increased  growth  for  the  year 
of  1,200,000  quarters,  and  of  tie  im- 
portance of  ascertaining  this  fact  as  early 
as  possible  he  could  not  ext^gerate.  It 
meant  that  we  should  be  reUeved  baax 
the  necessity  of  importing  that  amount 
&om  abroad,  and  that  shipping  to  a  lai^ 
extent  would  not  be  wanted.  The  com- 
mercial arrangements  connected  with 
the  supply  of  this  quantity  of  wheat 
Vere,  he  need  hardly  point  out,  of  a 

Mr.  Shaw-Ze/trre 


showed  an  excess  over  tiie  year  preceding 
in  the  number  of  cattle  amounting  to 
322,000  head,  and  in  that  of  she^ 
amounting  to  1,700,000  ;  so  that  it  ap- 
peared tlmt  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
cattle  plague  of  two  years  before  had 
been  much  more  than  replaced.  The 
same  Betura  also  showed  that  there  had 
been  48,000  more  acres  of  oat«  sown, 
and  84,000  more  acres  of  potatoM.  As 
bearing  upon  prices,  it  was  of  the  high- 
eat  importance  that  these  facta  shouldbe 
known,  and  he  might  express  an  opinion 
that  the  collection  of  Betums  once  in 
five  years  only  would  be  quite  worthless. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed  to  a 
division. 

em  JAMES  ELPHIN8T0NE  said, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pell) 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.  Some 
years  ago,  the  Highland  Sodety  (^ 
Scotland  undertook  to  collect  agricul- 
tural statistics  for  tliat  country,  and 
local  committees  consfstiiig  of  the  most 
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intelligent  &niieni,  vera  aocordmgiT 
oonfltitutod  in  each  district,  and  col- 
lected the  Btatistics  in  euch  a  vay  as  to 
disarm  all  auBpicion  of  iiuuxmracy.  This, 
too,  was  done  at  a  yeiy  trifling  expense, 
as  a  proof  of  which  he  might  mention 
that  me  whole  cost  of  the  oolleotion  of 
the  statistics  for  Aberdeenshire  was 
only  £193.  We  knew  perfectly  the 
amormt  of  all  articles  of  Ini^  consump- 
tion imported  into  this  country,  and  the 
only  artioles  as  to  whidi  we  were  in 
darkness  were  those  of  oar  own  agri- 
onltnTal  productions ;  but  he  could  not 
donbt  that  when  Rnglish  farmers  were 
disabused  of  the  idea  that  the  Beturcs 
were  intended  to  seire  a  sinister  object, 
or  to  be  extorted  by  an  underhand  pro- 
cess, they  would  be  as  ready  to  furaish 
them  as  those  of  Scotland  were.  It  was 
of  TCiy  great  importance  that  fietums  of 
agricultural  produce  should  be  made 
in  this  country ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  they 
onght  to  be  given  to  the  pnolio  by  the 
SOtii  of  July  in  erery  year  at  the  latest ; 
as  for  qoinquennial  Betnms,  he  felt 
aatiafled  that  they  would  be  of  no  possi- 
ble use. 

Mb.  bead  on  behalf  of  the  Member 
for  South  LeioestershirefMr.  Pell),  who 
was  absent  &om  the  House  in  oonse- 

rnce  of  a  domestic  affliction,  said  he 
old  have  great  pleasure  in  with- 
drawing the  Motion,  as  he  felt  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  content  witli 
having  had  this  matter  fiilly  debated, 
and  in  all  probability  set  at  rest,  at 
least,  for  some  years  to  oome.  Beplying 
to  some  of  the  arguments  adduced  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion,  he  pointed 
out  that  the  objections  directed  against 
quinquennial  Hetums  were  equally  ap- 
plicable to  the  taking  of  the  population 
Census  once  every  ten  yean ;  and  as  an 
instance  of  some  of  the  practical  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  filling  up  the  cir' 
cnlars,  he  mentioned  that  his  stock  were 
grazing  upon  six  different  piopertieB, 
and  at  present  he  had  not  finally  de- 
cided what  he  should  sow  on  a  portion 
of  his  own  farm.  It  should  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  it  was  the  yield,  and 
not  tlie  number  of  acres  sQwn,  which 
was  the  really  important  point.  He  be- 
lieved the  acreage  of  wheat  would  be 
much  less  this  year  than  it  was  last 
year ;  that  the  acreage  of  barley  would 
be  somewhat  larger  than  it  was  last  year ; 
that  the  acreage  of  peas  and  beans  would 
be  more  than  nad  been  ever  known ;  and 
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that  of  dover  was  very  small  indeed. 
If  there  were  the  same  amount  of  wet 
cold  weather  in  July  and  August  as 
there  had  been  in  May  and  ^me  we 
should,  he  believed,  grow  100  days'  con- 
sumption less  of  wheat  tMs  year  than 
last;  and  under  no  possible  circum- 
stancee  could  the  deficiency  be  less  than 
fifty  days'  consumption.  The  prejudices 
entertained  by  some  farmers  as  to  mak- 
ing the  Betnnis  had  been  caused  to  some 
extent  by  the  action  of  the  Qovemment, 
and  he  might  remark  upon  what  waa 
coDsidered  the  childish  apprehension 
among  fanners  that  they  might  here- 
after be  called  upon  to  pay  a  tax  on 
horses  used  in  agriculture  ;  that  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  so 
extremely  fond  of  unifonnity  that  he 
had  made  the  costermonger's  pony  pay 
the  same  tax  as  the  nobleman's  carri^e 
horse ;  and,  if  it  had  not  been  for  t£e 
exertions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Ohair,  every  brood  mare  in  the 
oountiy  would  certainly  have  been  taxed. 
These  stotistics  might  be  theoretically 
useful  and  interesting  ;  but  so  far  as 
any  practical  benefit  to  the  fiumer  him- 
self was  concerned,  they  might  put  the 
whole  of  them  in  one's  eye  and  see  none 
the  worse  for  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mtkdroum, 

EDINBURGn  ANNUITT  TAX  BILI. 

(JTr.  »Laren,  Ur.  mier,  Ih.  Crum  Eaing.) 

[bIU.  19.]       BECOIO)  BEADHrO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mk.  M'LABKN,  in  moving  tltat  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said, 
it  might  be  necessary,  in  the  first  place, 
to  e^ain  that  its  principal  object  was 
to  reduce  the  number  of  ministers  now 
in  the  City  churches  of  Edinburgh,  which 
at  present  was  thirteen  to  ten,  in  order 
that  by  the  saving  of  clerical  power  a 
small  tax  of  3if.  in  the  pound,  which  is 
now  paid  by  all  occupiers  of  prc^rty 
within  the  andent  boundaries  of  the 
City  of  Edinburgh,  mB.y  be  entirely  got 
rid  of.  In  1853,  T&t.  Adam  &ack 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  had  the  same 
object  in  view  as  the  present  measure, 
though  it  took  a  different  mode  of  attain- 
ing its  object,  leaving  the  clergy  in  pos- 
session of  £2,000  a  year,  amply  secured 
on  docks,  wharves,  feu-duties,  &c.,  in 
the  town  of  Leith,  and  also  of  the  seat 
rents.  Ur.  Black's  Bill  was  twice  carried 
2  E  2  n       •    \ 
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in  this  House;  but  unfortimately,  in 
1860,  he  did  not  proceed  with  it,  but 
'withdrew  it  in  faTour  of  another  BUI, 
which  was  introduced  by  tbe  Oorem- 
ment  of  that  day.  Eeferring  to  this 
sabject,  he  would  adopt  the  explanation 
respecting  the  authorship  of  the  Bill, 
given  by  a  deputation  from  Edinburgh, 
which  waited  upon  the  Home  Seetetary 
a  few  days  ago.  Mr.  David  Smith,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Edinbuigh  Ecclesiastical 
ComnuBsionere,  ia  reported  to  have  eaid 
that — 

"jU  ttw  Mttlement  of  ISflO  had  b«eD  eB^ot«d 
bj  the  Lord  AdvoMt*  in  the  nama  and  on  beb 
of  the  GoTemment,  the  Church  mu  entitled 
uk   the  GoTernment   to  adhere  to  that  wttle- 

Now  he  did  not  mean  to  challenge  the 
statement,  indeed,  he  admitted  it ;  bnt 
the  statement  was  not  that  an  arrange- 
ment was  made  with  the  people  of  !Edin- 
burgh  at  that  time,  but  only  that  ar- 
rangements were  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Church  and  on  thepart  of  the  Qovemment 
of  that  day.  He  would  ask  was  the  pt^- 
sent  GoTemment  fo  be  bound  by  erery- 
thing  which  had  been  done  by  preceding 
Governments  ?  Were  they  not  living  in 
a  progressive  age  ?  If,  indeed,  the  Ixird 
Advocate,  as  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
had  supported  and  carried  the  Bill 
through  Parliament  in  sympathy  with 
the  wishes  and  deares  of  the  people  of 
Edinburgh ;  if  he  could  have  said  that 
the  inhaoitauts,  or  Town  Council,  or 
public  bodies,  supported  the  settlement, 
and  if  these  things  could  be  proved — 
which  he  undertook  to  say  could  not — 
he  admitted  at  once  it  wo^d  have  been 
a  very  important  fact ;  but  so  far  &om 
the  people  of  Edinbuigh  approving  of  the 
Bill  which  was  passed  by  Lord  PaJmera- 
ton's  Government,  they  did  everything 
in  their  jwwer  to  oppose  it.  The  Town 
Council  of  Edinbuigh  had  circulated 
a  paper  among  Members  of  the  House, 
in  which  they  stated  that  they  had  done 
everything  in  their  power  t«  stop  the 
Bill;  and  warning  the  House  that  they 
would  never  accept  such  a  settlement,  but 
would  go  on  agitating  until  they  got  it 
altered.  Before  the  Bill  paeeed  Targe 
public  meetings  were  held,  protesting 
against  it ;  and  after  it  had  become  law, 
a  great  public  meeting  was  held,  at  which 
it  was  agreed  to  get  up  a  solemn  protest 
against  the  settlement,  and  that  solemn 
protest  was  signed  by  7,600  rate-payers 
of  Edinburgh,  including  nearly  3,000 
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From  these  focts,  which  were 
incontrovertible,  it  could  not  be  alleged 
that  any  settlement  had  been  made  wi& 
the  inhabitants  of  Edinburgh,  whatever 
might  have  been  done  on  the  part  of  the 
Chtirch,  and  whatever  might  have  been 
done  by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
Moreover,  the  present  Chivemment  had 
no  share  in,  and  were  in  no  way  answer- 
able for  what  had  been  done  under  Lord 
Palmerston'e  Administration ;  and  he 
could  show  that  the  Admitustrations 
which  intervened  between  that  time  and 
the  present  did  not  consider  themselvra  as 
BO  bound.  Li  1866,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Morpeth,  then 
Home  Secretajy,  and  who  had  filled  the 
same  Office  in  Lord  Palmerston's  Admi- 
nistration, when  the  Bill  was  passed, 
agreed  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  operation 
of  the  Act,  which  was  obvionsly  inoou- 
siatent  with  the  notion  of  a  final  settle- 
ment in  ]  860 ;  for  if  any  such  settiement 
was  then  made  why  should  a  Select  Com- 
mittee  be  appointed  in  1866,  to  consider 
and  report  upon  it  ?  Nor  did  Lord  Derby's 
Government  consider  that  any  final  settle- 
ment had  been  made,  for  tbey  brought 
in  a  Bill  during  their  last  year  of  Office 
to  deal  with  the  case  of  the  parish  of 
Canongate,  which  had  two  ministers, 
paid  by  a  public  rate  of  1«.  in  the 
pound ;  and  they  carried  the  Bill  to  19- 
duoe  the  ministers  from  two  to  one,  and 
tax  &om  \».  to  3i.  in  the  pound. 
All  that  the  present  Bill  sought  to  ac- 
complish was  to  abolish  the  small  rate 
which  was  now  imposed,  and  whit^ 
amounted  to  Zd.  in  the^und.  As  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill  objections  were  for- 
merly taken  with  aome  of  the  clauses 
which  were  intended  to  give  a  complete 
guarantee  for  the  life  interests  of  exist- 
ing incumbents.  It  was  objected  that 
these  clauses  would  not  be  effective 
for  the  object  in  view;  but  when  the 
Town  Council  took  these  representations 
into  consideration  they  adopted  and  cir- 
culated draft  Amendments  to  the  Bill, 
which  would  remove  all  doubts  as  to 
the  subject,  and  give  complete  security 
for  the  life  interests  of  the  mimBters. 
He  would  trouble  the  House  with  only 
a  few  statistics.  There  were  five  ministers 
and  churches  in  the  New  Town  of  Edin- 
burgh, and  eight  in  the  Old  Town.  The 
population  of  the  five  New  Town  parishes 
waa  about  40,000;  and  there  wsre  a 
great  number  of  empty  sittiiigs  is  then 
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churches.  The  population  of  the  Old 
Town  w&a  no^  about  30,000,  and  it  had 
eight  miiiisterB  and  eight  chuiches. 
mat  the  Bill  sought  to  do  was  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  minieters  in  the  Old 
Town  by  three,  not  interfering  with  the 
ministers  in  the  Xew  Town  at  ^.  In  the 
Old  Town  there  were  about  15,000  Eo- 
man  Catholics,  leaving  only  about  15,000 
Protestanta  of  all  ages;  and  for  these 
the  BiU  proposed  to  leave  five  ministers. 
Edinburgh,  moreover,  teemed  with  Dis- 
senting places  of  worship  of  every  Mud, 
both  in  the  Old  Town  and  in  the  New. 
Now,  these  considerations  showed  that 
there  would  be  no  hardship  in  maHng 
the  reductions  proposed.  Li  the  whole 
City  of  EdJnbui^h  there  were  twenty-six 
Bs^blished  churches  and  chapels  of 
ease,  and  of  these  thirteen  depended 
partJally  for  endowments  on  this  local 
rate  which  the  Bill  sought  to  abolish. 
There  were  thirty-five  Free  churches  and 
nineteen  United  Presbyterian  churches, 
tT^ftTriTig  a  total  of  fifty-four  churches  he- 
longing  to  these  two  bodies — who  were 
negotiating  for  a  union,  and  who  might 
be  regarded  as  only  one  sect — or  double 
the  number  of  those  belonging  to  the  Es- 
tablishment.  Then  there  were  twelve  Epis- 
copal churohes,  ten  Baptist  and  Inde- 
pendent churches,  and  fourt«en  of  the 
smaller  churches ;  making  altogether  U  6 
Protestant  churdies,  and  three  Boman 
Catholic  chuiches,  which  brings  the 
total  nimiber  of  places  of  worship  in  the 
Cil7  up  to  119.  l!t  had  been  asseited  that 
we  propose  by  this  Bill  to  make  the  City 
churches  practically  voluntary  churches 
— giving  them  no  public  endowment ; 
but  the  facts  were  altogether  couttary  to 
that  assertion.  Thirty  years  ago,  the  City 
of  Edinburgh  sold  all  its  property  and 
rights  and  interests  in  the  harbour  and 
docks  and  yards  and  shore  ground  of 
Xieith  under  a  valuation,  t^erwards 
sanctioned  by  Parliam^it.  It  was  ar- 
ranged that  £2,000  a  year  of  this  sum, 
as  me  value  of  their  interest,  should  be 
paid  to  the  Established  cleigy.  That  had 
been  paid  for  the  last  thirty  years,  and  it 
wa«  as  good  and  as  soLd  a  security  aa  any 
to  be  found  in  the  United  Kingdom ;  and 
if  the  Church  Establishment  was  abolish- 
ed to-morrow,  thisfS,  000  a  year  would  go 
into  the  coffers  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh 
for  the  property  which  it  had  sold.  In 
addition,  the  clergy  would,  by  the  Bill, 
be  left  with  the  pew  rents  amounting  to 
£4, 300,  whi(^  were  increasing  at  the  rate 
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of  £  1 20  a  year.  Then  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  &ee-will  offerings  at  the 
church  doors  amounting  to  £  1 ,700  a  year. 
We  propose,  in  place  of  giving  these 
iree-will  offerings  to  the  poor,  to  let 
the  poor  be  supplied  from  the  proper 
quarter — the  poor  rates  —  ana  tnat 
uiese  offerings  in  churches  should  go  to 
pay  the  i»niftn  miscellaneous  expenses 
incurred — in  the  same  way  as  in  the 
Church  of  England,  and  in  all  the  unen- 
dowed Churches.  The  pew  rents  might 
also  be  largely  increased.  In  proof 
of  this  he  might  state  that  under  the 
present  f^stem,  in  three  of  the  most 
recently  erected  churches  in  the  New 
Town,  notwithstanding  the  enormous  in- 
crease in  the  population,  and  that  the 
rental  of  the  City  had  nearly  trebled,  and 
the  cost  of  education  and  of  everything 
else  had  greatly  increased — the  average  of 
the  seat  rents  had  fallen  from  £1  Of.  6d. 
in  1832  to  12«.  8  sitting  in  1868;  and 
in  three  churches  in  the  Old  Town,  the 
average  which,  in  1832,  was  1 2«.  was  now 
5«.  6d.  only.  The  BiU  was  based  on  the 
calculation  that  there  would  be  from  the 
seat  rents  and  the  £2,000  a  year  fi«m 
Leith  property  an  annual  income  of  £600 
for  each  of  the  ten  ministers.  There  were 
too  many  of  these  churches — ^there  was 
a  mere  handful  of  people  in  each ;  and 
if  they  suppressed  three  of  the  churches 
it  would  do  good  in  place  of  being  in- 
iurioua;  for  the  congregations  would 
have  nothing  to  do  but  to  walk  into  other 
churches  wMch  were  almost  next  door  to 
them.  The  whole  area  of  the  eight  Old 
Town  parishes  of  Edinburgh  occupied 
less  than  one  quarter  of  a  square  mile, 
and  if  they  shut  up  three  churches,  the 
only  inconvenience  would  be  that  the 
people  who  attend  them  would  have 
to  turn  a  little  way  to  the  right  in- 
stead of  the  left,  and  vice  versa.  No 
possible  injuiT  can  accrue  frvm  the 
adoption  of  this  scheme.  There  had 
been  forty  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
BiU  from  aU  parts  of  Scotland ;  for  this 
was  not  considered  a  local  question. 
This  annuity  tax  was  the  only  existing 
rate  for  ministers'  stipends  in  Scotland 
and  therefore  the  Nonconformists  in  all 
parts  of  Scotland  objected  to  it.  There 
had  been  only  fifteen  Petitions  against 
the  BiU,  and  ttiey  are  mostly  ftom  fpree- 
byteries,  and  not  bom  the  people  gene- 
raUy.  There  was  only  one  other  point 
he  had  to  mention,  and  that  arose  from 
which  was  made  to  tlift 
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Home  Secretary  by  a  gendeman  to  whom 
he  (Mr.  M'Lares)  had  already  referred, 
•who  said  that  since  the  Bill  proposed  to 
raise  the  same  sum  from  ten  chnrchea 
which  TBS  now  raised  from  thirteen,  it 
must  fail  practically  Bat  that  did  not 
follow.  Take  the  case  of  the  High 
Church,  for  example,  which  produced 
only  £49  &om  new  pew  rents,  but  for 
which  £120  a  year  was  paid  for  the 
email  miBceUaneous  expenses  of  the 
church.  If  this  Bill  were  passed,  the 
£49  would  still  be  fbrthcomin^  in  the 
other  churches,  where  the  panshioners 
took  seats,  but  the  £I20  for  miscella- 
neous expenses  being  already  provided 
for  in  these  churches,  would  be  saved, 
and  thoB  the  general  funds  of  the  church 
wonld  be  increased  by  the  change.  In 
other  words,  the  gross  rerenne  would  be 
the  same  as  now,  while  the  gross  expen- 
diture would  be  less  by  £120  a  year  for 
each  suppressed  church.  He  would  not 
now  trespass  further  on  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Ubtion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
lime. ' ' — ( 3fr.M'Larm) . 

8m  G-BAHAM  MONTGOMilBY  rose 
to  more  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months.  The  hon. 
Hember  having  gone  at  great  length 
into  the  history  of  the  annuity  tax,  and 
the  various  measures  which  had  been 
trodnoed  prior  to  the  Act  of  1 860,  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  the  Act  of  1860  pro- 
Tided  f(»  thirteen  ministers  at£600  a  year 
each,  dfliounting  altogether  to  £7,650; 
and  in  order  to  raise  that  sum  it  took 
the  £2,000  from  Leith,  then  the  bonds 
of  annuity  which  the  Act  granted  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  CommissioneTB  over  the 
town,  amounting  to  £4,200,  and  £1,450 
from  seat  rente.  There  were  several 
other  very  important  provioons  in  the 
Act  of  1860.  Before  that  time  the  Cor- 
poration of  Edinbui^h  managed  the 
collection  of  the  annuily  tax,  but  under 
that  Act  the  collection  of  the  tax  and 
the  management  of  the  City  churches 
was  handed  over  to  the  Bcclesiaatical 
Commissioners  of  Edinburgh,  who  had 
ever  since  continued  to  manage  the  eccle- 
siastiGal  property  of  the  City.  The  Act 
Of  1860  reduced  the  tax  from  lOrf.  to  2d. 
— which  was  a  manifest  gain  to  the  City 
of  Edinburgh — and  the  number  of  minis- 
ters waa  now  only  thirteen  instead  of 
eighteen.  Then  as  to  the  popoaal  of 
Mr.  WLarm 


the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  M'Laien), 
he  proposed  to  find  stipends  for  the  Ci^ 
clergymen  in  this  way  —  He  proposed 
that  they  ebaU  have  £2,000  from  Leith. 
The  hon.  Member  had  not  explained  the 
origin  of  that  Aind,  but  it  arose  as  an 
ecdesiastical  revenue  belonging  to  the 
Corporation  of  Edinburgh,  in  the  shape 
of  an  annuity,  payable  to  the  Coroora- 
tion  in  Heu  oi  its  property  in  Leith, 
harbour,  dooke,  warehouses,  feu-dutiee, 
&c.,  which  were  surrendered  in  1838. 
Now  it  appeared  to  him  (Sir  Gfraham 
Montgomery)  if  the  Ci^  of  Edinburgh 
was  to  be  excused  from  paying  tms 
£4,200,  then  the  town  of  Leith  would 
have  an  equal  right  to  daim  that  this 
£2,000  a  year  should  not  be  imposed 
npon  them.  The  hon.  Member  ^eo  pro- 
posed that  the  annuity  be  reduced  from 
£4,200  to  £2,050,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sionere  shall  bo  regulate  the  letting  of 
the  seats  in  the  Church  that  they  e£an 
never  produce  more  than  £4,800  in  a 
year.  Unfortunately,  those  rents  have 
never  produced  that  smn'  yet.  The  hon. 
Qentleman  proposed  to  do  away  with 
three  of  the  churches  in  which  money 
toot  the  seat  rents  were  paid;  he  also 
I>roposed  to  make  oonsidoralije  altera- 
tions,  so  as  to  secure  in  a  better  manner 
interests  of  the  clergy  of  Edin- 
burgh ;  and  in  that  way  he  held  out  a 
bribe  to  the  clergy  of  Edinburgh  to 
agree  to  the  Bill  by  making  their  priv^e 
interests  so  much  better  tl^  they  would 
otherwise  be.  He  expected  that  these 
gentlemen,  in  their  desire  to  secure 
better  terms  ibr  themselves,  would  neg- 
lect the  interests  of  their  Baccessors ;  bat 
he  (Sir  Qraham  Montgomery)  thonght 
that  in  that  matter  he  nught  be  some  vtut 
disappointed.  Another  most  objection- 
able provision  of  the  Bill  was  the  pro- 
posal to  take  away  the  church-door  col- 
lections, which  were  made  every  Sunday 
in  Edinbni^h,  and  which  had  hitherto 
ilied  to  assist  in  supporting  the 
poor.  No  doubt  the  poor  of  Edinburgh, 
uke  the  poor  of  any  other  place,  were 
a  by  the  poor  rates ;  bat  stiD 
there  could  bo  no  doubt,  also,  that  many 
an  honest  person  was  kept  off  the  roU 
by  the  administration  of  uiis  fund.  Ho 
could  not  conceive  a  more  exceltent  pro- 
vision than  this  one  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  do  away  with.  The 
hon.  Oentleman  has  said  that  the  Act  of 
1860  was  no  compromise,  for  that  it  ma 
not  made  with  the  oonssBt  of  tbe  sa.- 
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h&bitantB  of  £dmbnrgh,  but  was  only 
on  amngement  betveen  the  Goreni- 
m«nt  of  the  day  and  the  Established 
Church ;  but  anyone  who  read  the  evi- 
dence that  was  g^iven  before  the  Select 
Committee  in  1866,  would  find  &om 
many  statements  that  many  people  con- 
siderthe  Act  of  I860  a  comprtmuse.  The 
Lord  Advocate  himself  had  stated  dis- 
tinotly  that  the  Act  of  1860  was  a  oom- 
promue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

"  I  hold,  M  &r  M  I  am  oODOerned,  and  ihall 
bold  u  iDPg  u  I  ban  a  Toi«e  in  public  natteta, 
that  until  th*  men  with  *bom  1  roads  tiM  aon- 
pact  of  13S0  come  forward  to  me,  willing  to  re- 
linqulsb  it  ibej  are  entitled  to  require  me  to  op- 
hold  it,  and  I  am  detormioed  to  do  id." 
Then  the  Town  GouncU  of  Edinburgh 
were  equally  committed  to  that  compro- 
mise, for  on  the  30th  of  April,  1860,  a 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Edinburgh 
was  called  by  the  Town  Council  to  con- 
eider  the  Sul  which  was  then  in  pro- 
gress, and  that  public  meeting  passed  a 
Resolution — 

"  That  in  reliane*  that  ererr  effiirt  will  be  made 
for  attaining  aid  from  other  eoaroea  toward!  the 
rednotiOD  oftha  tu  and  for  the  uke  of  the  peace 
of  the  Cit7,  and  ae  the  condition  of  an  immediate 
Battlement,  tbe  meeting  would  aoqaieaoe  in  the 
propoial  of  a  lai  on  oooopiera  whioh  would  enable 
(be  Corporation  to  proride  atipenda  for  the  pre- 
wnt  miniaten,  and  nltimatelj  for  flfleeo,  at  £900 
a  jear — taking  tbe  sent  rente  aa  atated  in  the 
tablse  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  commencing  with  a 
free  balance  of  £1,660  till  Ihejreacbed  £3,900, 
tlw  tax  to  be  redeemable  in  the  option  at  tbe  rate- 
p^en,  and  nndonbted  MCuritf  to  be  gifm  for  tbe 
pajBCDt  cf  the  itiptndi." 

Another  ^rty  to  the  compact  of  1860 
was  the  Church  of  Scotland,  or  rather 
tile  Presbytery  of  Edinburgh ;  for  the 
ministers,  instead  of  having  £550  a  year 
now  would  have  received  stipends  of 
£800  a  year ;  and  the  Church  also  made 
a  great  sacrifice  of  principle  in  reducing 
the  number  of  ministers.  Then  there 
are  other  parties  who  were  also  eon- 
oeroed  in  this  matter ;  for  instance,  pre- 
viooB  to  I860  the  College  of  Justice, 
vhich  oonsists  of  writers  to  the  signet — 
the  barristers  and  advocates  of  Edin- 
burgh, were  exempted  from  the  annuity 
tax,  but  under  the  Act  of  1860  they 
agreed  for  the  first  time  to  pay  their 
share.  Another  thing  he  wished  to  men- 
tion was  that  as  the  Lord  Advocate  first 
introduced  his  Bill  in  1860,  he  proposed 
to  establish  a  sinking  fond,  by  which,  if 
that  pn^sal  had  been  adopted,  the  tax 
at  thia  moment  would  have  been  more 


than  half-way  redeemed;  but  the  Cor- 
poration of  Edinburgh  declined  the  ar- 
rangement. It  should  also  be  men- 
tioned that  if  the  ministers  of  Edinbuig^h 
ceased  to  collect  this  fund,  the  pajonent 

the  ministers,  bo  &r  as  the  C^ty  of 
Edinburgh  was  concerned,  would  be  in 
exactly  tJbe  same  position  as  in  many  of 
the  otlier  burghs  of  Scotland — as  for  in- 
stance in  Olasgow,  where  the  ministers 
of  th^  Established  Church  were  paid 
their  stipends  derived  from  the  com- 
lality  of  the  town ;  and  the  same 
was  the  case  in  Perth,  and  «n  other 
places.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  not  interfere  with  the  settlement 
prodncedby  theActof  1860.  He  would 
conclude  by  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  on  this  day  three 
months.  

Mb.  OER  EWING*  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  with  considerable  hesitation  that  I 
to  second  the  Motion  which  has 
just  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
to  address  a  few  remarks  to  the  House 
upon  tlie  Bill  which  is  now  tmder  dis- 
cussion ;  and  I  venture  to  do  so  because 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  aims  a  heavy 
blotr  at  the  existence  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  an  institution  which  I  feel  has 
done  more  to  mould  the  character  of 
Scotohmen,  by  its  teaching  from  the  pul- 
pit, and  its  admirable  ^stem  of  parochial 
schools,  and  to  make  Scotland  what  it  is, 
than  all  the  other  institutions  in  that 
country.  It  is  that  institution  which  has 
made  our  people  self-reliant,  independ- 
ent, industrious,  and  peaceable ;  and 
notwithstanding  that  we  suffer  from  an 
inferior  climate  and  an  inferior  soil, 
there  is  no  part  of  Her  Majesty's  domi- 
nions which  is  more  pro^erous,  more 
contented,  or  more  happy  dian  Scotland. 
I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  direct  the 
attention  of  this  House  to  the  Preamble 
of  the  Bill  which  has  been  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh.  The 
Preamble,  instead  of  doing  that  which  a 
Preamble  is  generally  supposed  to  do, 
conceals  the  real  intention  of  the  Bill 
rather  than  gives  expression  to  the  force 
of  its  clauses.  The  Bill  is  entitled — a 
Bill  to  abolish  the  annuity  tax  for  mi- 
nisters in  the  parish  of  Canongate,  and 
for  other  purposes ;  and  the  Preamble 
goes  on  to  say  it  is  expedient  that  the 
annuity  tax  for  ministera  in  the  parish 
of  Canongate  on  behalf  of  the  ministers 
of  the  parish  should  be  abolished,  and 
other  provisions    should  be   made  Te< 
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specting'  fiiture  payment  of  scud  mi- 
meters  in  the  Cit?  of  Edinburgh,  b; 
amending  certain  Acts  npon  the  eubjeot. 
X  am  sore  bon.  Members  would  bebeTe 
trova  the  title  and  Preamble  of  the  Bill 
that  its  principal  ofaject  was  to  abolish 
the  annuity  tax  in  the  parish  of  Canon- 
gate,  and  to  provide  for  a  change  in  the 
prtmeionB  relating  to  the  other  ministers 
u  the  City  of  Emnhorgb,  which  would 
be  equally  secure  and  satmfaotory  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  less  objectionable  to 
the  Dissenters  of  Edinburgh.  But  what 
is  the  real  object  and  intention  of  ilie 
Bill,  and  what  do  its  clauses  carry  out  1" 
Its  clauses  carry  out  the  entire  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  ir 
Edinburgh,  with  the  exception  of  £2,000 
paid  to  the  Church  by  the  town  of  Leith, 
to  which  I  will  again  refer ;  and  to  dis- 
endow the  Church  of  Scotland  is  to  dis- 
estahUsh  it,  for  we  acknowledge  no  su- 
premacy of  the  Crown,  and  the  sole 
TCBflon  why  we  are  an  Established  Church 
is  because  we  are  endowed  by  the  funds 
which  this  Bill,  if  passed,  will  rob  us 
of.  I  therefore  think,  Sir,  that  it  would 
ha.T0  been  more  straightforward  on  the 
part  of  the  bon.  Uember  Ibr  Edinburgh 
had  he  followed  tbe  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  (Jovemment,  in  his  Irish  Church 
Bill,  and  called  this  Bill,  a  Bill  to  put 
an  end  to  the  i^tablisbment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  in  Edinbura^h,  and 
to  make  proridon  in  respect  of  Uie  tem- 
poralities thereof.  This  BUI  m^  be 
generous  to  the  rich  inhabitants  of  Edin- 
burgh, by  relieving  them  of  payments 
which  they  hitherto  have  made ;  but  it 
is  by  no  means  generous  to  the  poor, 
for  one  of  its  provisions  is,  that  the 
money  now  collected  at  the  church  door, 
whioh  is  distributed  amongst  the  deserv- 
ing poor  of  the  City  parislieB,  is  to  be 
used  for  the  payment  of  the  dergy.  We 
are  taught  Dy  the  highest  authority 
how  great  is  the  virtue  of  giving  to 
the  poor,  but  what  shall  be  the  reward 
of  those  who  do  not  give,  but  who  taketh 
away  from  the  poor?  It  is  also  provi- 
ded that  the  seat  rents  aro  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  clergy,  but  in  country  pa- 
riahes  seat  rents  in  Uie  Church  of  8«)t- 
land  are  unknown ;  people,  therefore, 
going  to  live  in  towns  from  the  country 
do  not  think  of  taking  seats  and  paying 
for  them,  because  they  have  never  been 
aocnstomed  to  do  so.  I  need  not  go 
Mr.  Orr  .Sbtn; 


into  the  history  of  the  annuity  tax,  be- 
cause that  has  already  been  so  ably  done 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Feeblesshire.  I  should  just  wish,  how- 
ever, to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  omitted 
to  go  into,  and  that  is  that  when  the 
agitation  first  took  place  in  185 1  it  was 
not  so  mnch  beoanse  of  the  burden  of  so 
many  ministers,  but  because  of  the  in- 
justice of  certain  portions  of  the  inhabi- 
tants being  relieved  from  the  tax.  In 
18SI,  aftertheBeport  of  the  SdectOom- 
mittee,  a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  Lord 
Dalhoufiie,  and  why  was  not  that  Bill 
carried  through  Parliament?  Because 
of  the  opposition  of  the  Church  party. 
Who  was  the  Gtentlemon  who  promoted 
that  measure?  The  hon.  Gi«ntleman 
the  author  of  the  BUI  now  before  the 
House.  In  1852  and  1863  similar  Bills 
were  brought  in  and  supported  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinbuigh  and  his 
Friends,  but  again  they  were  opposed 
by  the  Church  party,  and  consequently 
withdrawn.  In  1857  a  Bill  vpbs  intro- 
duced by  the  present  Lord  Advocate, 
but  it  was  not  carried,  through  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  Church.  After  other  at- 
tempts at  legislation  we  come  to  the  Act 
of  1860,  by.  which  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land made  great  sacrifices  for  the  sake 
of  peace,  and  the  inhafaitauts  of  Edin- 
burgh received  great  benefits.  The 
ntmiber  of  clergy  was  reduced  by  this 
Bill  from  eighteen  to  thirteen,  and  the 
tax  upon  the  inhabitants  was  reduced 
from  lOd.  to  3i.  in  the  pound.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  if  the 
inhabitants  of  Edinbuivh  had  given 
their  consent  to  that  Act  he  would  admit 
that  he  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  City 
were  bound  not  to  disturb  that  settle- 
ment, but  that  they  did  not  give  their 
consent.  But  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  read  re- 
solutions which  had  been  passed  at  a 
Chile  meeting  of  the  inhabitants, which 
d  authorized  the  Lord  Advocate — who 
I  am  glad  to  see  now  in  his  place— to 
carry  that  Bill.  The  prindple  of  that 
Bill  was  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
Edinburgh.  The  hon.  Member  seems  to 
consider  that  he  had  proved,  to  the  satis- 
faction of  this  House,  that  because,  in 
1866,  a  Boyal  Commission  was  issued  to 
examine  into  the  operation  of  that  BiQ 
of  I860,  and  also  oecause,  undw  Laid 
Derby's  Administration,  a  Bill  WM 
looug^t  in— in  1867—  *    " 
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of  the  Canongate  minlBters,  that  the  late 
Govemment  did  not  consider  the  quee- 
tion  finally  settled ;  but  eveiy  Member 
of  this  House  knows  how  easy  it  ia  to 
get  Select  Committees,  or  Commissions, 
appointed  on  queetions  with  which  die 
HoTise  does  not  agree.  As  to  the  Bill  of 
1867,  its  object  was  only  to  settle  the 
affairs  of  another  parish  which  had 
not  been  included  in  the  arrangement 
brought  about bythe  Act  of  1860.  I  am 
sure  that  if  hon.  Members  will  take  the 
trouble  of  reading  the  evidence  which 
was  given  before  the  Select  Committee 
which  sat  in  1866,  they  will  come  to  the 
oondofiion  that  not  only  the  Cify  of 
Iidinburgh,  but  especially  Uie  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself,  is  bound,  in  honour,  not  to 
disturb  the  arrangement  which  was  made 
bvwayof  compromise  in  1880.  Thehon. 
Gentleman  has  said  that  since  that  settle- 
ment he  has  learned  wisdom.  Now  there 
are  two  kinds  of  wisdom — there  is  the 
wisdom  of  the  serpent  and  the  wisdom  of 
the  dove.  I  do  not  know  to  which  he 
lays  claim;  but  I  do  think  the  hon. 
JUember  has  not  been  taught  that  wis- 
dom which  tells  ns  to  do  unto  others  as 
we  should  wish  others  to  do  unto  us. 
Nor  has  he  been  taught  that  wisdom 
which  induces  a  man,  whether  acting  in 
his  public  or  private  capacity,  to  adhere 
rigidly  to  all  agreements  into  which  he 
nu^  have  entered.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  considers,  fiom  the  pecu- 
liar ciicumHtanoes  of  the  last  General 
Election,  that  he  has  received  great  ad- 
ventitious aid  to  rely  upon  in  proposing 
to  carry  out  the  destnicbon  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  in  Edinburgh.  He,  no  doubt, 
thinks  that  hon.  Members,  who  have 
been  sent  to  this  House  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  dises- 
tablishing and  disendowing  the  Irish 
Church,  will  not  be  acting  consistently 
if  the^  do  not  support  this  Bill,  which 
is  to  disendow  and  disestablish  theChurch 
of  Scotland  in  Edinburgh.  I  would, 
however,  direct  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  iact  that  the  two  cases 
are  not  parallel.  !Fhe  Church  of  Scot- 
land cannot  be  called  an  alien  Church. 
It  cannot  be  said,  either  as  regards  its 
doctrines  or  its  form  of  worship,  that  it 
is  not  in  consonance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  that  Presbyterian  form  of 
worship  lor  which  our  forefathers  fbught 
and  oonqoeied,  aad  which,  at  this  pre- 


sent moment,  is  in  strict  conformity  wiUi 
the  feelings  and  aspirations  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland.  No  doubt,  it  is  not 
now  the  only  Presbyterian  Church — ^we 
have  die  United  Presbyterian  and  Free 
Churches;  but,  although  we  differ  in 
one  important  point  of  Church  govern- 
ment, yet,  in  all  the  essentials  of  a 
Christian  Church,  we  are  the  same. 
Even  in  our  government,  with  one 
exception,  we  are  identical.  We  are 
governed  by  our  Eirk  Sessions,  our 
Presbyteries,  our  Synods,  and  our  Ge- 
neral Assemblies,  in  all  which  the  Imty 
are  fully  represented,  having  equal 
powers  with  ttie  clergy  in  all  fiieir  de- 
hberations — a  system  of  government,  I 
venture  to  think,  that  is 'most  wise  and 
worthy  of  imitation  by  all  Churches,  for, 
in  my  opinion,  it  is  the  best  safeguard  of 
the  energy,  the  puritj,  and  the  popula- 
rity of  the  Church.  The  part  of  Church 
government  in  which  the  IHssenting 
Churches  differ  from  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land is  patronage.  The  law  of  patronage 
has  been  the  cause  of  (Jl  the  dissent  from 
the  Church  of  Scotland  for  the  last  cen- 
tury and  a  half,  and  is  at  this  moment 
the  chief  cause  of  our  continued  separa- 
tion. It  was  the  sole  origin  of  the  great 
disruption  of  1843,  an  event  which  will 
be  ever  memorable  in  the  annals  of  our 
country,  exhibiting  as  it  did  the  noblest 
sacrifice  ever  witnessed  of  nearly  500 
men  giving  up  churches,  globes,  manses, 
livings,  and  everything  that  could  be 
held  dear,  for  the  maintenance  of  what 
they  believed  a  great  principle.  Much 
has  been  said  on  behalf  of  the  Free 
Church,  and  I  willingly  add  my  testi- 
mony in  her  behalL  She  has  done 
noble  things.  Her  effort*  with  respect 
to  education  are  beyond  all  praise. 
But  I  ask  is  there  nothing  to  be  said  on 
behalf  of  the  old  Churdi  of  Scotland 
and  of  that  gallant  baud  of  brave, 
good  men,  who  did  not  believe  it  to  be 
tiieir  duty  to  leave  the  Church  in  1843, 
but  who  stuck  by  the  sinking  ship,  and 
not  only  took  her  safely  into  harbour, 
but  have  so  repaired  and  strengthened 
her,  that  she  is  more  capable  tbJui  ever 
to  carry  the  glad  tidings  of  the  Gospel 
not  only  through  our  own  land,  but  into 
our  colonies  and  dependenciea  ?  I  think. 
Sir,  there  is  much  to  be  s^d  ou  behalf 
ofthatChurch.  There  never  was  a  Church 
placed  in  such  trying  circumstances 
as  the  Church  of  Scotland  then  was,  and 
whioh,  notwithstanding,  ia  at  preaent 
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doing  more  good,  and  is  more  power^ 
tlian  it  was  in  1843.  I  aliould  like  to 
correct  the  statistics  on  this  subject, 
whicli  were  giTen  by  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Ediiiburg}i  on  one  occasion  on 
which  he  addreseed  the  House.  On  that 
occasion  the  hos.  Member  stud  that  the 
combined  streneih  of  the  United  Ptes- 
bjterian  Church  and  the  Free  Church 
amounted  to  between  1,500  and  1,600 
churches  :  whereas,  that  of  the  £8tab- 
lished  Church  amounted  to  about  only 
900.  I  wish  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  House  that  the  number  of 
churches  belonging  to  the  United  Pres- 
byterian Church  in  Scotland  amounts 
to  493,  and  those  of  the  Free  Church 
at  872,  making  in  all  1,365  churches; 
whereas,  the  number  of  churches  be- 
longing to  the  Church  of  Scotland 
amounts  to  1,250,  being  350  more  than 
the  hon.  tientleman  gave  us  credit  for. 
When  the  disruption  took  place  in  1843, 
the  Church  of  Scotland  had  only  1193 
churches.  Since  then  we  have  increased 
that  number  by]  fifty-seven.  We  have 
also  endowed  since  1843,  131  churches, 
at  a  cost  of  not  less  than  £496,500.  The 
hon.  Member  has  attempted  to  show  to 
this  House  by  statistics  —  of  which  he 
is  a  great  master — that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  is  in  a  dead  state.  Now,  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  tiie 
House  to  what  the  Church  of  Scotland 
is  doing  in  the  way  of  education,  of  en- 
dowments, and  of  promoting  other  phi- 
lanthropic objects  for  the  benefit  of  man- 
kind in  Scotiand  and  throughout  the 
world.  Wecollectedin  1668  no  less  than 
£165,093  for  educational,  missionary, 
and  charitable  purposes  at  home  and 
abroad.  For  education  at  home  we  col- 
lected last  year  £22,847.  For  home 
missions,  £69,397,  and  for  endowment, 
£40,700— in  all,  £132,944;  whereas  the 
Free  Church  collected  last  year  for  miB- 
sions  and  education,  £66, 729,  and  for  local 
building  fund,  £56,279,  making  in  all 
£123,008.  I  hope,  therefore,  theHouse 
will  not  be  led  away  by  the  statistics  of 
the  hon.  Member,  because  I  believe  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  never  more 
active  and  energetic  than  she  is  at  the 
present  moment.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  and  of 
the  Churoh  of  Scotland  are  not  parallel 
cases.  But,  assuming  that  they  were, 
I  should  like  to  ask  does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber deal  with  the  question  in  the  same 
way  as  the  I^mier  has  dealt  with  the 
Ifr.  Orr  Eaing 
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Irish  Church?  What  does  the  hon, 
tleman  the  senior  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh propose  ?  That  the  £4,200, 
which  is  now  paid  by  the  inhabitants 
of  Edinburgh,  under  the  Act  of  I860, 
should  be  taken  away  from  the  Church. 
But  does  he  propose  to  value  that  at 
twenly-two  and  a^nalf  years'  purchase ; 
or  that,  after  it  has  been  taken  firom  the 
Church,  it  should  be  applied  to  the  public 
purposes  of  the  nation  ?  Not  at  all.  Ha 
proposes  nothing  of  the  kind.  But  he 
proposes  that  the  inhabitants  of  Edin- 
burgh should  absorb  this  money.  Nov, 
I  should  like  to  know  what  right  the 
people  of  Edinburgh  have  to  this  money 
any  more  than  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
to  the  tithes?  The  House  will  be  no 
longer  surprised  at  the  popularity  of  the 
hon.  Member  fbr  Edinburgh,  the  antb<^ 
of  this  Bill,  which,  whib  it  robs  the 
Church  of  her  property,  enriches  the 
pet^le  of  Edinburgh.  Nor  will  they  be 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  it  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate,  of  whom  every  Scotchman  is 
justly  proud,  and  who  enjoys  the  «m- 
fidence  and  esteem  of  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  was  obliged  to  with- 
draw from  the  representation  of  tlie  City 
of  Edinburgh,  because  he  preferred  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  an  arrangem^mt 
solemnly  entered  into  and  confirmed  by 
the  Act  of  1860,  to  the  following  of  the 
leadership  of  the  senior  Member  forEdin- 
burgh.  It  is  not  the  first  time  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Edinburgh  have  repented 
of  their  conduct  to  one  of  Scouand's 
greatest  sons,  and  I  feel  certain  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  the  City  of  Edin- 
buigh  will  make  reparation  to  the  ririit 
hon.  Qentieman  for  the  treatment  ne 
has  received,  because  of  Ms  honourable 
conduct  in  this  matter.  It  is  true  that 
the  Bill  does  not  entirely  disendow  the 
Church  of  Scotiand  in  Edinburgh,  be- 
cause it  leaves  the  £2,000  which  is 
obtained  &om  the  harbour  of  LeitiL 
The  hon.  Member  laboured  hard  to  shew 
that  this  property  belonged  to  the  Ci^ 
of  Edinburgh,  and  not  to  the  harbour  of 
Leith.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  foigefs 
that  the  grant  was  given  to  the  Chunih 
of  Scotland  a  century  and  a-half  ago  of 
1  merk  Soots  upon  every  ton  of  goods 
coming  into  the  harbour  of  Leith,  which 
grant  was  conmiuted  into  a  fixed  ohaive 
of  £2,000  in  the  year  1838,  when  toe 
City  of  Edinbur^  having  got  into  a 
state  of  baakroptcy  ttdd  l£o  uucboor  at 
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Leith  to  the  iohabitante  of  Leith.  Now, 
I  should  like  to  know  upon  what  pria- 
oiple  tlie  hon.  QentlemBn  proposee  to 
reliere  hia  constitueiite  of  the  pajment 
of  £4,200  a  year,  which  is  the  sum  paid 
under  the  Compromise  Act  of  1860,  and 
to  leave  the  inhabitants  of  lieith  still 
burdened  with  the  £2,000  ?  The  latter 
are  surely  more  entitled  to  be  relieved 
&om  the  payment  of  that  sum  than  are 
the  citizens  of  Edinbui^h  from  the 
£4,200 ;  because,  while  a  certain  portion 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Edinburgh  do 
derive  a  benefit  trom  these  churches 
being  in  their  midst,  the  people  of 
Leith  can  receive  no  possible  benefit 
therefrom,  as  they  are  at  too  great  a 
distance  to  have  the  adTentage  of  the 
ministration  of  these  particular  clergy- 
men. But  it  would  not  suit  any  party  or 
political  purpoee  that  this  £2,000  should 
be  given  back,  and  hence  the  indifference 
which  is  shewn  as  to  whether  it  is  taken 
away  or  not  from  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. Does  this  not  prove  that  there  is 
no  principle  involved  in  the  Bill  ?  It  is 
only  a  Bill  to  rob  the  Church  and  enrich 
the  owners  of  property  in  Edinburgh. 
It  is  entirely  a  Town  Council  question, 
got  up  for  party  purposes,  and  that  the 
citizens  of  Edinburgh  take  no  part  in 
the  matter.  In  order  to  show  that  such 
is  the  case,  I  will  just  read  to  the  House 
an  extract  from  the  most  talented  paper 
that  we  have  in  Edinburgh — a  paper 
which  has  the  widest  circulation,  and 
which  is  sure  to  receive  at  the  hands  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the  greatest 
consideration ;  because  I  say,  without 
hesitation,  that  it  is  the  most  powerM 
lever  on  behalf  of  Liberalism  which 
exists  in  this  country.  I  allude  to  the 
Seottman.  The  Scotsman  of  April  7, 
1869,  says — 

"  EovsTer  deiirable,  or  howsTer  ol^jeotionAble, 
the  objeot  of  ths  meeting  here  on  Tueidaj  night, 
presided  over  b;  tba  Lord  Provost,  the  meeting 
itnir  certainlj  >uppUe>  mother  inilanoe  of  the 
foot  that  publio  meeting*  in  Edinburgh  reoeire 
little  ooantoDsnco  from  the  publio.  The  pahlio 
mar,  Q'  ""J  not,  be  in  &rour  of  the  propaeitioni 
made  at  the  meeting ;  but  ■■suredlr  the  publio  is 
EiTing  itatlf  do  trouble  one  waj  or  tbe  other. 
Tbe  meeting  alao  illnatrated  another  peonliariCj 
of  our  muDioipnl  oondition — the  almost  eotire 
wparatton  betireeo  the  Toiru  Couooil  and  tbe 
town.  The  nporteri  teem  to  have  stretched  a 
point  to  make  out »  good  platform  liat,  bat  it  U 
alniott  all  ToTn  Council,  tt  preterm  nihil.  The 
fnllett  Uit«ooal*in  fourteen  orBfleenTonnCoun- 
slUon,  and  five  or  ni  other  1b7  citiieDi — one  otod 
of  tbsM  a  ealariAd  ofBoer  of  the  Conncil.  The 
qoMtioa  bolbr*  Um  marting  ms  oua  alMnt  Ux>- 
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tioD,  iTbiob  makot  it  odditionatlr  etrauga  that  so 
nearlj  all  the  leal  tbould  be  moDOpoliied  Vf 
Tom  Councillort,  who  repreaent  the  local  tax- 
pajera  to  imperfeotlj  that  a  virtaal  majority 
of  those  Tbo  elect  them  pay  onlj  one  thirtf- 
rourth  part  of  the  Citj'i  burdens.  There  woi 
something,  perhaps,  even  stronger  Htill — thoss 
Town  Councillors  vho  make  a  business  or 
trade  of  agitating  this  miierabla  question  are 
almost  all  elected  bf  that  half  of  the  oitr  which 
boa  not  a  J<f.  of  interest  in  the  matter— whiob 
nsTer  had  more  than  the  fkUe  pretence  of  an  in- 
terest, and  last  Tear  lost  even  that.  The  grievance 
of  the  municipal  agitators  used  to  be  that,  under 
a  compnimise  suggested  by  themselres,  and  an 
eipadient  davised  bj  their  own  Parliameatar;  re- 
presentative, thej  had  to  par  1-fiths  of  a  fiaaj, 
not  to  the  ctergj,  as  thej  represeoted,  but  to  a 
mnnieipal  fund  devoted  to  purelf  seaular  pur- 
poses ;  and  now  that  that  grievance  has  been  re- 
moved the;  seem  oalj  the  more  aggrieved — their 
wound  was  great  because  it  was  so  suiatl,  and  now 
it  is  greater  because  it  is  none  at  all.  There  are 
two  ways  in  which  the  question  of  provision  for 
the  clergy  of  tbe  Established  Church  in  Edinburgh 
might  be  hoocstlj  and  reasonably  dealt  with.  Let 
it  be  abolished  altogether  along  with  all  suoh  pro- 
visions throughout  Scotland,  or  till  things  ore  ripe 
for  that  settlement  let  the  Edinburgh  arrangement 
remain  as  it  is,  whiob  is  where  it  was  placed  by 
the  request  of  the  very  parties  who  are  now  as- 
sailing it,  andwitb  the  relnctont  consent  of  all  the 
other  parties  interested.  There  is  just  as  muoh 
oral  little  reason  for  abolishing  tbe  Establiahad 
Chnrah  elsewhere  as  here.  The  Edinburgh  olergy 
ore  now  paid  Just  as  the  olergy  of  Glasgow,  Dun- 
dee, Stirling,  or  other  towns,  by  a  fixed  payment 
from  the  burgh  funds,  and  not  from  tbe  produce 
of  any  porticnlar  tax." 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government  if 
they  are  prepared  to  support  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  and  the  proposed  appro- 
priation of  the  money?  If  so,  then  com- 
mon justice  should  compel  them  to  hand 
over  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church  to 
the  Irish  landlords.  It  would  be  less 
objectionable  to  do  ^hi'a  in  Ireland  than 
to  do  in  Edinburgh  what  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill.  Some  hon.  Uembers  may 
think  from  the  fact  of  Scotland  having 
returned  so  many  Liberal  Uembere  to 
support  the  Premier  in  disestablishing 
the  Irish  Church,  that  Scotland  is  in 
favour  of  severing  all  connection  between 
Church  and  State.  I  have  no  hesitation 
saying  that  the  feeling  of  Scotland  is 
quite  the  reverse.  The  great  majority 
of  Scotchmen  believe  that  religion  is  the 
foundation  of  all  sound  government ; 
and  the  true  cause  of  the  great  prepon- 
derance of  Liberal  Members  returned  to 
this  House  by  Protestant  Scotland  at  the 
last  election  was  that  Scotchmen,  not 
unmindful  of  their  own  struggle^  did 
sympathize  with  the  Soman  CatiioHcs  of 
Ireland  in  havinf  thrust  upon  them  fts 
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alien  Church,  with  whose  doctrines  or 
form  of  worship  the  great  majority  of 
the  people  do  not  agree.  Although  the 
Scoteh  people  have  no  sympathy  with 
Boman  Catholics  in  reli^on,  yet  they 
had  sympathy  with  simple  justice ;  but, 
though,  wialung  to  see  justice  done  to 
Irelfuid  in  this  matter,  I  beliore  the 
people  of  Scotland  are  as  sincerely  at- 
tached to  the  principle  of  connection  be- 
tween Church  and  State  now  as  they 
were  at  tlie  time  of  the  disruption  in 
1843.  It  was  said  by  Members  of  the 
QoTemment  during  the  General  Election, 
and  by  many  of  their  ardent  supporters, 
that  the  injustice  of  the  Established 
Churcb  in  Ireland  was  a  source  of  weak- 
ness instead  of  strength  to  the  Estab- 
lished Ghurcbee  of  ^igland  and  Scot- 
land ;  and  that  it  was  a  delusion  to  say 
that,  if  the  Irish  Churcb  was  dises- 
tablished, it  was  the  intention  of  the 
OoTemment  to  disestablish  the  other 
Churches  too  ;  and  they  declared  that 
they  had  no  such  intention.  I  give 
them  fiill  credit  for  sincerity  in  these 
declarations ;  but  I  warn  the  Qovem- 
nent  that  if  they  support  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  they  will  create  the 
greatest  alarm  throughout  Scotland  at 
least,  if  not  throughout  England,  be- 
cause the  people  wul  begin  to  doubt  the 
sincerity  of  those  declarations.  I  appeal, 
then  to  the  Government  not  to  support 
this  Bill.  For  my  own  part  I  trust  the 
day  is  far  distant  when  the  Church  of 
Scotland  shall  be  disestablished ;  for  I 
believe  she  is  an  active  and  zealous 
Church,  that  is  doing  much  good  work ; 
and  I  hope  she  will  for  many  centuries 
remain  the  Church  of  the  people,  carry- 
ing the  consolations  of  the  Gospel  to  the 
bedsides  alike  of  the  rich  and  of  the  poor. 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,  and  at  Uie  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Sir  Oraham  Mont' 
gomery). 

Mb.  MACFIE  said,  that  the  consti- 
tuenty  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
joined  their  neighbours  of  Edinbui^h 
in  their  desire  to  have  this  question  at 
length  settled.  The  endowments  of  Edin- 
burrfi  did  not  date  back  to  the  time  of 
the  Reformation  ;  they  were  originated, 
or  applied  fo  the  Church  in  Edinburgh, 
acentmylater.  The  people  of  Edinbiu^h 
wisely  and  befittingly  i^shed  to  provide 
mimstrationB  suited  to  the  metropolitan 
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character  of  their  city.  The  Parliament 
of  Scotland  gave  effect  to  their  views. 
In  the  Scotch  Act  imposing  the  annuity 
tax  you  read — 

"  Foi4i-mBiklB  u  tbe  Citj  of  Edinbnrgi), 
b«LD|t  the  obieriind  principkl  oitjr  of  thii  kiDgdom, 
wbithsr  upon  occasianB  of  the  littiDg  of  Pkrlis- 
ment.  far  tha  most  parts,  tbe  Secret  CooDoU 
and  SeniOD,  tnd  otber  great  judiotnnM  within 
tha  auoe,  tb«  nobilitie,  gentrie,  and  people  of  the 
kingdom,  of  all  aorta,  and  &om  all  the  oonan  of 
tha  country,  do  duly  repair  and  resort,  not  only 
the  inhabiUnla  of  the  taid  borgh,  but  the  whole 
kingdom  is  concerned  that  able  and  GuthAlU 
miniitan,  of  partes  and  abilitiet  niitable  to  the 
eminoDcr  of  the  place  and  weight  of  the  charge, 
should  sarre  in  the  said  citf,  and  for  thair  en- 
couragement competent  Btipends  should  be  settled 
and  proTided  for  them.  And  the  laid  town  having 
been  at  vast  charges  for  bnilding  of  chondra*  and 
publio  worka  upon  that  and  other  oooanona,  tba 
common  good  and  patrimonj  thereof  ia  eihauitad 
and  overbardened.  and  upon  the  couideratiou 
aforesaid  the  iDbabitanta  of  the  said  bargb,  who 
have  tbe  comtbrt  and  benefit  of  the  said  preaehing 
of  the  Gospel,  and  miniaterr  within  the  nneiand 
His  Majesty  and  Eatataa  of  Parliament,  fNlnaider- 
ing  that  there  i<  not  a  more  eaale  and  effootoal  way 
for  proTidJng  and  paying  the  ttipenda  than  in  man- 
ner and  by  the  impoaition  foresaid,  and  that  it 
ia  joit  and  noeasaary  that  tha  same  ahonld  be 
aothoriied  and  sattled  by  ane  perpetoal  law  in 
all  time  coming." 

By  this  quotation  you  will  observe  that 
not  only  have  the  inducing  drcum- 
stances  changed  with  respect  to  the  dtr 
tings  of  Parliament,  the  residing  of  no- 
bles, &c.,  inEdinbm^h,  but  the  justifica- 
tion alleged  no  longer  exiata.  The  per- 
sons who  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  reli- 
gious services  provided  for  are  no  longer 
those  who  pay.  Ton  have  just  h^oA 
whatalarge  proportion  of  the  inhabitants 
are  not  connected  with  the  Established 
Church.  Many  also  now  live  not  intr* 
but  txlra  murot.  Ho  believed  the  set- 
tling of  this  questiou  would  be  greatly 
to  tie  advanta^  of  the  Church  rf  Soot- 
land.  He  agreed  with  hon.  Members 
oppodte  that  it  was  not  a  decaying  or 
lifeless  body.  He  looked  forward  to  its 
being  re-umt«d  in  vigorous  life  with 
other  lar^e  bodies  in  Siotland.  It  was 
a  happy  mdication  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland  seeks  again  to  be  freed  finm 
patronage.  He  was  happy  to  be 
one  of  a  numerous  deputation  who, 
a  few  days  ago,  waited  on  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  were  well  received  on  this 
object.  The  present  Bill  provides  few 
the  acquisition  and  exercise  of  patronage 
by  congregations.  It  was  in  his  {1m. 
Macfie's)  opinion  agreat  recommendation 
of  this  Bill  to  the  House's  attentios  and 
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favour  that  it  ie  promoted  bv  the  Town 
Ooundl  of  the  CHiT  of  Edinburgh — the 
V817  body  who  had.  originally  sssigned 
the  endowmonte  which  they  now  eee  have 
become  anomalous  and  objectioiiable — 
a  oorporation  which  had  all  the  stronger 
olaim  on  their  confidence,  inasmuch  as  it 
has — throughout,  so  far  as  he  knew — 
used  its  ri^ht  of  presentation  with  re- 
markable discretion.  The  object  sought 
was  reached  by  three  different  endow- 
ments— Bishops'  Teinds — the  merk  per 
ton,  a  tax  imposed  on  all  goods  brought 
into  Edinbui^h  and  Lei&  by  land  or 
water — and  an  annuity  or  rent-charge. 
The  first  of  these  Government  very  long 
ago  re-claimed  and  took  to  itself;  the 
second  exists  no  longer,  with  respect  to 
goods  brought  to  Edinburgh  by  land. 
Widi  respect  ta  goods  brought  by  sea 
there  are  remains  of  it  in  the  payment 
of  the  £2,000  a  year  to  the  £dinbui^h 
det^,  of  which  he  had  been  glad  to 
hear  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
speak  as  they  have  done.  He  trusted  the 
time  was  coming  when  Leith  would  get 
justice  in  this  matter.  His  hon.  pre- 
decessor in  the  representation  of  the 
district  opposed  all  attempts  to  rid  !Edin- 
buivh  of  its  burden  because  the  burden 
on  Leith  was  not  at  tlie  same  time  can- 
celled. He  preferred  the  other  course  of 
helping  Edmbni^h,  in  reliance  on  the 
|;oo<i  feelings  of  our  neighbours  and  the 
justice  of  the  House.  He  left  the 
matter  to  be  considered  and  settled  at 
&e  proper  time.  There  were  likely  to 
be  fitting  opportunities,  either  when  the 
general  subject  of  ecclesiastical  endow- 
ments should  be  under  review,  or  when 
there  should  be  legislation  on  die  sub- 
ject of  charges  levied  on  shipping  and  at 
ports  for  other  than  maritime  and  port 
purposes. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  would  explain 
in  a  single  word  what  the  measure  really 
was.  It  waa  simply  a  Bill  to  reduce  the 
number  of  miuiBters  &om  thirteen  to 
ten.  But  the  real  and  important  point 
was  whether  it  was  advisable  that  they 
should  have  in  the  City  of  Edinburgh 
the  question  of  ecclesiastical  endowments 
revived  ?  It  was  really  the  Irish  Church 
question  applied  to  Scotland — ^were  they 
to  have  religiouB  endowments  in  Scot- 
land? To  read  the  outside  of  the  BUI 
one  would  suppose  that  it  was  a  measure 
to  abolish  ministers'  money  in  Edin- 
bni^h,  and  to  make  other  provisions  in 
respect  to  the  stipendB  of  ministers  in 


that  parish.  Well,  what  were  those 
other  provisions ;  how  did  the  BUI  se> 
cure  to  the  Established  Church  in  Edin- 
burgh by  other  means  the  things  neces- 
sary for  the  maintenance  of  wordiip  ?  The 
hon.  Member's  explanation  was  that  the 
Church  was  to  have  £2,000,  which  was 
to  come  &om  Leith,  and  were  to  have 
the  pew  rents  and  the  church  door  col- 
lections. With  the  exception  of  the 
Leith  fund,  there  was  absolutely  nothing, 
because  the  pew-rent  ^^tem  was  simprr 
a  voluntary  one,  and  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  would  be  to  relieve  the  Church  of 
these  voluntary  sources,  because  the  pew- 
rents  were  to  be  paid  to  the  general 
Aind ;  and,  as  regarded  the  collections 
at  the  church  doors,  they  were  simply 
as  now  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  So 
that,  in  fact,  the  Bill  was  a  double  mea- 
sure for  robbing  the  Church  and  plun- 
dering the  poor.  That  is  the  vlaia 
English  of  the  measure.  He  did  not 
pretend  to  say  whether  endowments 
were  right  or  wrong ;  but  do  not  let  hon. 
Members  go  into  the  Lobby  with  a  false 
impression  as  to  what  the  Bill  meant. 
It  meant  that  you  are  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  disendowment  in  regard  to  eccle- 
siastical establishments.  But  the  quee- 
tion  WEis  really  a  subordinate  one  on  tlie 

Eart  of  those  who  were  promoting  that 
ill.  What  was  really  meant  was  the 
assertion  of  the  voluntary  system  for  the 
maintenance  of  ministers.  The  question 
waa  simply  one  as  to  religious  endow- 
ment ;  and  as  this  question  had  be^i 
raised  in  Ireland,  so  it  would  be  raised 
in  Scotland.  Perhaps  Wales  might  be 
the  next  in  respect  to  diBestablishment 
and  disendowment.  The  present  mear- 
snre,  he  maintained,  was  a  distinct  de- 
parture from  the  engagement  and  com- 
promise entered  into  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Lord  Advocate  in 
1860.  Whether  it  was  right  or  whether 
it  was  wrong,  it  was  a  compromise  de- 
liberately entered  into  by  both  parties. 
The  tax  was  reduced  &om  l(Hd.  to  3d., 
and  gave  other  relief,  and  his  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  said — "  We  bought  that 
relief  by  a  settlement  which  we  made 
with  the  ministers."  That  was  a  dis- 
tinct compact,  and  if  he  knew  the  charac- 
ter of  that  House  they  would  uphold  it. 
Mr.  MTTjLER  said,  he  supported  this 
Bill  because,  if  carried,  it  would  produce 
something  like  peace  in  the  Gty  of  Edin- 
burgh ;  and  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  Ix>rd  Provost  had  said  that  if  it 
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is  not  carried  he  vould  not  be  respon- 
sible for  the  peace  of  the  City.  The  Es- 
tablished Church  in  EdinbniKli  is  at  a 
discount  in  consequenoe  of  me  ooutro- 
versy  constantly  arising  on  this  question. 
Were  it  removed  by  Sie  passing  of  this 
Bill,  that  diurch  vould  be  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  Churches  there.  Bnt 
there  could  be  no  peace  while  it  stood  in 
the  way.  There  axe  within  the  Farlia- 
mentaiy  burgh  twenty-six  Established 
churches,  fifteen  maintained  by  endow- 
ment, and  eleven  voluntary ;  and,  be- 
yond one  wMch  has  not  yet  been  opened, 
these  churches  have  not  increased  since 
1848.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
bartonahire  (Mr.  OrrEwing)  said  ttiat  in 
hie  part  of  the  country  the  Established 
Church  was  flourishing,  but  he  did  not 
give  any  facts  to  prove  it.  He  talked  of 
having  got  £400, 000  in  twenty-six  years. 
"Why,  the  Free  Church  during  that  time 
has  raised  between  £8,000,000  and 
£9,000,000.  The  Bill  aaked  £4,000  a 
year  firom  the  rich  Church  party  of 
Edinburgh — certainly  a  small  snm,  look- 
ing to  the  fact  that  one  denomination, 
the  Free  Church,  has  alone  built  within 
Edinbnrgh  thirty -five  or  thirty -six 
chorchee,  and  has  maintained  every  one 
of  them.  Other  denominations  are  flou- 
rishing  in  a  similar  fashion.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  see  that  the  Established 
Church  could  not  be  kept  up  in  Edln- 
bn^h ;  he  knew  many  excellent  minis- 
ters in  it,  and  he  believed  that  were  it 
relieved  &om  the  odium  of  the  annuity 
tax  it  would  be  the  means  of  doing  great 
good. 

The  lord  ADTOCATE  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  any  part  in  the 
discussion;  but  after  the  observationa 
which  had  been  made,  he  could  not 
avoid  saying  a  word  with  respect  to  the 
arrangement  which,  with  the  consent  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  M'Laren),  they 
carried,  with  such  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, at  the  request  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cil of  Edinbui^h,  which  he  admitted 
supported  the  measure  in  the  most  sub- 
stantial manner.  He  consented  to  do 
so  in  consequence  of  receiving  at  public 
meetings  and  elsewhere  decided  proof  of 
the  public  feeling  in  the  matter,  and 
K^en  the  measure  was  carried  through 
Parliament  and  became  law,  it  gave 
lai^  relief  to  the  rate-payers  of  Edin- 
burgh. But,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
ri^ht  to  say  that  a  great  many  people 
raised  a  great  deal  of  opposition  to  tiie 
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measure,  and  protested  against  it.  Un- 
der these  drcumstanoes,  when  the  Bill 
passed  it  was  rather  a  Parliamentary 
compromise  than  a  binding  engagement. 
It  was  impossible  for  Parliament  to  bind 
either  its  successors  or  itself ;  and  even 
those  who  took  part  in  the  mooeedings 
were  not  in  tlie  least  excluded  fnmi 
exercising  their  own  opinion  upon  coi> 
tain  questions  which  arose  subsequently. 
The  contested  election  for  Edinburgh  in 
1865  turned  altogether  upon  this  ques- 
tion of  settling  the  annuity  tax.  He 
(the  Lord  Advocate)  was  opposed  to  any 
unsettling  of  the  compromise  of  1860 ; 
and  although,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  he 
had  not  that  amount  of  encouragement 
which  he  might  have  expected,  he  oould 
not  regard  l£at  as  any  reason  for  alter- 
ing his  opinion  as  to  the  binding  nature 
of  a  compact  which  had  been  so  solemnly 
entered  into.  He  had  maintained  that 
opinion  throughout ;  and  upon  that 
ground  he  opposed  ^e  Motion  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
although  he  was  quite  aware  of  the  risk 
he  ran  in  doing  so.  Subsequently,  on 
the  (General  Emotion  of  last  year,  he 
took  leave  of  hia  constituency  on  this 
plain  ground — that  he  felt  he  could  not, 
as  their  representative,  be  a  party  to 
undoing  the  settlement  of  1860.  He  felt 
that  he  ought  not  to  engage  in  a  contest 
in  these  circumstances,  and  thought  it 
more  proper  and  due  to  himself  to  take 
the  course  which  he  adopted,  holding 
himself  perfectly  free  and  entitled  to 
consider  this  annuity  tax  question  in 
the  Aiture,  and  to  adopt  what  course  he 
might  feel  it  his  duty  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  it  in  the  circumstances  that 
might  arise.  To  the  position  which  he 
took  up  as  representative  of  the  constitu- 
ency of  Edinburgh  he  still  adhered.  He 
was,  therefore,  perfectly  free  to  consider 
the  questionwhich  had  now  aris«ai — what 
course  they  were  to  follow  in  the  present 
circumstances.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
tlirow  over  the  settlement  of  1860 ;  bnt, 
at  the  same  time,  neither  was  he  pre- 
pared, in  the  circumstances  whidi  had 
arisen,  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  The  reason  why  he  woa  not 
prepared  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  Uie  measure  was  this — ^There  was  an 
excitement,  there  was  an  agitation  in 
respect  to  this  matter ;  he  could  see  no 
end  to  it ;  and  he  found  that  a  certain 
portion  of  those  gentlemen  who  sup- 
ported him  in  bringing  itlwut  tiw  eema- 
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ment  of  1860  had  now  come  to  b 
opinioTi  that  the  time  hod  arriTed  when 
the  matter  ought  to  be  re-conBiderod. 
He  therefore  did  not  intend  to  offer  any 
obstruction  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  did  not  see  his  way  to  go 
further ;  and  he  thought  it  was  likely  he 
might  oppose  the  measure  in  its  future 
stages.  If  there  was  really  a  wi^  to 
get  rid  of  ^B  tax,  the  means  were  not 
&r  off,  for  the  truth  was  that  the  tax 
could  only  be  levied  when  required  for 
municipal  purposes,  and  the  revenues 
the  Town  Council  were  increaaiiig  ao 
steadily  that  it  might  before  long  be- 
come unnecessary  to  levy  it. 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HAEDT  said,  that 
every  hon.  Member  would  of  course  take 
the  view  which  his  oonsoience  dictated 
as  to  the  course  he  should  pursue  upon 
this  question.  But  how  stood  the  case  ? 
What  took  place  in  1860  F  There  were 
several  parties  to  the  compact  then 
made.  There  were  the  people  of  Edin- 
bni^h  themselves,  tiie  Town  Council, 
the  members  of  the  College  of  Jostice, 
and  the  Government,  as  represented  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
Lord  Advocate).  Now,  had  no  altera- 
tion taken  place  in  the  position  of  these 
different  partieB  since  the  compromise 
was  entered  into  ?  First,  tiie  College  of 
Justice  undertook  to  bear  a  burden  of 
3d.  per  pound,  not  having  been  liable  to 
pay  anything  oa  that  account  before. 
Yet  he  did  m)t  find  that  the  Town  Coun- 
dl,  while  desirous  of  getting  rid  of  the 
burden  tiiemsdves,  were  equally  anxious 
to  relieve  the  Collie  of  Justice.  With 
respect  to  the  Corporation,  as  represent- 
ing the  people,  they  were  relieved  of  a 
tax  of  lO^d.  in  the  pound,  which  mieht 
have  been  14d.  in  the  pound,  and  that 
was  reduced  to  Sd.  Upon  that  consider- 
ation they  passed  tbe  resolutions  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Lord 
Advocate),  as  he  contended,  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  regard  as  confirming  the 
Bill  be  was  bringing  in,  and  as  agreeing 
to  the  terms  on  which  the  Bill  waa  pro- 
posed. The  Corfwration  were  thus  re- 
Ueved  of  the  lOd.  in  the  pound,  and  they 
undertook  for  that  to  give  a  bond  for  a 
payment  in  perpetuity — for  whom  ?  Not 
for  the  eame  number  of  ministers  as  be- 
fore ;  for  the  Church  had  agreed  to  re- 
duce the  number  to  thirteen.  So  that 
all  these  parties  had  changed  their  posi- 
tion ;  and  now  you  came  forward  to 
undo  a  otnnproiiUBe,  not  of  the  nature 


represented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  but  which  must  be  r^arded 
as  bindijag  upon  all  the  parties  to  it. 
He  was  not  going  to  argue  this  question 
as  a  question  of  disendowment,  but  as  a 
question  between  man  and  man,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  a  proper  thing, 
when  only  nine  years  have  elapeed,  and 
when  the  parties  to  the  compact  were 
still  living,  to  upset  a  compact  so  so- 
lemnly entered  into — a  compact  to  which 
the  Government,  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
the  Corporation,  and  the  College  of  Jus- 
tice are  all  parties.  He  asked  whether, 
in  passing  this  Bill,  the  House  would 
not  be  entering  on  a  very  dangerous 
course  ?  He  was  not  disposed  to  under- 
value the  excitement  and  agitation  which 
might  exist  in  Edinbu^h,  with  regard 
to  this  annuity  tax  question,  but  he 
could  remember  how  that  agitation  arose. 
It  did  not  originato  with  the  people  from 
any  dissatisfaction  with  the  settlement 
of  1860,  but  with  some  of  those  very 
persons  who  were  parties  to  that  com- 
promise. He  asked  whether  it  was  just, 
whether  it  was  moral — that  that  House, 
nine  years  after  so  solemn  an  eng^e- 
ment  was  made,  should  undo  that  en- 
gagement— a  compact  which,  he  main- 
tained, that  House  ought  rather,  with 
all  its  strength  and  moral  power,  to 
uphold  ? 

Sib  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
that  as  to  the  settlement  of  1860,  be 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  was  fully  justified  in  regard- 
ing the  resolutions  of  the  Corporation  as 
warranting  him  bringing  in  that  Bill  of 
1860.  The  hon.  Member  forEdinbui^h 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  eaid  there  was  no  com- 
pact between  the  Government  and  the 
people  of  Edinburgh ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  the  Government  acted  in  direct  ac- 
cordance with  the  wishes  of  tbe  people  of 
Edinburgh.  All  that  was  objected  to 
was  tiiat  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
rated  too  low  the  receipts  that  would  be 
derived  from  the  pew  rents,  which  was  a 
very  trifling  matter  comparatively.  He 
thought  therefore,  that  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  did  quite  right  in  proceeding 
with  the  BiU  on  the  assurance  of  those 
resolutions,  backed  up  as  he  was  by  the 
all  but  unanimous  su^ort  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Scotland.  THie  Church  made 
concessionB,  and  gave  up  advantages 
which  they  possessed,  in  order  that  that 
compromise,  which  he  r^arded  as  a 
desirable  Bettlement    of  mo  questitm, 
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might  be  carried  out,  and  in  these  eir- 
oumstances,  and  seeing  that  the  arraiige- 
ment,  before  it  vaa  finally  entered  into, 
underwent  bo  much  deliberatioii,  il 
ought  not, 
upaet.  H 
ment  of  1860  might  not  have  been 
perfectly  satisfactory.  He  thought,  the 
manner  in  which  the  Ghuroh  funds 
vere  lumped  together  waa  an  objection- 
able feature  of  the  BUI ;  but  he  waa  of 
opinion  that  the  Church  of  Scotland 
would  derive  increased  strength  from 
greater  independence  of  action,  and  that 
with  this  view  some  arrangement  might 
be  entered  into  by  which — suMcient  se- 
cuii^  being  given  —  a  portion  of  the 
annuity  tax  might  be  suirendered.  In 
that  way,  he  thought,  it  was  quite  possi- 
ble that  some  solution  of  the  question 
might  be  arrived  at ;  but  he  would  resist 
to  the  utmost  any  such  interference  with 
the  settlement  of  1860,  as  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  briefly  replied,  say- 
ing, with  regard  to  the  observations  of 
the  Iiord  Advocate,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  really  admitted  all  that 
he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had  contended  Ibr — 
namely,  that  the  people  of  Edinburgh, 
before  Ihe  BiU  of  1860  passed,  in  place 
of  approving  of  it,  did  remonstrate 
strongly  against  its  passing  in  the  shape 
in  wMch  it  did  pass, 

Mb.  BOUViUUE  said,  he  should 
vote  against  the  second  reading.  He 
had  always  been  of  opinion  that  this 
annuity  tax  ought  to  come  ia  an  end, 
and  he  thought  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  had  brought  in  a  Bill  pro- 
perly framed,  there  would  not  have  been 
much  difficulty  in  accomplishing  that 
object.  But  he  objected  to  this  Bill  be- 
cause it  was  a  Bill  which  repudiated  the 
obhgation  to  j>ay  the  tax ;  the  contract 
and  the  life  mterest  involved  were  en- 
tirely disregarded,  and  the  security  of 
the  parties  was  altered.  The  ministers 
were  placed  on  a  new  footing  with  re- 
gard to  their  salaries ;  the  securities 
guaranteed  to  them  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment were  altered ;  the  basis  upon 
which  these  securities  were  obtained  was 
destroyed,  and  they  were  placed  upon 
the  slufting  basis  of  pew  rente.  Such 
a  Bill  ought  not  to  be  passed  by  this 
House,  and  he  thought  it  due  to  protec- 
tion of  the  rights  of  contract  that  he 
should  ^ve  his  vote  against  the  second 
reading. 

Sir  Edteard  Colebroote 
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Mb.  BBUGE  said,  that  if  h 
gard  this  arrangement  of  1 8' 
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tract  between  individual 
should  have  no  hesitation  aBout  (_ 
his  vote  against  the  measure ;  but  when 
they  came  to  deal  with  a  public  bo^, 
and  especially  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  under  considera- 
tion, the  question  became  more  difficult. 
He  admitted  that  the  resolutions  passed 
by  the  Town  Council  when  the  Bill  of 
1860  was  before  this  House  were  suffi- 
cient to  justify  the  framers  of  the  mea- 
sure in  proceeding  with  it ;  but  it  must 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  before  the 
compromise  was  finally  effected,  the 
Town  Council  did,  in  the  strongest  pos- 
sible maimer,  on  behalf  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Edinburgh,  state  their  objec- 
tions to  that  compromise,  and  the  subject 
had  been  of  continual  turmoil  ever 
since.  It  was  the  dutv  of  Her  Majes^s 
Qovemment  to  give  full  weight  to  these 
considerations.  What  they  had  to  do 
was  to  see  that  the  rights  and  interesto 
of  all  parties  were  secured  and  cared 
for ;  and  in  these  cLrcumBtances,  without 
pledging  himself  to  the  details  of  the 
measure,  which  would  be  open  to  discus- 
sion in  Committeee,  he  was  prepared  to 
support  the  second  reading. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  151 ;  Noes 
142 :  Majority  9. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eoMnattti 
for  Tiutdat/  next. 

PARTX  PROCESSIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(JA-.  Wittiam  Jokntlen,    The  ffZhno^m.) 

[bill  6.]      SECOND  BEADHTG. 

ADJ0DB1T£D  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [1 6th  March}, ' '  That 
the  BiU  be  now  rea!d  a  second  timo." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCTTE 
said,  that  having  been  unable,  owing  to 
the  lateness  of  the  hour,  to  address  the 
House  on  the  former  occasion,  he  wished 
now  to  say  that  it  was  not  possible  for 
the  Government  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading.  He  had  no  particular  liking 
for  the  law  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
yf.  Johnston)  b;  this  £ill  called  ugoa 
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the  Hoiue  to  repeal ;  nor,  indeed,  {<yr 
any  law  which  was  of  a  special  and  ex- 
ceptional nature,  and  which  created 
offences  of  a  technical  character.  It  waa 
on  the  ground  of  proved  necessity  only 
that  the  Government  declined  to  consent 
to  the  repeal  of  the  existing;  law,  which 
was  intended  to  remedy  very  grave  and 
eerions  evils.  Few  persons,  ne  believed, 
were  aware  of  the  state  of  things  pre- 
vailing in  the  North  of  Ireland  at  cer- 
tain periods  of  the  year.  There  existed 
between  different  classeB  of  the  people 
what  might  be  called  an  armed  peace  or 
an  armed  observation.  On  these  ocoa- 
mons  one  of  the  two  partieB  marched  out 
with  a  great  number  of  flags,  banners, 
drums,  and  other  music ;  they  fired  shoto 
and  hurrahed  as  they  went  along.  It 
might  or  might  not  be  the  case  that  the 
opposite  party  did  the  same,  but  they 
often  did.  Sometimes,  but  not  always, 
th^e  processions  passed  off  without 
bloodshed.  A  great  deal  depended  upon 
the  route  taken  by  the  procession — upon 
whether  the  procession  invaded  or  did 
not  invade  wnat  was  considered  by  the 
other  partv  sacred  territory.  That  was 
a  state  of  things  which  was  scarcely 
credible  in  the  age  in  which  we  lived, 
but  it  was  proved.  The  fJunoos  battle 
of  Dolly's  Brae  some  years  ago  excited 
general  attention,  and  the  Government 
of  the  ^aj,  with  the  assent  of  all  parties 
in  thatl^use,  took  measures  to  prevent, 
as  far  possible,  a  repetition  of  such 
aSrajB.  Only  a  few  weeks  ago,  how- 
ever, a  collision  of  the  same  kind  oc- 
curred at  Pointz  Pass  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  It  was  the  Boman  Catholics 
who  on  the  latter  occasion,  thought  fit  to 
make  this  demonstration.  This  act  of 
folly  provoked  something  worse,  for 
when  the  party  reached  a  spot  where 
the  road  ran  through  a  wood  they  were 
received  by  an  ambuscade  fonned  by 
the  Orange  party,  and  a  collision  en- 
sued, leading  to  very  serious  results, 
and  to  the  loea  of  more  than  one  life. 
The  circumstances  remained  for  judicial 
investigation,  and  he  only  mentioned 
them  now  Ibr  the  purpose  of  explain- 
ing to  the  House  the  sort  of  thing 
wMch  went  on  upon  both  sides.  The 
steps  taken  by  the  Government  to  pre- 
vent bloodshed  on  these  occasions,  luid 
something  like  civil  war  upon  a  email 
scale,  consisted  partly  of  prosecutions  at 
Oommon  Law  or  under  the  special  pro- 
visions of  the    Parly  Processions  Act 
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after  the  violation  of  the  law,  but  chiefly 
of  the  immediate  use  of  the  constabulary 
and  troops,  What  was  practically  a 
email  army  was  sent  down  to  the  North 
of  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing peace,  and  this  was  a  duty  devolving 
equally  upon  every  Government.  Last 
year,  under  the  late  Government,  some 
twenty  stipendiary  magistrates  were  sent, 
in  addition  to  those  resident  in  the  dis- 
trict j  the  police  force  waa  also  largely 
increased,  and  a  strong  force  of  cavaliy 
and  infantry  was  likewise  ordered  to 
the  Nortti.  Exactly  similar  steps  were 
being  taken  by  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  the  approaching  anniversaries. 
It  might  be  asked  what  all  these  police 
and  eoldiere  did  in  Ulster.  The  course 
pursued,  if  only  one  party  appeared  and 
made  a  display,  was  to  abstain  from  in- 
terference at  the  time,  but  to  take,  if 
possible,  the  names  of  some  of  the  more 

E'ominent  actors,  with  the  view,  at  a 
ter  period  of  making  them  amenable  to 
justice.  If,  however,  there  wore  two 
parties  in  the  same  neighbourhood,  and 
a,  collision  were  likely  to  occiir,  the 
force  on  the  spot  interposed,  barred  the 
entrance  to  some  street  or  road,  and  so 
cut  off  the  hostile  bodies  from  each  other. 
Measures  of  precaution  such  as  these 
would  be  imperative  upon  the  executive 
Government,   whether  the  Party  Pro- 


Act  ^ 


With  res[«ct  to  the  law  itself,  the  l_ 
forcing  of  its  providone  was  not  eo  simple 
a  matter  as  some  might  be  disposed  to 
imagine.  The  fact  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  operation  of  the  law  had  pro- 
duced in  the  minds  of  lai^  and  respect- 
able classes  in  the  North  of  Ireland  a 
sense  of  inequality  and  unfairness.  The 
fact  undoubtedly  was  that  the  Act  waa 
technical,  and  therefore  had  to  be  strictly 
construed.  Demonstrations  had  been 
made  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  which 
were  much  resented  by  the  Protestants 
of  the  North,  yet  it  had  been  decided  by 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  that  they 
did  not  come  within  the  provisions  of  the 
Party  Processions  Act.  Of  these  de- 
monstratdons,  some  were  thoroughly  free 
from  imputation — such,  for  instance,  as 
the  O'Connell  procession  some  years  ago, 
the  objections  to  which  he  could  never 
quite  understand.  But  there  were  others 
of  a  more  questionable  kind.  The 
M'Manus  funeral  produced  a  large 
amount  of  irritation,  out  the  most  objec- 
tionable were  those  called  "  the  Fenian 
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ftineralB,"  in  honour  of  the  three  men 
executed  at  Manchester.  To  one  ot  more 
of  the  earliest  of  these  funerals  no  iiope- 
diment  whatever  was  offered  by  the  Go- 
Temment  of  the  day ;  and  the  declara- 
tion of  the  h^hest  authority  of  that  Oo- 
Temment  that  thoee  funerals  were  not 
against  the  law  produced,  probably,  more 
than  anythii^  which  had  since  occurred, 
a  feeling  of  great  irritation  among  the 
Protestants.  That  feelings  such  as  these 
ahould  exist  among  influential  and  loyal 
and  most  respectable  claeses  was  un- 
doubtedly an  evil ;  but  there  had  been 
no  intention,  either  on  the  part  of  those 
who  framed  the  Act  or  of  those  who  were 
called  upon  to  administer  it,  to  subject 
those  classes  to  any  inequaliU'.  In  some 
parts  of  the  North,  again,  the  law  had 
remained  practically  a  dead  letter  owing 
to  the  difficult?  of  enforcing  its  pi 
yisions.  It  had  been  found  difficult 
identify  those  who  had  taken  a  part  in 
processions.  An  armed  force  was  usually 

E resent  to  represent  the  authority  of  the 
Lw ;  but,  except  they  were  called  upon 
to  do  so  for  the  preserradon  of  peace, 
for  that  force  to  proceed  to  extremities 
would  be  productive  of  greater  evils 
than  those  with  which  they  interfered  in 
order  to  suppress.  The  law  had  been 
most  leniently  administered  ;  in  fact,  al- 
most with  excessive  lenity.  But  the 
Government  oould  not  consent  to  a  re- 
peal of  the  law  without  having  before 
them  the  results  of  full  and  careful  in- 
vestigation. The  Government,  accord- 
ingly, recognizing  the  undoubted  evils 
and  difBculties  wmch  he  had  described 
and  the  very  grave  diflerences  of  opinion 
existing,  were  about  to  cause  an  im- 
partial inquiry  to  he  instituted  into  the 
operation  of  ttie  Party  Processions  Act 
at  the  present  moment  and  for  some 
years  past.  That  inquiry  would  have 
for  its  object  to  enable  the  Government 
to  decide  whether  that  law  ought  to  be 
maintained  and  enforced  more  rigorously, 
or  whether  any  change  ought  to  be  made 
in  its  provisions.  In  view,  however,  of 
the  extreme  excitement  prevailing  this 
year  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  ejii  wilh 
the  information  which  they  possessed, 
they  most  decline  the  responsibilily  of 
depriving  themselves  of  any  powers  with 
which  they  were  at  present  armed  for 
maintaining  law  and  order  and  respect 
for  the  rights  and  feelings  of  all  claseea. 
There  was,  as  he  had  stated,  room  for 
doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  maintaining 

Mr.  Chiehuttr  ForUicut 


the  Party  Processions  Act  in  its  preeaat 
shape ;  but  there  oould  be  no  room  for 
doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  maintaining 
the  public  peace,  or  of  preventing  those 
disastrous  consequences  which  might 
ensue  from  any  collision  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  The  Government,  therefore, 
were  unable,  without  fiill  investigation, 
to  consent  to  strike  this  Act  out  of  the 
statute  book.  At  the  same  time,  he  had 
great  hopes  that  peace  would  be  main- 
tained ;  and  notung,  certainly,  should 
be  wanting  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  secure  that  object.  Much,  how- 
ever, could  be  done  by  others  ;  and  he 
was  bound  to  repeat  the  expression  of 
his  regret  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast  (Mr.  W.  Johnston)  should 
have  thought  it  his  duty  to  stimulate  the 
excitement  alrea^  prevailing  in  Ireland 
by  his  letter  pubBshed  the  other  day. 
He  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  and  to 
aU  gentlemen  of  influence  in  the  North 
of  !&eland,  and  especially  to  those  who 
were  in  the  commission  of  the  peace,  to 
co-operate  with  the  Government  in  pre- 
venting any  displays  which,  especially 
in  the  present  excited  state  of  feeling, 
might  lead  to  disastrous  and  lamentable 
consequences  in  a  part  of  Ireland  which, 
in  many  respects,  formed  so  admirable  a 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  that  at 
that  hour — twenty  minutes  to  six  o'clock 
— it  would  be  absurd  to  continue  the 
discussion. 

CoLOMEL  "WlLSON-PATTEN^  said,  ha 
wished  to  know  in  what  manner  it  was 
proposed  to  conduct  the  inquiry  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
SeoretajT  had  spoken — by  a  Committee 
of  the  House,  or  otherwise  ? 

Mb.  CmCHESTEB  FOKTESCUE: 
Certainly  not  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House ;  it  will  be  undertaken  by  the  Go- 
vernment upon  their  own  responsibility. 

Colonel  WILSON-PATTEN  :  By  a 
Commission,  then,  I  presume  P      

Me.  CHICHESTER  FOaTESCUE: 
Probab^  by  a  Commission. 

SiK  JUHN  GRAY  appealed  to  the 
Ight  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  name  an  early  day  for 
renewing  the  debate,  so  that  the  dis- 
cussion might  be  read  by  the  countiy 
before  the  12th  of  July. 

^3ter  short  discussion,  Debate  ,^<A«r 
i^'ovrned  till  To-morrow. 

Boom  ftdjoanied  »t  tan  minntei 
beAto  Bixo'olvck. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
l^unday,  UtJvIy,  1869. 

MlHtlTES.]  —  Sat  Firtt  in  PorluimwiJ— The 
Lord  St*DlB7  of  Aldsrlej,  after  the  dcoUi  of 
bit  Fsthar. 

Pdbuo  Bilu  —  Firit  BtatSng  —  TaiuDt*  Pnr- 
«hiM  bf  lD*UlmeDti(InUDd)*(iei):  Court 
«f  SeuloD  Ant  (1868)  AmcDdment'  (164): 
GrMDwioh  Hoipit*!*  (I6fi);  Speoial  Baili* 
(166);  Joint  Stock  OompsmGBArrangigiiiBDti* 
(187). 

Sai&nd  Beading  —  Oonrt  of  Oommon  Flaat 
(Conntj  Pklatiiie  of  Luiouter)*  (79). 

GMmieiM— PnbUo  Farki  (IrsUnd)' (18M63); 
Iriih  Cbnroh(109},  de&oM  adjourned. 

IBBH  CHURCH  BILL.— (No.  109.) 

iThtEarl  OranmO*.) 

OOMMIITEE. 

House  agais  in  Oominittee  (according 
to  Order). 

Claoee  1 1  (Froperfy  of  Ecclesiaiitical 
ConmuBsioners  veeted  in  GonmusBionere 
under  Act). 

Amendment  movtd,  in  line  19  to  leave 
out  ("paseingof  this  Act")  and  insert 
("first  daj  of  January  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-two.") — {The 
Earl  of  Bandm.) 

The  TIabt.  of  BANDOK  said,  hie 
Amendment  provided  tliat  the  transfer 
of  tiie  property  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commisffloners  to  the  Commisaioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  should  take  effect 
on  the  Ist  of  January,  1872,  instead  of 
&om  and  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
Everything  dependea  on  commutation; 
yet  many  of  the  clei^,  having  made 
provision  for  their  lives,  would  be  unable 
to  conm^kute,  and  the  Church  would  thus 
be  left  with  only  £4,000  a  year  with 
which  to  keep  up  its  churches  for  the 
future.  Now,  so  sudden  a  change  had 
never  been  made  by  Parliament  without 
ample  time  being  given  to  the  parties 
imured  to  prepare  for  it,  and  in  the  case 
of  the  abolition  of  slavery  the  West 
India  planters  had  £20,000,000  compen- 
sation, besides  being  allowed  time  to 
prepare  for  emancipation.  It  was  only 
&ir,  then,  that  the  laity  of  the  Irish 
Church  should  have  the  interval  which 
he  proposed.     

Bam.  GRANVILLE  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Earl  would  not  press  his 
Amendment.  It  was  very  inconvenient 
to  create  a  new  Commission  and  to  give 


it  nothing  to  do  for  nearly  two  years  and 
a-half,  and  it  was  undesirable  to  prolong 
the  existence  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
misdoners  when  their  fate  had  been  de- 
cided, and  when  they  could  no  longer 
act  in  an  efficient  manner.  Although 
everything  did  not  depend  on  commuta-  , 
tion  it  was  a  great  object  to  facilitate  it, 
and  the  Church  would  lose  by  any  delay 
in  effecting  it,  through  the  number  of 
life  interests  which  would  expire. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
withthawn. 


Clause  12  (Church  property  vested  in 
CommiseionerB  under  Act). 

The  Archbishop  of  CAKTEEiBirET 
proposed  the  substitution  of  1872  for 
1871. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  27  to  leave 
out  ("one")  and  insert  ("two.") — (2X» 
Archiishep  of  CoTUerhtirt/.) 

Eael  QEANTILLE  said,  he  nnder- 
stood  that  many  of  the  friends  of  the 
Irish  Church  regarded  the  year's  delayas 
decidedly  injurious  to  its  intereste.  The 
great  majority  of  their  Lordships  had 
not  probably  considered  the  question 
very  closely,  but  were  influenced  in  the 
vote  of  Tuesday  night  by  the  fact  that 
the  Amendment  was  proposed  on  the 
high  authority  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
and  was  supported  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns), 
who  urged  that  the  Church  was  &e  best 
judge  of  its  own  interests,  and  was  in 
favour  of  the  delay.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough)  whether  or  not  the  delay 
would  be  greatiy  advantageous  to  the 
Church. 

The  Bishop  of  PETEBBOKOTIOH 
said,  he  entertained  a  strong,  though 
possibly  an  erroneous,  opinion  that  in 
granting  this  extension  of  time  the  House 
was  conferring  on  the  Irish  Church  a 
very  questionable  boon.  It  seemed  U> 
him  very  doubtful  whether  the  loss  of 
all  the  lives  which  would  drop  in  between 
the  1st  of  Januaty,  1871,  and  the  Ist  of 
January,  1872,  would  compensate  any 
advantages  which  might  attend  a  delay, 
which  he  was  sure  was  proposed  in  all 
kindness.  Moreover,  the  interval  might 
be  insufficient  for  the  purposes  of  con- 
struction, and  yet  long  enough  to  give 
rise  to  Uie  stnfe  and  dissension  which 
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would  be  avoided  by  a  shorter  interral. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  condderationB  on 
the  other  side,  and  it  would  be  imgra- 
ciouB  and  unbecoming  were  be  to  attwapt 
to  force  upon  the  Church  a  boon  which 
it  diBclaimed,  If  those  members  of  the 
Church  who  had  careAilly  considered  the 
question  preferred  1872,  with  its  disad- 
vantages,  to  1871,  he  would  not  press 
his  own  opinion  ;  but,  considering  that 
a  considerable  minority,  at  least,  of  in- 
telligent and  well-informed  Churchmen 
took  the  same  view  as  himself,  he  would 
suggest  that  consideration  of  the  mat- 
ter should  be  postponed  till  the  Beport. 

LoED  CAIRNS  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee began  each  night  with  re-hearing 
points  previoosl;  decided,  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  would  be  seriously  delayed. 
The  advantage  of  the  date  1872  was 
that  it  gave  a  year  for  the  construction 
of  the  new  body,  and  another  year  for 
it  to  n^otiate  for  the  commutation  of 
life  interests;  so  that,  at  the  end  of  " 
second  year,  it  would  come  into  operation 
with  its  arrangements  complete  as  for 
as  possible.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  much  difference  of  opinion  on  the 
matter,  but  he  believed  there  was  a 
great  preponderance  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  later  date ;  and  the  Committee 
having  adopted  that  view  by  a  large 
majority  in  the  Amendment  moved 
the  most  rev.  Frimat«  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  on  the  second  clause, 
consistency  required  its  insertion  in  other 
clauses.  The  observations  which  had 
been  made  would,  however,  be,  no  doubt, 
well  considered  in  Ireland,  and  if  there 
should  be  a  change  of  opinion  the  ques- 
tion could  he  re-considered  on  the  Beport. 

Earl  GBAMVILLE  said,  this  was 
precisely  the  course  which  he  wished  to 
be  taken.  

Tde  Bishop  of  St.  DAVID'S  said,  he 
had  voted  for  the  delay  simply  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Irish  Prelates 
were  unanimously  in  favour  of  it,  not 
thinking  it  right  to  oppose  his  judgment 
to  theirs  on  such  a  point. 

Eabl  GB£Y  said,  he  thi^ught  there 
was  no  reason  why  ^e  dat«  is  Clause  2 
should  rule  the  date  in  this  clause. 

Thb  Akchbishop  of  DUBLIN  said, 
he  would  admit  that  a  considerable  and 
influential  minority  of  the  Irish  deigy 
desired  the  earlier  date ;  but  he  wished 
to  state  that,  though  there  was  no  re- 
cognized utterance  on  the  part  of  the 
Church,  the  standing  Committee,  ap- 
T^  Suhcp  of  Peftrberovgh. 


pointed  by  the  Conference  which  met 
last  spring,  had  lately  debated  the  ques- 
tion, andnad  decided  that  1672  was  the 
more  desirable  date. 

IUm,  DE  GEET  ato  EIPON  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns),  whether 
the  delay  would  not  interfere  with  com- 
mutation? 

Lord  CAIRNS  said,  one  of  tho 
Amendments  provided  that  commuta- 
tion might  occur  between  1871  and 
1872. 

Motion  agr«*d  to ;  Amendment  made 
accordingly. 

Another  Amendment  moved,  after 
("lives")  insert  ("  with  the  like  powers 
of  leasing)" — {Lord  Cainu,) — agreed  to. 

Lord  CAIBNS  aaid,  he  had  to  pro- 
pose an  addition  to  the  clause,  securing 
the  same  rights  of  renewal  of  leases 
as  are  conferred  by  the  22  &,  23  Viet. 
c.  150,  on  the  tenants  of  lands  belong- 
ing to  sees  suppressed  by  the  8  &  4 
mu.  TV.,  c.  37.  About  250,000  acres 
were  held  in  Ireland  on  Bishops' 
leases.  Now,  with  regard  to  lands 
belonging  to  the  suppressed  bishop- 
rics, ue  tenants  were  at  the  same  time 
allowed  the  same  rights  of  renewal 
against  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
which  they  had  had  against  the  Bishops, 
and  this  would  continue  under  the  Bill ; 
but  it  gave  no  power  of  renewal  in  other 
cases.  Now,  Oiere  were  many  Bishops* 
leases  for  twenty-one  years,  which  were 
renewable  on  the  payment  of  a  fixed 
rent  and  fine,  and  were  regarded  as 
leases  in  perpetuity.  Under  the  Bill  the 
power  of  purchasing  the  fee  within  three 
years  was  given ;  but  minors  and  others 
whose  property  was  tied  up  by  settle- 
ments would  not  be  in  a  position  to  pur- 
chase, and,  therefore,  unless  there  was 
power  of  renewal,  the  property  would 
be  extinguished  at  the  expiration  of  the 
lease,  and  great  injury  would  be  done. 


"(3.)  Id  theouaof  ^  inch  propartriubJMt  to 
■nah  *Dd  Iha  uune  right*  of  roDemd  of  tenuity 
leaaea  thBraof  u  bj  tha  Act  tmntjF-tblrd  ud 
twentr-foarth  Viotoria,  ahapt«r  ooe  hnndrad  ud 
tftj,  mm  ooDbrred  on  tbe  lenaaU  of  kndi  b»> 
longicg  to  MM  mpprsMed  bj  th«  Act  Ibird  waA 
fiMirth  WiUiam  the  Foorth,  otupl«r  tb[Tt7-MTen, 
and  thsreb;  TMt»d  in  the  Kcelniutit*!  Ootn* 
mlwoMn  of  IrelkDd." — (Lord  Cainit.) 
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Tkb  LOED  chancellor  said, 
that  the  cuBtomar;  tenure  of  Bifihopa' 
lands  had  proved  very  objectionable 
both  in  England  and  Ireland,  and  that 
facilitieB  had  consequently  been  given 
for  converting'  the  leases  into  leases  in 
pe^etuity.  Some  later  sections  of  this 
Bill  offered  great  facilities  for  this  pur- 
pose, by  enabling  parties  to  obtain  loans 
re-payable  in  the  course  of  thirty-two 
years.  This  was  decidedly  preferable  to 
the  renewal  of  the  leases;  but  there 
Tould  be  no  object  to  empower  such  re- 
newal as  an  aKtemative  in  tiie  manner 
provided  by  the  3  &  4  Will.  IV.,  c.  37, 
but  not  in  that  prescribed  by  the  22  & 
23  Viet.,  c.  150.  The  former  Act  dealt 
with  leasing  powers  in  reject  of  lands 
vested  in  the  Ecclesiastica]  Commie- 
doners  which  had  belonged  to  sup- 
pressed sees,  but  Bishops  having  had 
the  right  to  grant  leases  at  veiy  small 
fines,  much  below  the  actual  ^ue, 
and  in  some  cases  to  their  families,  it 
contfuned  numerous  provisions  enabling 
CommiasionerB  to  ascertain  whether  the 
average  of  fines  was  a  proper  average, 
and  if  it  was  not,  to  assess  tlie  fine,  the 
lessee  being  at  liberty  to  resort  to  arbi- 
tration, llie  latter  Act,  passed  after  an 
experience  of  thirty  years,  during  which 
time  the  Commissioners  had  been  able 
to  levy  the  proper  fines,  enacted  that 
the  average  of  a  certain  number  of  years, 
preceding  1860,  shouldbe  taken.  Now, 
in  the  present  case,  the  Committee  were 
dealing  with  sees  which  were  in  the 
same  condition  as  that  of  the  suppressed 
sees  in  1633,  for  there  were  leases  in 
which  no  fine  hadbeen  taken,  and  others 
in  which  it  was  very  small.  To  give 
those  lessees  the  benefit  of  the  22 
&  23  Vict,  would  obviously  involve  a 
considerable  loss,  which  he  was  sure 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not 
desire  more  than  himself;  and  justice 
would  be  done  by  the  Commissioners 
under  the  Act  of  William  IV. 

LofiC  CAXRNS  said,  he  believed  that 
the  present  Act,  while  it  repealed  the 
provisions  of  the  former  statute,  con- 
tained clauses  which  would  meet  the 
case  put  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
He  would  not,  however,  ask  for  the  post- 
ponement of  tiie  olause,  but  would  bring 
up  a  clause  on  the  Beport. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrMon,  and  clause,  as  amend- 
ed, agreed  to. 


Clause  13  {Dissolution  of  ecclesiasti- 
cal corporations,  and  cessation  of  right 
to  sit  in  House  of  Lords). 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Go- 
vernment, having  adopted  the  principle 
of  religious  equiuity,  would  not  give  the 
disestablished  Church  aU  the  liberty  of 
Dissent  ?  Ab  the  Irish  Church  was  no 
longer  to  be  represented  in  this  House, 
its  de^y  ought  to  be  as  eligible  as  Dis- 
senters for  seats  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Until  1801,  clei^ymen  occasionally 
sat  in  that  House;  but  a  clergyman 
having  a  seat  at  that  time,  and  having 
voted  against  the  Ministry,  a  Bill  was 
brought,  disqualifying  them  &om  sitting 
in  fiiture.  A  Dissenting  minister,  who 
objected  to  the  Church,  denounced  its 
doctrine,  and  discarded  its  discipline, 
mieht  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons ; 
ana,  indeed,  he  (the  Duke  of  Somerset) 
had  sat  beside  such  Members.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  bring  up  a  clause  confer- 
ring the  same  right  on  the  Irish  cler- 
fy  as  was  ei^oyed  by  their  Dissenting 
rethren?        

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Duke  raised  a  large 
question.  He  presumed  that  if  the 
noble  Duke  were  to  propose  a  clause 
enabling  the  Irish  clei^  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  would  include 
in  it  Roman  Catholic  priests,  who  were 
at  present  precluded  iiam.  sitting  in  that 
House. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  13,  to  leave 
out  ("  be  dissolved,")  and  insert  ("  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  cease 
to  exist  in  law.") — {Lord  Wenihury.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  almost  ashamed  to  occupy  a  moment 
on  such  a  matter,  but  he  contended  that 
"  dissolved  "  was  the  proper  term  to  be 
applied  to  coitKirations,  whetiier  sole  or 
aggregate,  whereas  the  phrase  "cease 
to  exist  in  law  "  was  unknown  to  law- 
yers. Of  course  a  person  who  was  a 
corporation  sole  would  be  dissolved  only 
in  his  corporate  capacity. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) tcitkdraicn. 

The  Easl  of  CLANCARTY:  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
this  clause  of  which  I  have  given  notice, 
and  I  trust  my  Amendment  will  find  ac- 
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ceptance  with  your  Lordships.  It  is  to 
remedy  what,  as  the  clauBe  now  stands, 
would  be  the  infliction  of  a  needless 
wrong  upon  certain  dietinciiiehed  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  By  the  clause,  now 
before  you,  on  and  after  the  Ist  of 
January,  1871 

"  No  Archbiibop  or  Biahop  of  the  uid  Churoh 
(the  Iriih  Cburch)  ihall  be  lummooed  or  beqiuli- 
fied  to  ait  in  the  Hodw  at  Lordi." 

This  would  operate  to  deprive  the  exist- 
ing Bishops  of  Ireland  of  rights  to  which 
they  became  entitled  for  their  lives,  &om 
the  periods  at  wliioh  they  were  respec- 
tively appointed  by  the  Crown — a  viola- 
tion, therefore,  of  vested  rights,  which 
the  authors  of  this  Bill  promised  in  all 
cases  to  respect.  It  would  be  the  expul- 
sion &om  this  assembly  of  individuals 
eminent  in  learning  and  piety,  with 
whom  we  have  been  wont  to  take  coun- 
sel, and  whose  assistance  and  share  in 
our  dehberations  has  ever  been  such  as 
to  entitle  them  to  the  highest  respect 
and  consideration.  And  it  would  be  to 
sanction  an  interference  with  the  privi- 
leges of  this  Houae  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  your  Lordships  ought 
not  to  permit,  what  I,  tlierefore,  ask 
your  Lordships  to  do  is  to  omit  &om  the 
middle  of  the  clause  the  words  to  which 
I  have  referred,  and  to  add  at  the  end 
of  it  the  following  words : — 

"  Provided  *Uo  that  arerf  preient  Archbiihop 
and  Biihop  of  the  eiid  Church  shsitl  b«  deemed 
qualified,  and  tbalt  oonlioae  to  enjof  during  hie 
lib  the  privilege  of  being  nimmoned  to  (it  in  the 
Home  of  Lordi." 

I  feel,  my  Lords,  much  fortified  in 
making  this  Motion,  by  the  fact  that  the 
day  after  I  had  handed  in  my  Notice  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  Chair  gave  notice  of 
a  similar  Amendment  of  this  clause ;  and 
as  I  am  not  tenacious  of  the  precise 
terms  in  which  my  Amendment  is  drawn 
up,  I  shall  have  no  objection,  if  in  point 
of  form  the  words  of  his  Amendment 
should  be  preferred,  to  let  the  clauBc  be 
so  amended.  All  I  desire  is,  that  an 
act  of  injustice  and  of  discourtesy  to  the 
Irish  Bishops,  and  of  injuiy  to  the  House 
itself,  should  be  avoided,  and  that  dur- 
ing the  term  of  their  lives  their  seats  in 
this  House  should  be  secured  to  them 
in  the  same  manner  as  they  are  at  pre- 
sent enjoyed.  There  is  something,  no 
doubt,  exceptional  in  the  proposal  of 
such  legislation,  for  they  now  sit  as  re- 
presentatives of  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Tkt  Earl  of  ClaiKortt/ 


Established  Church,  which  is  to  cease  to 
exist  after  1870;  but  if  the  reservation 
to  them  of  their  rights  after  that  period  is 
inconsistent  with  the  original  object  of 
their  introduction  to  this  House,  and, 
therefore,  exceptional,  so  most  certainly 
is  the  Bill  itself,  for  never  was  there  a 
more  exceptional  and  unprecedented 
piece  of  legislation.  I,  therefore,  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  movtd,  in  line  13,  leave 
out  from  ("dissolved")  to  ("such")  in 
line  Id,  and  to  add  to  the  clause  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

("  PrOTid»d  alw,  that  ererj  present  arcbbilbop 
■nd  biihop  of  the  mid  eborofa  tball  be  deemed 
qualiBed  and  ihall  continue  to  enjoj  during  bll 
Ufa  the  privilege  of  being  lammonad  to  lit  in  Um 
Booh  of  Lorde.")— (  Tht  Earl  of  Ctoworly.) 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  There  are,  my 
Lorde,  two  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
with  reference  to  this  point — one  by  the 
noble  Earl  and  another  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  Chair,  who  has  also  raised 
(he  question  as  to  whether  it  was  not  a 
trangression  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House  to  introduce  a  clause  into  the  Bill 
in  the  House  of  Commons  affecting  the 
right  of  sitting  in  your  Lordships'  House. 
I  am  not  aware  that  a  question  of  toI* 
vilege  is  really  involved;  if  the  Bill 
merely  dealt  wim  this  particular  matter, 
it  would  have  been  discourteous  in  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  introduce  it  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  first;  but 
as  the  subject  came  up  as  a  necessair 
part  of  a  hu^e  and  comprehensive  Bill, 
it  was  compulsory  on  the  Oovemment  to 
decide  upon  it  one  way  or  the  other,  and 
I  do  not  see  how  we  could  refrain  from 
putting  that  decision  in  the  Bill  in  some 
shape.  The  Ghivemment  had  anxiously 
considered  the  matter,  and  much  desired 
to  continue  the  representation  of  the 
Irish  Episcopal  Bench  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  I  can  assure  the  rif^t 
rev.  Bench  that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  any  personal  discourteqr  in 
the  matter.  Some  mention  has  been 
made  of  vested  interests,  but  the  right 
of  the  Irish  Bench  to  seats  in  tiiis  House 
could  not  be  compensated  in  the  way 
vested  rights  were  ordinarily  compen- 
sated— that  is,  bymeans  of  money.  The 
Government,  in  considering  the  measore, 
concluded  that  disestablishment  should 

complete  in  its  character,  and  that  no 
little  points  should  remain  for  an  inde- 

"  >  time  untouched;  and  it  waa  Mt 
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that  the  representatiTee  of  the  Irish 
Episcopal  Bench  Bitting  here  as  Spiritual 
Peers  after  the  Chureh  to  which  they 
belonged  had  been  disestablished  would 
be  an  anomaly  to  which  it  was  extremely 
doubtful  whe^er  the  right  rer.  Prelates 
themselveB  would  wish  to  he  a  party. 
The  GoTemment  has  had  ibia  opinion 
endorsed  by  one  of  the  strangest  friends 
of  the  Church  (Mr.  Oathome  Hardy), 
who,  in  the  Lower  House,  protested 
i^j^nfit  such  an  Amendment  in  the  clause 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  he  said  it  would  be  absolutely 
absurd  to  continue  the  present  arrange- 
ment, conndering  the  Bishops  sat  by 
.rotation.  Within  the  last  few  days,  too, 
I  have  received  a  lett«r  from  a  right  rev. 
Member  of  the  Irish  Bench,  who  himself 
protests  against  the  Amendment  as  an 
anomaly  to  which  your  Lordships  should 
not  assent.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  ex- 
tremely anxious,  before  I  state  what 
line  I  shall  take  with  regard  to  the  pri- 
vilege, to  hear  what  is  the  general  feel- 
ing of  yonr  Lordships'  House,  and  also 
what  is  the  opinion  of  those  members  of 
the  Episcopal  Bench  with  whom  I  have 
had  no  communication  on  the  su'^ect. 

The  Maeoitess  of  8ALI8BUE.T:  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  GranviLle) 
taxes  the  modesty  of  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates very  severely  by  asking  diem  to 
say  whether  they  think  themselves 
worthy  of  a  seat  in  this  House.  I  must 
say  I  mcline  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Clancarty),  be- 
cause the  whole  principle  on  which  you 
are  proceeding  ie  to  deal  with  the  insti- 
tution without  any  injury  to  individuals. 
It  is  impossible  to  say  it  is  not  an  injury 
to  take  away  a  seat  in  this  House,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granvme)  would  bo  the  last  to  say  that 
a  seat  in  this  House  is  not  a  privilege 
worthy  of  being  desired.  If  the  seat  is 
worthy  of  being  desired,  you  have  no 
right  in  destroying  an  institution  to  make 
an  exception  to  your  general  principles 
when  dealing  with  the  present  rights  of 
individuals  to  seats  in  this  House.  There 
jB  besides  this  a  special  reEison  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  During  this  process 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
there  will  be  several  transition  stages, 
and  it  is  possible  many  points  of  division 
will  arise;  at  least,  before  the  Church  is 
thoroughly  severed  from  the  State  some 
intervening  controversy  may  arise  in 
wfaioh  she  ie  ooncemed,  and  it  appears 


to  me  only  fair  that  as  those  who  have 
disestablished  her  continue  to  have  seats 

this  House  she  also  should  have  some 
representation  here  to  watch  her  in- 
terests, and  see  that  justice  is  done  her. 
The  argument  based  upon  the  plan  of 
rotation  is  scarcely  worth  consideration  ; 
it  is  a  mere  mechuiical  difficulty,  the  re- 
medy to  which  is  obvious.  For  the  rea- 
sons I  have  stated,  I  shall  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  CLANOAETT  said, 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  arranging 
as  to  the  number  of  Bishops  who  should 
sit  as  deaths  occurred. 

Eael  DE  grey  and  RIPON  :  My 
Lords,  it  ie  quite  clear  that  as  the  Prelates 
of  the  Irish  Church  die,  or  are  appointed 
to  sees  they  do  not  now  hold,   the  re- 

Jresentation  would  be  entirely  changed 
y  the  Amendment,  and  that  you  will 
have  the  same  Bishops  sitting  from  year 
to  year.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  privilege,  I  should  lite  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  case  that  the  Church 
Temporalitiee  Bill,  which  reduced  the 
number  of  Bishops  in  yonr  Lordships' 
House  by  one,  was  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Commons?  If  so — and  if  I 
am  wrong  the  noble  Earl  opposite  can 
correct  me — we  have  a  precedent  for  in- 
troducing this  matter  into  the  House  of 
Commons  first. 

The  Earl  ot  DERBY:  The  noble 
Earl  has  appealed  to  me  on  a  point 
which  I  am  able  to  speak  on  with  some 
confidence,  although  it  is  now  many 
years  since.  I  do  not  apprehend  that 
the  Act  of  Parliament  to  which  he  has 
referred  was  any  violation  in  the  slighteat 
degree  of  the  terms  of  the  Union,  be- 
cause by  the  terms  of  the  Union  it  was 
provided  that  one  Archbishop  and  three 
Bishops  should  have  seats  in  Parliament. 
The  (uteiation  made  was  that  instead  of 
each  Archbishop  sitting  once  in  four 
years,  he  should  Bit  once  in  two  years  ; 
and  instead  of  each  Bishop  sitting  once 
in  six  years,  he  should  sit  once  in  throe 
years;  consequently,  the  representative 
power  of  the  Irish  Church  was  not  in  the 
least  degree  altered  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act ;  the  same  number  of 
Bishops  sit  year  by  year,  but  the  in- 
dividual representatives  become  entitled 
to  their  seats  in  moro  rapid  succession. 
As  I  am  speaking,  I  may  say  that  ^e 
Amendment  is  entirely  consistent  with 
the  views  the  Government  have  expres- 
sed. EYom  first  to  last  the  Government 
[^Committet — Claute  I| 
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have  said  they  intended  gradually  to 
allow  the  representation  of  the  Church 
to  drop  off  by  mortelily,  but  to  preserve 
to  each  individual  member  of  the  Church 
his  preseut  rights;  and  the  noble  Earl 
by  Mb  Amendment  desiroB  to  preserve  to 
the  present  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
their  rights  just  aa  the  clergy  of  the  Irish 
church  have  theirs  preserved  to  them.  I 
am  not  disposed  to  insist  strongly  on  the 
point ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  the 
proposition  is  consistent  with  the  course 
of  the  Quvemment.  On  the  question  of 
privilege  I  may  observe  that  I  have  made 
a  reference  to  Blaek»ttms,  and  find  that 
he  distinctly  lays  down  that  a  Bill  having 
reference  to  tho  privileges  of  either 
House  of  Parliament,  or  any  of  its  Mem- 
bers, should  be  introduced  in  the  House 
to  which  it  refers,  and  not  in  the  other 
House.  The  Church  Temporalities  Act 
did  not  interfere  with  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  but  this  Bill  does;  and  it  is 
quite  consistent  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  that  during  the  lives  of  the  exjating 
Prelates  they  should  not  be  deprived  of 
the  privileges  th^  possess. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  undeniable  that  the  exclu- 
sion of  Prelates  from  the  House  of  Lords 
could  not  be  regarded  as  otherwise  than 
a  personal  injury  to  themselves,  and 
such  an  iujuiy  as  the  Qovemment  en- 
gaged not  to  inflict;  but  he  saw  prac- 
tical dif^culties  in  dealing  with  the 
matter  according  to  either  of  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper.  He  could  not  help 
thinkmg,  however,  that  an  arrangement 
might  be  made  by  which  the  claims  of 
the  Church  might  be  satisfied.  This 
would  be  accomphshed  by  according  to 
the  two  Archbishops  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  seats  in  the  House  during  the 
tenn  of  their  natural  lives.  In  this  way 
proper  representation  might  be  secured 
to  the  Iriah  Church  without  in  any  way 
contravening  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

The  T^*»i,  of  KIMBEBLET  said, 
that  the  Amendment  clevly  preserved 
to  the  existing  Bishops  the  same  retation 
as  that  which  now  existed,  and  whenever 
a  Bishop  died  his  successor  could  not  be 
put  down  on  the  rota,  bo  that  there 
would  be  an  intermittent  hght  similar 
to  that  which  was  given  by  hghthouses. 
Considering  that  ttie  duty  of  represent- 
ing the  Iri^  Church  could  no  longer  be 
performed,  he  should  have  thought  that 


ChirchBiU. 


it  would  be  more  convenient  and  more 
conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
The  £m-l  of  JDtrl^f 


Church  that  the  arrangement  proposed 
by  the  Bill  should  be  accepted,  and  that 
the  Bishops  should  not  be  called  away 
from  their  dioceses. 

LoBD  WE8TBUEY  said,  he  saw  no 
possibiHty  of  dimijiishing  the  evil  in- 
flicted by  the  Bill  by  the  acceptance  of 
the  present  proposition,  which  was,  in 
fact,  incapable  of  being  worked.  It 
took  away  the  ecclesiastical  and  l^al 
status  of  tiie  Bishops  of  the  Irish  Churdi, 
in  respect  of  which  alone  they  sat  in  the 
House;  and  it  would  be  an  anomaly 
that  a  Bishop  should  continue  to  sit  in 
the  House  after  he  lost  the  character  by 
which  he  was  entitled  to  dt  there.  The 
mimient  we  disestablished  the  Bishops 
that  moment  their  l^al  status  was  es- 
treated and  rotation  was  gone.  They 
had  no  personal  right  to  sit  m  the  House, 
but  only  a  right  founded  upon  a  certain 
retation ;  aud  it  would  be  an  anomaly, 
if  it  were  possible,  to  introduce  into  the 
House  a  number  of  Peers  deprived  by 
law  of  their  temporahties.  It  was  im- 
'  possible  to  bring  them  into  the  House 
when  they  had  lost  in  every  respect  the 
character  by  virtue  of  which  they  were 
entitled  to  sit  there.  Much,  therefore, 
as  he  desired  to  lessen  the  great  injustice 
of  this  Bill,  he  thought  it  could  not  be 
modified  or  mitigated  by  the  introduction 
of  anomalies  which  could  not  be  worked. 
It  would  require  a  veiy  caretiiUy  worded 
enactment  to  give  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  the  disestabliahed  Church  the 
right  of  sitting  in  the  House ;  and,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  they  had  better 
submit  to  the  injustice  and  the  wrong 
done  by  the  Bill  tiian  receive  a  perfectly 
impracticable  substitute  for  their  lost 
pnvileges. 

Lord  CAIKNS  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  West- 
bury)  usually  gave  the  advice  thatpersons 
ought  to  submit  to  an  injustice  because 
of  the  difiioulty  of  framing  a  clause  to 
remedy  it.  In  his  opinion  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  framing  a  clause  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  case.  The 
question  really  seemed  to  be  this — ^Wm 
it  or  was  it  not  a  personal  privilege  of 
the  present  Prelates  of  the  Chur^  of 
Ireland  to  have  a  seat  in  the  House 
according  to  the  order  of  rotation  as  laid 
down  by  the  present  law  f  Could  any 
one  doubt  that  it  was  a  privilege  ?  The 
principle  upon  which  the  BUI  proceeded 
was  to  preserve  as  far  as  it  could  poe- 
sibly  be  done  all  rights  aad  prinl^es  to 
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those  vlio  at  preeeitt  enjoyed  them.  At 
present  the  clergjineii  of  the  pariah  had 
certaia  rights,  and  occupied  a  certain 
statua ;  hut  although  his  Churchvas  dis- 
established and  his  parish  destroyed,  his 
righte  and  priTileges  were  preserved  to 
>^iiri  during  his  life.  Just  in  the  same 
-way  the  Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  had 
rights  and  privileges,  and  they  bad  the 
right  of  coming  to  Ihis  House  and  sit- 
ting here  in  a  certain  rotation.  He 
ooidd  quite  understand  that  when  the 
Sill  mased  many  Members  of  the  right 
ter.  Bench  might  feel  very  little  anxiely 
to  take  part  in  their  Lordships'  delibera- 
tiims,  and  might  feel  their  position  se- 
riously alt«rea  by  this  piece  of  legisla- 
tion ;  but  certainly,  unless  they  were 
told  by  the  members  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  that  they  desired  these  privileges 
to  be  taken  away,  their  Lordships  ought 
not  to  be  instrumental  in  taking  them 
away,  in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  of 
framing  a  clause  to  preserve  them.  It 
was  not  fair  to  put  it  afflrmatively  to 
their  Lordships  to  say  whether  they 
wished  these  privileges  to  be  continued ; 
and  unless  the  right  rev.  Prelates  repu- 
diated these  privileges,  and  said  they  did 
not  desire  to  have  them,  their  Lordships 
were  bound,  if  they  legislated  conaiBt- 
ently,  to  maintain  them.  What  waa 
the  diffictdty  of  the  case  F  The  object 
was  to  provide  that  Bishops  should  sit 
in  the  House  according  to  a  certain  ro- 
tation. The  result  under  the  Bill  would 
be  that  when  a  see  became  vacant  there 
would  be  a  vacancy  in  the  rotation,  and 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
Ohair  seemed  to  him  to  meet  the  case 
by  providing  that  the  present  Arch- 
hishops  and  Bishops  should  continue  to 
sit  in  the  House  in  the  same  order  of 
rotation,  and  in  the  same  place  and  pre- 
cedence as  they  would  have  done  if  this 
Bill  had  not  been  passed. 

Tub  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
wished  to  dissipato  any  fear  that  this 
Bill  was  an  interference  with  the  privi- 
leges of  their  Lordships'  House  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  thought,  on 
reflection,  it  would  be  fbnnd,  notwith- 
tanding  the  dictum  of  Blaehtont,  that 
there  had  been  previous  interferences  of 
the  same  character — not  interferences 
jwr  u,  but  simply  as  conseqnences  of 
some  act  necessary  to  be  done.  One  of 
the  strongest  instances  of  that  kind  was 
the  Bill  of  Attainder  aoainst  Bishop 
Atterbury,  which  deprived  him  not  only 
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of  his  bishopric,  but  of  his  peerage,  and 

sentenced  hJTn  to  banishment.  That 
originated  in  the  House  of  Commons; 
and,  though  the  Bishop  eamesll;  pro- 
tested agamst  it,  their  Lordships  passed 
it.  There  could  not  be  a  stronger  case 
of  interference  with  the  privOeges  of 
their  Lordships'  House  than  that ;  but 
in  this  case  the  interference  was  merely 
a  consequence  of  the  scheme  in  the  Bill. 
He  could  not,  however,  admit  that  there 
was  any  difhculty  in  framing  a  clause 
to  meet  the  object  which  many  of  their 
Lordships  had  in  view,  and  preserve  in- 
tact the  personal  privileges  possessed  by 
right  rev.  Prelates  before  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.     He  had,  however,  well  con- 


able  step  to  continue  to  the  right  rer. 
Prelates  their  privileges  after  the  great 
object  for  which  they  were  conferred 
had  entirely  ceased.  The  right  rev.  Pre-  - 
lates  were  Members  of  their  Lordships' 
House  not  as  individuals,  but  in  respect 
of  their  connection  with  the  Church  of 
England  and  of  Ireland  as  by  law  estab- 
hshed.  They  were  Members  of  that 
House  by  virtue  of  their  archbishoprics 
and  bishoprics,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
representing  interests  which  it  was  pro- 
posed by  tMs  Bill  should  utterly  cease. 
Speaking  from  a  personal  point  of  view, 
he  confessed  that  he  should  have  no  de- 
sire to  hold  any  position  if  the  reasons 
for  which  he  was  appointed  were  re- 
moved, and  when  there  was  no  longer 
any  opportunity  of  performing  the  duties 
on  account  of  which  the  position  was 
given  to  him. 

.  LOBD  DENMAN  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would,  in  dealing  with  this 
part  of  the  question,  be  guided  by  a  sense 
of  justice.  He  thought  the  Bishops  who 
had  sat  in  the  House  should  themselves 
be  free  to  choose  whether  they  would 
retain  or  resign  that  privUege.  If  that 
were  not  the  case  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
those  who  objected  to  every  particle  of 
this  Bill — and  many  of  its  supporters  had 
urged  very  strong  objections  against  its 
prmciple— to  think  whether  they.should 
exercifie  what  was  their  undoubted  ri^t, 
and  rqect  it  on  the  third  reading.  The 
noble  Lord  read  extracts  from  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Oladstone  in  1835,  m  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman,  in  opposing  the 
Appropriation  Clause,  declared  twice  in 
the  same  speech,  that — 
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"  He  hopad  tb*t  he  abenid  nsTer  lire  to  aes  the 
d>f  wlien  laoh  a  sjitam  should  be  adopted  in  tbi* 

CODnlty,  for  tbe  caoieqnenofli  to  public  men  and 
to  tbe  character  of  tbe  couutrr  would  be  lameut- 

able  beyond  deacrlptioo He  hoped  that 

he  abould  never  live  to  lee  tbe  dnj  when  any  prin- 
elple  leading  to  euoli  a  reanlt  would  be  adopted  in 
Uut  oouatrj." — [1  Haaiard,  iivii.  SIS,  S14,] 

The  AncHBiaHOp  of  CANTEEBTIRT 
said,  he  was  sure  that  if  his  right  rev. 
Brethren  felt  that  no  advantage  could 
accrue  to  the  Church  from  their  continu- 


their  chief  duties  would  have  to  be  per- 
formed iu  Ireland ;  but  stiU  he  coula  not 
think  that  the  question  of  injustice  to 
individuals  had  been  entirely  disposed  of 
in  the  remarks  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  In  spite  of  what 
would  be  done  by  the  Bill  there  'were 
still  important  religious  interests  in  which 
it  certainly  was  desirable  that  they  should 
be  able  to  express  their  opinions  in  Par- 
liament. He  thought,  too,  that  after 
inducements  had  been  held  out  to  certain 
individualB  to  accept  certain  offices  there 
would  be  an  injustice  in  depriving  those 
individuals  of  anyportion  of  their  rank 
and  privileges.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  tneir  Lordships  would  not  be  deterred 
from  doing  what  was  right  in  this  matter 
by  the  silence  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren, 
especially  as  there  vaa  no  difficult  in 
doing  what  everyone  seemed  to  think 
it  would  be  but  just  to  do. 

Easl  6RAI4VILLE  said,  the  discus- 
sion had  not  convinced  him  that  there  was 
anything  unreasonable  in  the  conduct  of 
&e  Gkrvemment  so  far  as  related  to  the 
proposition  in  the  clause.  But  he  could 
not  but  acknowledge  that  the  majority 
of  their  Lordships  appeared  to  be  m  fa- 
vour of  the  adoption  of  an  Amendment 
by  which  the  existing  Irish  Prelates 
would  be  left  in  powessionof  the  privilege 
of  seats  in  that  House.  As  no  _practi<^ 
object  could  be  attained  by  giving  their 
Lordships  the  trouble  of  dividing  on  a 
question  which  had  something  of  a  per- 
sonal character,  he  would  accept  the 
Amendment  proposed. 

Words  aditd:  Amendment,  as  amend- 
ed, agrttd,  to. 

LoBO  REDE8DALE  movMl  an  Amend- 
ment, at  the  end  of  clause,  to  add — 

("And  every  prennt  archbiahop  aod  blibop  of 
the  Mid  obarcb  shall  be  iDnunooed  to  and  ait  la 
the  Honae  of  Lords  in  tbe  nm*  nanDar  and  rota- 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  OOLCHESTEE,  in  proposing 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  said,  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  render  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  after  its 
disestabliahment  hable  to  penalties,  from 
which  the  Bishops  of  the  Scotch  Epis- 
copal Church  were  especially  exempted. 
He  believed  it  would  be  better  their 
Lord^ps  should  at  once  make  an  addi- 
tion to  the  Bill  rather  than  wait  for  a 
measnre  re^tecting  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  Act.  It  would  be  a  most  vexatious 
thing  if,  immediately  after  the  Establish- 
ment was  abolished,  the  clei^  of  the 
Church  should  be  subjected  to  pains  and 
penalties  in  carrying  out  the  new  organ- 
ization. It  might  possibly  be  objected 
that  such  a  provision  as  he  proposed 
would  create  an  undue  ascendancy  over 
the  Soman  Oatholic  Church ;  but  this 
objection  had  never  yet  been  urged  in 
the  case  of  Scotland,  where  what  he  pro- 
posed had  been  adopted.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  it  was  because  of  their 
own  poUoy  the  Boman  Catholic  hierarchy 
were  in  the  position  they  now  occu- 
pied. The  Boman  Catholics  would  not 
surrender  their  independence  of  the  State. 
But  Uie  disestablishment  of  the  'SrO' 
testant  Episcopal  Church  of  Ireland 
would  be  tiie  act  of  the  State  and  not  of 
the  Bishops  of  that  Church. 


me  persDDB 

exerolse  aud  disobmrge  arch  leplico  pal  or  epiwopal 
fanotioD*  in  the  nid  Cburoh  shall  be  permittad  to 
■eiumo  and  use  titlei  in  respect  of  the  district*  or 
plaoai  wilbin  which  they  eiercin  saoh  fuDoliens 
without  Enourring  an;  penaltj  b;  law  atteohing 
to  persons  assuming  ecclesiastical  titles  in  respect 
of  anj  plaoa  or  diitriet  without  being  bjr  law  theT«- 
nnto  authorised."—^  Tkt  Lord  OoUhetUry. 

The  Ea£l  ov  GBANAKD  said,  he 
could  not  conceive  a  greater  infraction 
of  religious  equahty  than  would  be  in- 
volved in  the  mtroduction  of  words  spe- 
cially exempting  the  Bishops  of  the  dis- 
established Church  from  penalties  to 
which  the  Roman  Cathohc  Bishops  were 
liable.  He  would  not  object  if  the 
Bishops  of  both  Churches  were  exempt- 
ed. It  would  be  easy  to  introduce  words 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  including 
the  Boman  Catholic  Prelates  of  Ireland 
in  the  exempti(m,  and  he  believed  that 
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ouch  general  ezemptioii  would  be  re- 
ceived as  a  boon  b;  the  Bonum  Cei< 
tholice.  

Eari,  GBANVUXEt  My  Lords,  I 
hope  the  noble  I!arl  irill  not  press  Ma 
Amendment.  I  think  it  will  be  neces* 
sary  in  coneeqaeEce  of  the  diBestablish- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church,  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  ecclesiaBtical  titles  ;  but 
I  fhiTiV  Hu^  Amendment  ought  not  to 
be  made  by  the  introduction  of  words 
into  fhi'n  Bill.  This  Bill  does  maintain 
all  the  dignity  of  the  occlesiaBticB  now 
belonging  to  the  Irish  Church ;  but  it 
would  not  be  right  to  introduoe  Enich 
words  as  those  propoeed  by  the  noble 
Lord  without  reference  to  other  digni- 
taries. The  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act 
was  passed  under  peculiar  circumstances 
and  at  a  time  of  great  ezdtement ;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  good  pre- 
cedent to  follow,  when  we  are  passing  a 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  is  to  bring 
about  complete  religious  equality. 

The  Abchbibhop  op  CANTEEBUBY  : 
My  Lords,  your  Lordships  will  recollect 
that  a  Select  Committee  was  appointed 
last  year  to  consider  the  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  Act.  At  that  time  there  was  a 
strong  desire  to  remove  the  disahitities 
under  which  the  Homan  Catholic  Pre- 
lates labour,  but  it  was  found  that  there 
were  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  doing 
so.  Ton  are  now  said  to  be  loTcUin^ 
down ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  you  will 
facilitate  the  removal  of  the  difficulties 
to  which  I  have  referred  by  allowing 
the  Bishops  of  the  Protestant  Church  to 
drop  into  a  position  which  will  subject 
tiiem  to  penatties  which  there  is  a  desire 
to  remove  in  the  case  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bishops. 

Lord  COLCfeESTEB  said,  he  would 
refer  their  Lordships  to  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Oommittee  on  the 
Ecclesiastical  Tities  Act  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  now  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet.  He  must  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

LoEO  CAIBNS  T  I  agree,  my  Lords, 
with  every  word  that  has  fiUlen  from  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Colchester)  as  to  the 
absolute  necessity  of  securing  the  Pre- 
lates of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land gainst  the  penalties  imposed  by 
the  Ecclesiastical  Tides  Act.  I  think 
there  will  be  no  difference  of  opinion 
on  that  point.  I  also  think  that  my 
noble  Friend  has  done  good  service  in 
calling  attention  to  the  sul^ect;  but,  as 


I  understand  the  ezpressionB  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Qranville),  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Gtovermuent  is 
that  before  the  time  arrives  when  the 
Prelates  of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland  will  be  appointed  in  a  different 
manner  horn  that  in  which  they  now 
are,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  measure  to  free 
them  from  the  pains  and  penalties  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act.  The  new 
constitution  will  not  come  into  operation 
till  1872 ;  but  even  were  it  to  come  into 
operation  on  the  1st  of  January  1871, 
there  would  be  mnple  opportunity  to 
introduce  such  a  Bill  in  sufficient  time. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  expressions 
used  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
last  year,  when  legislative  steps  had  not 
been  taken  to  disestablish  the  Irish 
Church,  ought  now,  tinder  such  altered 
circumstances,  to  be  held  binding  on 
him.  I  would,  therefore,  suggest  to 
my  noble  Friend  who  has  moved  the 
Amendment  whether,  if  I  have  rightiy 
understood  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  it 
would  not  be  better  and  more  &ee  firom 
danger  to  leave  this  question  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Qovemment  next 
Session. 

LoHD  DENMAK  said,  he  thought  it 
was  more  than  enough  to  disestablish 
the  Church,  and  he  did  not  see  why  it 
should  for  a  moment  possibly  be  exposed 
to  pains  and  penaltiee  as  a  consequence 
of  the  disestablishment. 

On  Question  ?  Besolved  in  the  nega- 
tive. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 
[^Comperuation  to  Pariont  thprived 
of  Income.'] 

Clause  14  (Compensation  to  ecclesias- 
tical persons  other  than  curates). 

The  Bishop  of  PETEBBOEOUGH  '■ 
My  Lords,  before  I  submit  to  your 
Lordships  the  Amendment  which  stands 
on  the  Paper  in  my  name,  I  wish  to  di- 
rect your  attention  to  what  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  slight  ambiguity  in  the  clause 
as  it  stands.      The  clause  runs  thus — 

"  The  Gomminioiwn  iball,  at  aoon  *■  may  b« 
after  the  pMling  of  th[B  Aot,UDerfat[D  And  dMiare 
b;  order  the  amaant  of  jeulj  ineoma  of  wbiah 
the  bolder  of  aof  arohbishoprie,  biitaoprio,  baoe- 
floe,  or  oatbedral  preferment,  in  or  oonnected  wltb 
the  tald  Cburoh,  will  be  deprlred  bj  Tirtae  of  tliii 
Act,  after  dednotiag  all  ratei  and  taiai  except 
income  or  property  tax,  Balariaa  of  permanaal 
onntea  emplojed,  »  hereinafter  mentiDDed," 
and  so  on.  Now,  I  believe  I  am  correct 
[^Committee — Clatuf  14 
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in  stating  that  the  exception  ie  meant  to 
be  confined  to  the  income  and  property 
tax,  and  what  I  propose  to  do  ie  to  add 
another  exception  to  the  taxes  which 
are  to  be  deducted  in  calculating  the 
annuities  to  bepaid  to  the  holders  of 
preferments.  The  tax  which  I  propose 
should  not  be  deducted,  before  you  cal- 
culate the  net  income  of  the  holder  of 
any  preferment,  is  a  certain  tax  which  is 
now  paid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners in  Ireland,  and  which  is  gene- 
rally known  as  a  tax  on  clerical  incomes. 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  pardon  me 
if,  in  justice  to  my  chents,  I  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  enter  somewhat  into  detail  in 
dealing  with  this  matter.  I  wish  you  to 
understand  clearly  what  is  the  origin  of 
this  tax  which  is  paid  by  the  cleigy 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and 
I  will,  in  the  first  place,  explain  the 

Surposee  to  which  it  is  applied.  Un- 
er  the  Church  Temporalities  Act,  which 
was  passed  in  the  reign  of  William  IV., 
certam  charges,  which  had  not  been  pre- 
viously provided  for  at  all,  and  which 
would  be  met  by  what  in  England  is 
called  Church  rates  and  in  Ireland  vestry 
cess,  were  ordered  to  be  paid  by  the 
Commissioners  out  of  certain  revenues 
assigned  for  that  object.  This  revenue 
was  partly  derived  from  suppressed  sees 
and  partly  from  a  tax  imposed  on  the  in- 
comes of  tbe  beneficed  clergy.  It  was  a 
tax  rising  very  rapidly  from  £2  10«.  per 
cent,  on  incomes  of  £300  a  year,  till 
it  reaches  Id  per  cent.    It  was  to  be 

S plied  by  the  Commissi  oners,  wherever 
ay  got  a  sufficient  surplus,  to  the  aug- 
mentation of  small  benefices  ;  but,  be- 
fore they  got  that  surplus — which  by  the 
way,  they  hardly  got  at  all  —  to  the 
buUding  and  repairing  of  churches,  to 
providing  the  proper  requidtes  fbr  Divine 
service,  to  the  lighting  and  keeping  of 
churches,  to  the  cost  of  ^el,  and  even 
to  the  washing  of  the  surplices  of  the 
clergy.  Amon»  the  many  anomalies  of 
this  anomalous  Irish  Church,  the  great- 
est, of  all,  and  I  have  as  yet  seen  no 
notice  token  of  it,  was  that  the  requi- 
sites for  Divine  service  were  suppned 
mainly  out  of  the  incomes  of  the  poor 
cleivy  of  that  Church.  I  ask  your 
Jjordships  particularly  to  bear  in  mind 
1^  fact,  that  when  the  Act  taxing  the 
dergy  was  passed  the  reason  given  for 
taking  that  step  was  that  under  the  law 
of  the  Church  as  it  then  existed  there 
was  a  liability  attached  to  them,  for  the 
Th«  £ithop  of  Pelerhorough. 


repair  of  the  diaucel.  To  give  you  tin 
instance  of  the  extreme  severity  of  the 
incidence  of  the  tax  I  may  state  that  on 
incomes  of  £400  a  year  in  Ireland  a 
clei^man  pays  a  tax  to  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Commissioners  of  £20  a  year,  and  on 
an  income  of  £650  a  year — which,  in 
passing,  I  may  mention  was  the  in- 
come which  I  had  the  privilege  of 
enjoying  as  a  bloated  and  pampered 
dignitary  of  the  Irish  Church  for  a  pe- 
riod of  three  years — £45.  You  will  at 
once  see  therefore  that  the  tax  is  a  heavy 
one;  and  its  total  amount  is  £19,000  a 
year.  But  for  this  heavy  charge  the 
clergy  ^t  a  very  valuable  return.  They 
get  their  churches  repaired  and  lighted, 
and  the  requisites  for  the  performance 
of  Divine  service  provided,  many  of 
which  things  they  would  otherwise  have 
had  to  pay  for  out  of  their  own  poc- 
kets, and  most  of  which  they  vrill  have 
to  pay  for  if  this  Bill  passes  in  its 
present  shape.  The  amount  ^ven  by 
the  Commissioners  for  the  repair  of  the 
churches  and  the  other  purposes  I  have 
mentioned  is  £36,000  a  year,  as  against 
£19,000  furnished  by  the  clergy;  so  that 


this  a  tax  at  all.  It  is  on  annual  payment 
for  value,  and  very  considerable  value, 
obtained,  and  the  Eodeaiastical  Commis- 
sioners may  be  described  as  an  ag^icy 
for  tho  supply  of  the  requisites  for  Di- 
vine service  out  of  what  they  derived 
from  the  incomes  of  the  beneficed  dragy. 
Now,  this  clause  enacte  that  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commission  shall  cease ;  that  they 
shall  no  longer  contribute  to  the  repair 
of  the  churches  or  to  the  purposes  to 
which  I  have  referred,  while  it,  at  the 
same  time,  provides  that  this  tax  shall 
be  deducted  from  the  incomes  of  the 
dei^.  This  amounts  to  nothing  more 
than  that  the  British  Government  comes 
in  and  impounds  the  money  which  the 
clei^  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
paymg  for  certain  important  value  re- 
ceivea ;  for  the  Bill  before  us  proposes, 
in  efi'ect,  that  they  shall  not  contiQue 
to  receive  that  value,  while  they  are 
to  pay  the  tax  for  the  rest  of  their  na- 
tural lives.  Is  that,  I  would  ask,  just 
or  equitable  dealing  ?  I  am  in  the 
habit,  and  I  trust  I  may,  widiout  pro- 
sumption,  assume  that  your  Lordships 
are  m  the  habit,  of  paying  your  biDs 
yearly  if  not  h^-yearly.  ^Yell,  what 
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▼ould  say  of  yam  LordBhips  think  if  it 
wore  laid  down  by  Act  of  Fatliament 
that  a  cheque  which  he  was  about  to 
send  to  his  vine  merchant  should  be  im- 
pounded before  it  reached  its  destina- 
tion, that  the  merchant  should  be  pre- 
vented under  a  heavy  penalty  from  sup- 
plying any  more  wine,  and  that  t£e 
Briti^  Gorerament  and  the  magnani- 
mous BritiBb  nation  should  for  the  future 
receive  tho  yearly  or  half-yearly  pay- 
ments made  r  The  Bill  in  this  re^tect 
does  not  seem  even  to  affect  to  be  gene- 
rous, and  there  are,  in  my  opinion,  only 
two  ways  of  meeting  the  great  injustice 
which  is  about  to  be  done  in  this  matter 
One  is  to  remit  absolutely  to  the  clergy 
these  payments  to  the  Church  Commis- 
sion,  for  which  tliey  will  no  longer  ob- 
tain the  value  whi<^  they  have  hitherto 
received.  The  objection  made  to  this 
proposal  is,  that  it  would  benefit  the 
richer  and  not  the  poorer  clergy ;  that 
is,  no  doubt,  to  a  certain  extent,  an  ob- 
jection to  it,  though  I  do  not  admit  that 
you  hare  any  more  right  to  do  a  wrong 
to  a  rich  than  to  a  poor  man.  I  admit, 
however,  that  the  objection  is  aplausible 
one,  in  the  case  of  a  measure  which  does 
not  affect  to  be  generous.  But  there  is 
another  mode  of  meeting  the  dif&culty. 
It  is  that  the  clet^  should  still  continue 
to  pay  the  tax,  but  that  when  paid  it 
should  be  devoted  to  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  previously  apphed ;  that  is 
to  say,  that,  mstead  of  paying  the  tax 
to  the  British  nation — which  I  cannot 
suppose  is  in  want  of  the  money — the 
dergy  should  pay  it  to  the  new  Church 
Body,  and  that  they  should  expend  it  on 
the  repair  of  churches,  and  the  providing 
the  necessary  requisites  for  Divine  ser- 
vice, as  has  hitherto  been  the  case.  I 
should  have  moved  an  Amendment  to 
tluB  effect  myself,  but  that  it  may  seem 
ungracious  in  an  English  Frdiate  to 
meddle  with  the  application  of  a  charge 
which  will  fall  on  his  Irish  brethren ; 
but  I  shall  be  happy  to  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  my  right  rev.  Friend  (the  Bishop 
of  Deny)  who  disclaims,  as  I  anticipated 
and  as  I  can  assure  your  Lordships  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  clergy  dis- 
uaim,  any  wish  to  profit  by  the  remis- 
sion of  the  tax.  It  is  their  desire  that 
the  money  should  be  appropriated  in  the 
way  I  have  mentioned.  The  Amend- 
ment may  be  incorporated  with  that 
which  stands  in  my  right  rev.  Friend's 
name,  and  it  may  be  brought  forward 


on  the  Report  if  the  forms  of  the  House 
preclude  its  being  moved  now.  I  think 
I  have  shown  your  Lordships  that  there 
is  a  just  and  Suitable  claim  for  the  re- 
mission of  the  tax.  It  may,  however, 
be  ui^ed,  as  an  objection  to  the  course 
whidi  I  have  suggested,  that  the  whole 
income  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
doners  does  not  go  to  the  repair  of  the 
churches,  but  that  a  great  portion  of  it 
is  devoted  to  the  augmentation  of  small 
benefices.  Now,  I  looked  carefully  into 
the  accounts  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missionerB  to  ascertain  the  total  amount 
expended  by  them  during  the  last  year 
on  small  benefices,  and  I  find  it  was 
5,900  and  odd  pounds.  But  the  greater 
part  of  that  amount  did  not  come  out  of 
this  tas,  but  out  of  the  private  holders' 
fund,  the  sum  paid  by  the  Eodesiastical 
ConunissionerB  out  of  this  tax  being 
under  £2,000.  Of  the  amount  contri- 
buted by  the  clergy  18«.  6(?.  in thepound 
is  for  flie  requirements  of  the  Church, 
and  only  the  balance  of  \t.  6d.  for  the 
augmentation  of  Bm&U  benefices.  I 
thmk  I  have  made  out  something  like  a 
juBt  and  equitable  claim,  not  for  putting 
the  tax  back  into  the  pockets  of  Uie 
clergy,  but  for  leaving  them  exactly  in 
the  position  in  which  they  were  before, 
by  continuing  the  tax  and  devoting  its 
proceeds  to  &&  same  purposes  to  iriiich 
they  are  now  applied.  This  arrange- 
ment, if  adopted,  will  enable  the  poor 
Irish  Church  to  tide  over  what  will  be 
her  time  of  greatest  difficulty,  when 
every  effort  will  be  taxed  to  keep  in  re- 
pair the  churcheB  of  the  poorer  Pro- 
testant congregations. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  25,  after 
("tax")  to  insert  ("and  the  tax  on 
clerical  incomes  now  payable  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Ir^ 
land.") — {2^  Buhop  of  Peterborough.) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  I  think,  my 
Lords,  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
ight  rev.  Prelate,  in  moving  his  Amend- 
ment, had  alluded,  not  merely  to  Church 
cess,  but  alBo  to  the  Board  of  First 
Fruits ;  but  of  this  he  made  no  mention 
whatever.  The  whole  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate's  speech  goes  not  really  to  the 
compensation  for  vested  interests,  which 
is  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  to  the 
endowment  in  a  new  form  of  the  dises- 
tablished Church.  Moreover,  the  pro- 
posal would  be  only  of  partial  appUca- 
tion ;  for  this  tax,  while  riang  rapidly 
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upon  inoonteB  abore  £300  a  year,  does 
not  apply  at  all  to  incomea  below  that 
amount. 

The  Bishop  of  DEBET  eaid,  that  Mb 
object  in  the  Amendment  whiob  he  in- 
tended to  propose  waa  that,  in  the  ex- 
ceptional and  difficult  drcuiUBtanoea  in 
-which  the  Church  was  to  be  placed,  the 
deduction  to  which  the  Bishops  and 
clergy  had  submitted  for  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Church  should  continue 
to  be  ap^ed  to  thoae  purpoaea. 

The  v.km.  OF  KIMBEELET  con- 
tended that  first  fruits  belonged  orinn- 
ally  to  the  See  of  Borne,  and  at  the  Be- 
formation  became  the  property  of  the 
Crown,  which,  as  time  went  on,  allowed 
them  to  be  applied  to  certain  ecdesiasti- 
oal  purposes.  But  when  the  Church 
temporalities  Act  was  passed,  a  tax,  va- 
lying  from  2)-  to  15  per  cent,  was  sub- 
stituted fbr  these  first  fruits,  which  tax 
never  was  the  property  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  at  any  period  of  her  history.  To 
give  over  this  tax  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed would  be  to  give  to  the  clergy 
what  they  had  never  possessed.  But  the 
proposition  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
rested  upon  the  supposition  that  these 
first  fruits  and  this  tax  represented 
Church  properly.        

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH 
Baid,  the  purposes  to  which  this  tax  were 
applied  were  purposes  to  which  vestry 
cess  had  been  applied;  but  he  did  not 
say  that  the  tax  itself  was  in  lieu  of  ves- 
try cess.  

The  Easl  of  KIMBEEIjEY  said,  he 
was  perfectly  aware  of  the  obligations 
reetiug  upon  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  his  argument  was  that  first 
fruits,  which  the  tax  represeated,  did 
not  belong  to  the  Churcb  at  all.  To 
hand  over  this  tax  as  a  sustentatiou 
fiind  for  the  repair  of  churches  in  Ire- 
land, however  desirable  an  arrangement 
in  the  interests  of  the  Church,  was 
wholly  inoonsiBtent  with  the  principles 
of  the  BiU. 

The  Eabl  of  DEBBY  :  Having  been 
personalljr  much  concerned  in  introduc- 
ing the  Bill  which  has  been  referred  to, 
I  maybe  permitted  to  say  what  the  state 
of  things  was  at  that  time,  as  it  may  not 
be  in  some  of  your  Lordships'  reoollec- 
tion.  Previous  to  1833,  the  Eomau  Ca- 
tholioB,  although  they  had  the  right  of 
voting  for  everything  else,  had  no  right 
of  voting  for  the  imposition  of  church 
cess ;  but  wheu  the  vestiy  met  together 
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to  vote  a  snm  to  be  applied  to  the  bub- 
teutadon  of  the  Churcb,  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics were  compelled  to  withdraw,  and 
the  Protestants  imposed  that  tax  upon 
Eoman  Catholics  as  well  as  upon  them- 
selves. If  it  had  been  proposed  at  that 
time  to  allow  Boman  Catholics  to  vote 
in  the  imposition  of  Church  cess,  the  ef- 
fect, I  need  hardly  teU  your  Lordships, 
would  have  been  entirely  to  abolish  that 
tax  without  compensation.  I  must  also 
add  that  the  Protestants  were  extremely 
unwilling  to  exercise  their  legal  right  of 
imposing  this  tax  upon  Boman  Catho- 
lics, and  the  consequence  was  that  in 
many  cases  the  necessary  sums  were  not 
collected,  and  churches  in  consequence 
fell  into  disrepair.  The  (Government  of 
that  day,  in  dealing  with  the  question, 
provided  that  the  Church  cess,  amount- 
ing to  £60,000,  should  be  abolished,  and 
that  this  amonnt  should  be  a  charge  on 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commiflsioners,  who 
were  to  receive  in  lieu  of  it  a  tax  upon 
benefices  above  a  certain  value.  Aa 
some  compensation  for  the  tax  so  im- 
posed, which  bore  very  heavily  upon  tha 
clergy,  they  were  thenceforth  to  be  re- 
lieved bain,  payment  of  first  fruits  and 
tenths.  And  accordingly  the  arrange- 
ment, while  it  released  the  poorer  Bo- 
man CathoHcs  from  a  very  great  griev 
ance,  at  the  same  time  made  provision 
by  this  tax  for  the  perpetual  sustentatiou 
of  existing  churches.  I  must  say  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
boTougb)  has  proved,  in  what  seems  to 
me  a  moBt  concluBive  manner,  that  if 
you  continue  to  impose  this  tax  upon  the 
clergy,  you  ought  in  fairness  io  provide 
that  the  tax  shall  continue  to  be  devoted 
to  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  at  present 
collected.  The  Motion  does  not  propose 
to  relieve  the  clergy  from  any  tax,  but 
simply  that  if  the  tax  continues  to  be 
levied,  the  objects  for  which  it  is  levied 
shall  be  observed,  at  least  during  the 
lives  of  the  present  occupants. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  As  this  ia 
the  first  of  a  long  series  of  Amendments 
which  go,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  root  of 
the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
main  object  of  which  is  to  secure  to  the 
Church  a  very  large  portion  —  I  be- 
lieve my  noble  Friend  (Earl  OranviUe) 
was  correct  in  calculating  upwards  of 
£5,000,000  — of  the  surplus,  7  am  de- 
irous  ~of  offering  to  the  House  a  few 
observations  witii  regard  to  this  prin- 
oiple,  and  I  am  the  more  anxious  to  do 
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so  aa  I  think  it  bears  close  relation  k 
an  obeerration  made  by  tbe  noble  Kar- 
quees  (the  Uarquesa  of  Baliflburr)  tlie 
other  erening.  Ab  to  the  Amendiaent 
now  in  issue,  we  have  heard  from  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  that  it  isXlQ.OOOayear, 
and  that  ite  capitalized  value  would  be 
£200,000.  I  beliere  the  noble  Marquess 
was  wrong  in  Baying  that  these  were  al- 
ternative Amendments,  and  that  there- 
fore my  noble  Friend  was  in  error  ii 
adding  them  together.  I  have  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  any  of  the  Amend' 
ments  will  be  withdrawn,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  they  are  alternative. 
On  the  oontraiy,  I  believe  they  are 
cumulative;  and  we  are  now  dealing 
vith  the  £rst  of  a  series  of  Amendments, 
the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  secure  for 
the  Irish  Church,  out  of  the  surplus,  at 
least  between£4, 000,000  and  £5,000, 000. 
Now,  the  noble  Marquess  the  other 
evening  accused  us  of  not  appreciating 
what  was  the  true  meaning  of  the 
Church,  and  said  we  appeared  to  think 
that  the  Church  meant  uie  clergy.  Now, 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  is  that  the 
ChuKh  —  meaning  thereby  boUi  the 
clergy  and  the  laity — shall  receive,  I 
will  not  say  nothing,  but  little  more 
than  life  interests  in  the  incomes  which 
the  dez^  now  enjoy.  That  is  the  main 
principle  of  the  Bill — thatthe  Church  as 
a  body  should  receive  no  more  than  the 
life  interests  of  the  present  holders  of 
office,  and  I  need  hardly  say  that  it  is 
the  clergy  alone  who  hold  those  life  in- 
terests. Now,  I  venture  to  assert  that 
the  clergy  do  not  enjoy  a  life  interest  in 
this  tax ;  it  is  a  deduction  from  their  in- 
comes which  tlie  clergy  do  not  enjoy. 
No  doubt  the  argument  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  on  this  point  showed  great  in- 
genuity; and  he  asked  that  the  tax 
uiould  be  applied,  not  to  the  advantt^ 
of  the  clergy  alone,  but  of  the  Church 
as  a  whole,  meaning  both  clergy  and 
lai^.  But,  in  the  same  sense,  the  laity 
get  the  benefit  of  the  whole  endowments 
of  tlte  Church,  yet  the  Clovemment  never 
admitted  that  the  laity  had  a  right  of 
property  in  those  endowments.  On  the 
contrary,  t&e  Qovemment  always  main- 
tained that,  saving  life  interests,  the 
property  of  the  Church  belongs  to  the 
State.  That  is  the  very  root  of  the  BiU, 
but  you  propose  to  take  from  the  avail- 
able suniluB  this  tax,  which  is  a  public 
tax,  and  represents  the  old  First  Fmita 
that  went  to  the  Crown,  and  you  are 


giving  it  aa  an  endowment  to  the  Church 
as  a  body.  Well,  I  contend  that  pre- 
cisely the  same  course  might  be  t^en 
with  ©very  U.  of  the  tithes,  and  with 
every  1»  of  that  which  you  now  call 
the  property  of  the  EstabUshed  Church. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  accuse  us  of  confounding  the 
two  meanings  of  the  Church.  We 
are  all  apt  to  use  the  word  in  a  veiy 
ambiguous  sense.  But  it-  has  been  the 
friends  of  the  Church  who  have  been 
guilty  of  that  confusion.  In  the  course 
of  these  discussions  they  have  been  in- 
structed upon  this  point ;  but,  up  to  the 
present  Session,  their  main  ai^piment 
was  that  the  Established  Church  is  iden- 
tically the  same  as  that  which  existed 
before  the  Reformation.  The  doctrine 
was  maintained  that  there  was  the  same 
succession  of  the  Episcopate  and  cleigy, 
although  the  people  did  not  adhere  to 
it.  That  was  the  argument  used  last 
Session,  and  during  this  Session  one  of 
the  moat  distinguished  Prelates  of  the 
English  Church,  in  an  able  pamphlet, 
which  he  calls  A  Speech  Umpoim, 
lays  down  the  doctrine  that  the  present 
Church  of  Ireland,  being  identically  the 
same  as  that  which  existed  before  the 
Beformation,  is  entitled  to  the  whole 
property  of  the  Church.  This  Bill  is 
based  upon  a  denial  of  that  doctrine. 
We  say  that,  beyond  the  life  interests 
of  the  clei^,  the  property  of  the  Church 
belongs  to  die  State,  and  is  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  State.  This  is  the  cardinal 
principle,  not  only  of  the  Bill,  but  of 
those  who  are  in  favour  of  concurrent 
endowment.  If  you  lay  down  the  doc- 
trine that  the  funds  of  the  Church  are 
the  property  of  the  laity,  you  have  no 
right  to  touch  Ii.  of  that  property  in 
order  to  give  it  to  any  other  sects  or 
Churches.  ICheers.']  My  Lords,  I  re- 
rejoice  in  that  cheer,  because  it  shows 
that  at  least  some  noble  Lords  opposite 
are  standing  to  their  colours ;  but  I 
claim  the  support  of  the  doctrine  which 
I  have  enunciated  from  every  Member 
of  the  Liberal  party  and  from  the  no- 
ble Lords  on  the  cross-Benches  who  have 
spoken  in  fovour  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment. Whether  the  surplus  funds  of 
the  Church  are  to  be  given  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  poor,  and  the  alleviation  of 
unavoidable  suffering,  or  distributed  in- 
discriminately among  all  the  sections  in 
Ireland,  you  have  no  right  to  take  either 
view  if  you  adopt  the  doctrine  that  to 
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tbe  lai^  of  the  Ohni«h  belongs  in  right 
of  property  the  property  of  the  Church. 
In  claiming,  therefore,  a  public  tax 
vhich  has  never  belonged  to  the  clergy, 
on  the  ground  that  it  -mil  go  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  lai<7,  you  lay  down  a  prin- 
ciple which  ^es  to  the  very  root  of  the 
Bui,  and  which  would  entitle  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  devote  eveiy  1«.  of  ti^es 
in  the  same  way.  The  riKht  rev.  Pre- 
late told  us  that  he  once  held  a  paro- 
chial living,  and  that  from  his  income  a 
certain  sum  of  money  was  deducted  in 
respect  of  tius  tax.  But  let  me  ask  liim 
whether,  when  he  accepted  the  presen- 
tation to  the  living,  he  did  not  know  that 
it  was  subject  to  such  a  deduction  ?  K 
~  so,  what  right  has  he  to  complain  that 
the  deduction  was  made,  or  to  ask  that 
the  tax  should  now  be  applied  for  the 
benefit  either  of  the  clergy  or  the  whole 
Church  ?  I  say  that,  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple he  wonld  have  a  right  to  claim 
every  It.  of  the  funds  belonging  to  the 
Ciiurch.  I  will  not  enter  mr&erinto 
the  question  raised  by  these  Amend- 
ments. I  only  wish  to  point  out  that  it 
is  impossible  for  the  Government  to  give 
their  assent  to  Amendments  for  taking 
out  of  the  surplus  Ibj^  fimds  for  tike  re- 
endowment — -because  it  comes  to  that — 
of  the  Irish  Church.  Such  a  course 
wouldinvolveindiscriminateendowments 
for  all  the  other  seots  in  Ireland,  and  I 
have  the  most  perfect  conviction  that 
among  l^e  questioiui  submitted  to  the 
country  at  the  last  General  Election,  one 
of  the  most  prominent — the  one  which 
attracted  the  greatest  amount  of  atten- 
tion from  the  people  of  the  three  King- 
doms, and  to  which  they  have  given 
the  most  distinct  response — is  that  on 
which  their  verdict  has  been  pronounced 
against  the  principle  of  indiscriminate 
endowment.  If  you  assent  to  this 
Amendment,  which  involves  the  princi- 

gs  that  the  property  should  go  to  the 
^testant  laity,  who  constitute  only  one- 
seventh  of  the  population  of  Ireland,  you 
will  he  adopting  a  principle  which  will 
be  fatal  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 

LoED  CAIRNS ;  The  noble  Duke  has, 
in  discussing  a  email  Amendment,  risen 
to  a  pitch  of  enthusiasm  which  I  should 
not  have  thought  possible  if  I  had  not 
witnessed  it.  The  noble  Duke  spoke  of 
a  pamphlet  which  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships have  no  doubt  read  with  great  de- 
light. It  is  the  production  of  a  right 
rev.  Prelate,  and  entitled,  I  believe,  A 
n»  Dtikt  ofJr$yU 


Sptech  not  Spoitn.  As  I  listened  to  the 
noble  Duke's  speech  the  first  question 
I  asked  myself  was  whether  the  noble 
Duke  had  ^ken  in  the  debate  on  tlie 
second  readmg  of  the  BiU.  For  I  con- 
fess that  the  speech  he  has  just  made 
appears  as  if  it  had  been  prepared  for 
the  second  reading,  and  not  delivered 
on  that  occasion.  I  presume,  however, 
that  to-night's  speech  proceeds  &om  the 
noble  Duke's  exuberance  of  fancy,  which 
has  enabled  him  to  make  a  seoond  speech 
on  the  second  reading  now  that  we  are 
in  Committee.  I  shall  not  follow  the 
noble  Duke  in  a  discussion  of  first  prin- 
ciples, but  I  will  state  a  few  particulars 
in  r^ard  to  which  he  was  inaccurate. 
The  noble  Duke  says  the  BiU  proceeds 
upon  the  principle  of  entirely  ignoring 
the  rights  of  the  laity  of  the  Church, 
and  he  fiirther  maintains  that  the  laity 
have  no  rights,  vested  or  otherwise,  to 
bepreserved. 

The  Duke  of  AEGTLL  :  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  "What  I  did  say 
was  that  the  Government  never  admitted 
that  the  small  minority  of  Protestant 
laity  in  Ireland  have  a  vested  right  in 
the  property  of  the  Church.  I  did  not 
say  tnat  they  had  no  right. 

LoBB  CAIENS :  I  confess  I  do  not 
understand  the  subtle  distinctioii  of  the 
noble  Duke,  who  says  the  small  mino- 
rity of  Protostant  laity  have  not  a  right 
in  the  property  of  the  Church,  although 
he  never  said  they  had  no  right.  The 
noble  Duke  denies  that  the  laity  have 
any  right  to  any  part  of  the  property  of 
the  Church,  and  I  agree  that,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  that  is  an  accurate  statement 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  complain 
of  that  principle,  but  I  admit  that  the 
Bill  does  ignore  to  a  great  extent  the 
rights  of  the  laity.  There  is,  however, 
one  part  of  the  Bill  which  does  admit 
the  rights  of  the  laity  in  the  Church.  It 
is  this — The  BUI  admits  that  with  r^ard 
to  every  life  intoreet  preserved  by  it 
there  is  a  correlative  right  on  the  part 
of  the  laity  of  the  Church  to  all  tlie  ser- 
vices and  benefits  which  it  was  intended 
they  should  have  when  the  holders  re- 
ceived their  appointments.  I  must  re- 
quest your  Lordships  to  bear  that  fact 
in  mind  in  considering  this  Amendment. 
Another  error  is  this — The  noble  Duke 
said  that  the  tax  described  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  was  equivalent  to  the  Sist 
fruits.  It  may,  indeed,  be  so,  but  only 
to  a  very  small  extent.     It  comfriMd 
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the  former  contributioii  in  tlie  way 
first  fruits,  but  this  tax  mea  immenBely 
fiirther  than  the  tax  of  first  fruits  ever 
vent.  It  was  made  to  g;o  further  for 
the  express  and  obviouB  purpose  of  pro- 
viding those  requisites  and  repairs  to 
which  my  right  rer.  Friend  has  referred, 
and  which  were  formerly  provided  for 
by  the  yestry  cess.  These  are  facts  as 
to  which  there  can  be  no  dispute.  The 
illustration  of  the  noble  Duke  himself 
disposes  of  the  question.  Let  me  state 
the  position  of  my  right  rev.  Friend 
when  he  was  appointed  to  his  Irish 
benefice.  It  was  a  benefice  of  the  value 
of  £650  a  year,  subject  to  a  tax  of  £45, 

Jiaid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
or  the  purpose  of  repairs  and  providing 
church  requisites.  Now,  what  was  the 
contract  made  between  my  right  rev. 
Friend  and  die  laity  of  the  pariah  at 
the  time  he  received  his  appointment  to 
the  benefice  7  I  niaintain  that  the  con- 
tract was  this  —  He  was  appointed  to 
this  benefice  with  a  nominal  income  of 
£650 ;  but  out  of  that  sum  £45  shall  be 
applied  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
Bionera  for  the  purpose  of  repairs,  and 
supplying  church  requisites,  which,  as 
to  some  of  them  direcdy,  and  as  to  others 
indirectly,  the  laity  would  have  been 
obliged  to  provide  for  if  this  arrange- 
ment had  not  been  made.  And  if  my 
right  rev.  Friend  were  still  the  11^ 
holder  of  this  benefice,  the  contract  be- 
tween him  and  the  parish  would  be 
broken  if  the  Government  were  to  step 
in  and  say — "As  this  has  been  a  be- 
nefice of  £650  a  year,  and  as  ibr  the 
£45  there  shall  be  no  compensatiou, 
henceforward  it  shall  be  a  benefice  of 
£605  only,  and  you,  the  rector,  shall  be 
bound  to  repair  the  chancel  at  your  own 
expense  and  supply  the  church  requi- 
utes,  because  if  Uie  laity  do  not  supply 
them,  you,  the  rector,  must."  Now,  I 
contend  that  this  contract  wiU  be  vio- 
lated by  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

V-^T,!  GRANVILLE:  Do  I  under- 
stand the  noble  Lord  to  say  that  the 
£45  goes  to  die  service  of  this  particular 
pari^? 

Lord  OAHtNS :  Certainly  not ;  but  it 
goes  into  a  fiind  out  of  which  the  sum 
required  for  tiiis  particular  benefice 
comes  bach.  If  you  can  shew  exactly 
the  amount  required  for  the  provision  of 
ft  particular  benefice  it  might  be  con- 
tended that,  after  providing  that  sum, 
the  State  might  take  possession  of  the 
VOL.  CXCVn.     [THm)  BtaiEs.] 


tax.  That,  however,  camiot  be  dAne- 
The  only  way  in  which  the  arrangement 
can  be  carried  out  is  by  making  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  the  re- 
cipients of  the  common  fimd  in  order 
that  they  may  supply  the  requisites  for 
the       ■       '       " 


LoED  NOETHBEOOK:  said,  he  ap- 
prehended that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Cairns)  alto^edier  abandoned  the  pro- 
posal mat  this  legal  reduction  from  the 
incomes  of  the  holders  of  benefices  and 
other  preferments  should  be  given  to 
them  and  be  an  addition  to  the  annuities 
provided  by  this  clause.  That  was  the 
effect  of  tiie  Amendment,  though  he 
understood  that  that- proposal  was  now 
abandoned,  and  that  the  Committee  was 
discussing  some  Amendment  which 
might  or  might  not  be  a  proper  one,  but 
which  was  not  before  their  Lordships. 
He  apprehended  that  their  Lordships 
would  hardly  decide  upon  an  Amend- 
ment before  they  had  seen  it.  Taking 
the  view  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lor^ 
it  was  the  right  of  the  laity  t^  have  the 
disposal  for  their  purposes  of  certain 
monies  which  had  been  taken  from  the 
life  interesto  of  the  clergy  and  devoted 
to  certain  ecclesiastical  purposes.  These 
monies  amounted  to  £19,000  per  annum, 
and  the  life  interest  of  that  sum  was  no 
less  tban  £200,000.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  omitted  to  mention  the  two 
heaviest  charges  which  fell  upon  this 
fund — namely,  the  salaries  to  parish 
clerks,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to 
£14,513— and  the  salaries  of  the  sextons, 
amounting  to  £9,668  per  annum.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  altogether  omitted 
those  lai^  items,  although  he  mentioned 
minor  sums  for  organ-blowers,  the 
tuning  of  organs,  and  the  washing  of 
surplices.     It  was  most  important,  how- 

)r,  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  payment 
__  the  salaries  to  the  parish  clerks  and 
sextons,  amounting  altogether  to  up- 
wards of  £24,000  a  year,  was  fully  pro- 
vided for  under  Clause  16, 

Tee  Maaqtiess  of  BATH  said  it  had 
len  often  argued  from  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House,  that  they  did 
not  know  what  was  the  real  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  that  some  explanation 
ought  to  be  obtuned  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Government  would  deal  with 
the  Bill  if  their  Lordships  read  it  a 
second  time.  They  had  had  the  advan- 
this  evening  of  hearing  from  the 
e  Duke  a  deaaration  of  the  policy 
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■of  &e  Gorerament,  and  he  would  toll 
the  noble  Duke  tliat  if  he  liad  not  been 
restrained  hy  the  wiedom  and  prudence 
of  hia  Colleagaea — in  which  wiMom  and 
prudence  the  noble  Dnke  did  not  share — 
from  making  that  speech  on  the  second 
reading,  no  power  on  earth  would  have 
induced  him  (the  Marquess  of  Bath)  to 
give  his  rote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Duke 
had  told  them  what  the  policy  of  the 
Oovemment  was  to  be,  and  had  declared 
that,  whatever  else  they  might  agree  to, 
they  would  not  i^ee  to  the  re-eudow- 
roent  of  the  Church.  The  noble  Doke 
had  thrown  down  a  sort  of  challenge  to 
the  House,  which  he  for  one  should  not 
be  slow  to  take  up.  He  would  tell  the 
noble  Duke  that  he  had  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  in  the  interest, 
not  of  the  Irish  Church  alone,  but  princi- 
pally in  the  interestof  that  Church,  and 
with  a  view  to  make  terms  for  it ;  and 
he  would  regard  no  terms  as  sufiBcient 
or  proper  wluch  did  not  embrace  some 
amount  of  re-endowment.  He  would 
tell  the  noble  Dnke  that  he  was  prepared 
to  consent  to  a  sacrifice,  and  a  very  large 
sacrifice,  of  her  endowments.  But  when 
it  was  declared  that  no  Amendment 
would  be  accepted  which  embraced  the 
question  of  re-endowment — [The  Doke 
of  Asotll:  I  did  not  say  that.] — he 
must  say  that  he  would  vote  for  Amend- 
ments involving  a  moderate  re-endow- 
ment, and  by  tiioee  Amendments  he 
would  stand,  even  if  by  so  standing  he 
ahould  bring  the  walls  of  that  House 
down  about  their  ears;  even  if  he 
brought  die  Constitation  of  the  country 
to  the  ground  and  ruined  the  fortunes  of 
himself  and  every  Member  of  that 
Assembly.  With  regard,  however,  to 
the  particular  Amendment  before  the 
House,  he  thought  it  was  an  Amend- 
ment to  meet  an  extremely  unfair  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  rather 
snggest  that  the  ri^ht  rev.  Prelate  ought 
not  to  insist  upon  it,  and  for  this  reason 
— their  great  object  must  be  to  secure 
fbr  the  Irish  Church  that  which  would 
be  permanent,  and  would  remain  after 
present  life  interests  had  ceased  to  exist. 
Now,  the  tax  under  discussion  was  a  tax 
Upon  life  interests ;  and  therefore  if  it 
were  diverted  to  the  repreeentatiTe  body 
of  the  disestablished  Church,  it  would 
benefit  them  as  long  as  that  Church  was 
in  a  comparatively  prosperous  state 
daring  the  existing  life  interests;  but 
nt  2Iitri«et$  of  Bath  i 


theywoold  obtain  no  benefit  whatever 
from  it  when  those  life  interests  expired. 
Therefore  he  thought  they  should  limit 
their  demands  not  to  that  which,  on  prin- 
ciples of  abstract  justice,  they  might  be 
entitled  to  ask,  but  to  that  which  con- 
Biderations  of  prudence  would  justify, 
and  on  that  ground  he  did  not  think 
this  Amendment  should  be  pressed. 

On  Question?  —  Their  Lordships  dt- 
W(i#i;-~Contents  04;  Not-Contente  60; 
Majority  44. 

CONTENTS. 


Llandaff.  Bp. 

Tork,  Arehp. 

Peterborough,  Bp. 

Dublin,  Anbp. 

Roeheater,  Bp. 

St.  DaHd'a.  Bp. 

Beaafort,  D. 

Tnam,  Ao.,  Bp. 

Richnwnii.  D. 

Beroer..L. 

WelliDjloii,  D. 

Cairni,  L. 

Ohelmaford,  I. 

LheTwn,\i.{P.  Ahtr- 

Chonlon.  L. 

om.) 

Cbrioa,  L. 

Briitol,  H. 

Clon brook, L. 

Enter,  M. 

Coloheeter.  L. 

Colona)-,  L. 

Twsedd.!.,  M. 

CoWill-  of  Colrow,  L. 

WiaoheiMr,  U. 

iTtUtT.] 

ConeletoD.  L. 
Crofion,  L, 

Amhmit,  E. 

Annealej,  E. 

DeoinaD,  L. 

BandoD,  E. 

Wgby,  L. 

B«uch.nip,  E. 

Bndtord.  E. 

DuDtandle   aod   CUn- 

Brooke  4i.dW>nrkk,E. 

eonal.  L. 

Cattogan,  E. 

Dununr,  L. 

Derbj,  E. 

Egerton,  L. 

DoTon,  E. 

Hu^wick..  E. 

fSiUl-^E-Si^ 

HarriDKtOD.  E. 
Harro-lij,  E. 

mun.) 

ne,teabui7.  L. 

Lucan,  E. 

HjltOD,  L. 

MdHod,  E. 

LilfoTd,  L. 

Hoant  Edccnmbe,  E. 

Northwiok,  L. 

NelMf,  E. 

Orkney  E. 

a-J^L 

Porlarlington,  E. 

Po-ia,  E. 

Rifen,  L. 

Ro.«.E. 

8alMraford,L.(£.Ca«r- 

Selkirk,  E. 

loum.) 

Saltonn,  L. 

Silobetter,  L.  (£.  Long. 

ford.) 

aancarty,  Vi  {£.  Clan-  Somerhill.  L.  (Jf.  Cftm- 

eorty.)  Hcarde.) 

Ue  VewH.  V.  Soudei,  L. 

Gough,  V,  Saathampton,  L. 

Bawirdea,  V.  [7«II«r.]  Stratbnaim,  L. 

Lifford,  V.  Strathapef,  L.  (£.  <Sm- 

Templetown,  V.  field.) 

Talbot  de  MaUbM*.  L. 

BaDgor,  Bp.  Teoiplenion,  L. 

Derr;  and  Rapbo*,  Bp.  Tredegar,  L, 

El/.  Bp.  Wemj.i,  L.    (B.  Wt- 

Qloaceater  and  Briitol,  mgu.) 

Bp.  Vntbarr,  L. 


ly  Google 


{JriT  1,1869} 


CKweA  Sm. 


902 


NOT-OOHTEHTS. 


Batharlay,  L.  {L.  Chan-  Clifford  of  Cbndleish,  L. 

ctUor.)  Db  TmbUj,  L. 

TiogaU.L.  (E.  Finaall) 

SsTonabiM,  D,  Folej,  L.  [TeUer.] 

Sdnt  Albuii,  D.  Qnoard,  L.   {£.  Sra- 

SomerMt,  D,  ttard.) 

Hutiogi,  L. 

Ailmbnrf ,  M.  Lawrence,  L. 

Lanidovna,  H.  Leigb,  L. 

HoTmuibf,  M.  Lurgan,  L. 

HeredTth,  L.  (L.  .iM> 

Cunperdoirn.  E.  Itumwy.) 

Chicbeiter,  E.  Monck,  L.  {V.Mmek.) 

ClnreadoD,  E,  Moaaon,  L. 

De  Grey.  E.  Northbrook,  L. 

GranTille,  E.  PantnuTe,  L,    (£.  Ifal- 

Grej,  E.  Aoun«.) 

Eimberleir,  E.  PenuDoe,  L. 

LichBeld,  E.  Petre,  L. 

Spenosr,  E,  Ponioobj,  L.  (E.  Btu- 
borough.)    ITtller.'] 

leinattp,  T.  (Z>.  Z«in-  Roaillr,  L. 

Iter.)  RouM,    L.     {L.  Sin- 

SfdDSf,  V.  tiaird.) 

Stafford,  L. 

AahbartoD,  L.  SUnlaj  of  Alderler,  L. 

Belper,  L.  Stourton,  L. 

Bo7le,  L.  (£.  Corkaud  Saffleld,  L. 

OrrcryO  Sundridg^  L.  {D.  Ar- 

Camora,  L.  9?"'} 

Cbule[nont,L.{£.CA(ir-  VBman,  L. 

fomoiK,)  Wentwortb,  L. 
CludeborB,  L.  {L.  Duf- 
ftrin  mdCkuKbeye.) 

Seiohed  in  the  Ajffirfnative. 

The  MABQiTEas  op  SAIxESBUBY :  I 
desire  briefly  to  state  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  which  I  have  now  to  pro- 
pose; and  in  the  first  place  I  must 
refer  to  the  course  I  have  taken  in  re- 
ference to  the  last  Amendment  under 
discussioh.  Without  ttn'uhipg  that  the 
hut  Amendment  fras  one  to  which  I 
coold  attach  any  great  value,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  was  nnwiUing  to  seem,  by 
voting  with  the  noble  Duke,  to  accept 
the  doctrine  he  enunciated,  that  anything 
which  could  be  called  a  re-endowment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  however  email  it 
might  be,  was  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
dple  of  the  Bill.  I  offer  this  small  pre- 
&ice,  because  I  am  now  going  to  ask  the 
approval  of  the  noble  Ihike  for  my 
^onendment,  for  I  claim  it  as  a  champion 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  desire  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  remove  &om 
the  Bill  what  seems  to  me  the  most  out- 
rageous violation  of  its  principle  that 
was  ever  suggested.  The  principle  of 
the  BiD  is  ^at  veeted  interests  diould 
be  respected,  and  that  they  should  be 
rejected  in  this  way — ^by  giving  compen- 
ftabion  to  the  cle^y  for  th^  net  income. 


Hy  noble  Friend  &e  Becretazy  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  defined  to  us  what  that 
net  income  was.  He  told  us  in  the  late 
debate—-"  We  desire  to  compensate  the 
clergyman  for  his  net  income,  and  we 
deduct  certain  things  which  he  is  obliged 
to  pa^."  I  am  about  to  move  that  the 
salaries  of  permanent  curates  shall  be 
removed  finm  the  list  of  deductions,  on 
this  ^iiound — that  the  clergyman,  as  a 
rule,  IB  not  obliged  by  law  to  have  a 
curate.  It  is  true  that,  in  exceptional 
cases,  the  incumbent  is  obliged  to  pay  a 
curate,  and  if  the  noble  Eau  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  will  move 
the  insertion  of  exceptions  I  shall  have 
no  objection.  In  estimating  a  man's 
income  in  law  you  do  not  aek  how  much 
he  spends  in  charity;  but  how  much 
money  he  is  forced  to  q)end  to  make  his 
income,  and  how  much  money  he  is 
forced  to  spend  by  law.  These  are  the 
only  two  fair  dednctions  which  you  can 
mate.  It  would  be  as  reasonable  to 
deduct  &om  the  clergyman's  income  the 
sum  spent  in  warming  the  church  or  in 
procuring  an  organ  as  to  deduct  the 
curate's  salary.  In  estimating  the  amount 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  which  is  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  rating,  the  curate's 
salary  is  certainly  not  considered  as  a 
necessary  part  of  the  expenses  of  the 
church;  in  lact,  a  clei^yman  is  rated 
on  the  tithe  rent-charge  without  deduct- 
ing the  curate's  salaiy.  I  beg  leave 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl,  could  there  be 
anything  more  pernicious  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Church  than  to  place  a 
penalty  on  die  employment  of  curates 
in  estimating  the  amount  of  compensation 
to  he  given  to  clergymen  ?  Is  it  right 
to  fine  those  clergymen  who  have  been 
spending  a  portion  of  their  income  in 
improving  the  spiritual  condition  of  their 
parishes,  and  to  make  those  who  have 
neglected  their  duty  a  present  of  a  large 
annuity  as  a  reward  for  that  neglect  ? 

An  Amendment  moved,  iq  line  29,  to 
leave  out  ( ' '  s(daries  of  permanent  curates 
employed  as  hereinafter  mentioned.") — 
{^Tke  Marquess  of  Sah'tbttrt/). 

Eabl  GBAKYTLLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
really  cannot  imderstand  excepting  de- 
ductions which  are  necessary  payments. 
The  proceedings  under  the  Churdi  Tem- 
poraUties  Act  has  a  strong  bearing  on 
this  point.  In  the  Beturna  made  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  incum- 
bents in  Ireland  have  always  been  al- 
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lowed  to  deduct  what  they  gave  to  tlieir 
curates,  even  although  they  did  not 
Btrictly&Ml  the  conditioiis  of  the  Act. 
But  I  will  not  argue  the  question  fur- 
ther, because  I  have  a  proposition  to 
make  to  the  noble  Marquese  (the  H ar- 
guess  of  Salisbury),  who,  as  he  apolo- 
gized for  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  last 
Amendment,  will  appreciate  a  su^ee- 
tion  that,  vhatever  Amendmente  we 
send  down  to  the  other  House,  they 
should  be  based  on  logical  grounds.  Ihe 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess  will 
fall  to  pieces  if  tested  by  his  own  standard 
of  law )  and  what  I  propose  is  that  he 
shall  alter  the  words  in  some  way,  eo  as 
not  to  require  this  deduction  to  be  made 
&om  the  income  of  any  incumbent  who 
has  not  already  made  it  in  his  Betum 
totheEccleBiasticalCommiBsioneTS.  This 
frould  at  once  exempt  all  those  incomes 
which  do  not  exceed  £300  a  year,  and 
in  some  other  cases  excuse  the  incum- 
bents who  have  made  that  deduction. 

The  MutaiTESs  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  accept  that 
suggestion,  because  an  incumbent  might 
have  retained  "a  permanent  curate," 
not  dreaming  what  sense  would  be  put 
upon  the  words ;  but  he  would  not  ob- 
ject to  put  in  "  salaries  of  curates  whom 
the  incumbent  was  bound  by  law  to  em- 
ploy." There  were  such  cases,  such  as 
the  incapacity  of  the  incumbent  or  ex- 
cessive population.  He  could  not  see 
that,  because  a  curate  had  served  the 
spiritual  interests  of  the  people  for  a 
great  many  years,  he  should  be  rogarded 
as  a  epiritu^  luxury. 

Eael  GEAHTILLE  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  would  move  his  Amend- 
ment in  that  way  he  would  not  say 
"Not-content"  to  it,  but  would  reserve 
the  Government's  action  on  the  matter. 

Earl  QBBY  thought  that  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Earl.  U  it  was  right  for  a  clergy- 
man, when  he  was  stating  the  amount 
of  his  income,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
taxed,  to  deduct  from  it  the  salary  he 
paid  to  his  curate,  it  was  equally  right 
to  deduct  the  salary  when  they  were  cal- 
culating the  amount  of  compensation  to 
be  paid  to  the  incumbent  in  considera- 
tion of  his  income. 

LoHD  CAIEN9  said,  he  would  be  the 
last  fo  justify  a  clergyman  in  making 
one  repreeentetion  now  and  another  then 
to  serve  personal  interests,  but  he  be- 
lieved these  returns  were  made  yearly. 
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and  he  could  easily  understand  how 
family  requirements  or  dissatisfaction 
with  a  cui-flte,  or  even  the  moro  perfect 
performance  of  parochial  duties  would 
induce  an  incumbent  to  dismiss  a  curate 
he  formerly  employed,  and  thus  would 
return  his  Aill  mconte  this  year,  while 
the  year  beforo  he  claimed  a  deduction 
on  account  of  a  curate.  But  as  the  Bill 
sttiod  the  curate  was  bound  to  the  in- 
cumbent, and  they  were  sent  through 
the  world  a  sort  of  Mezentian  copiaa. 
One  weighty  iieason  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  under  the  new 
order  of  things  the  incumbent  would 
have  to  make  a  greater  expenditure  in 
regard  to  charities  and  expenses  of  the 
Churoh,  and  he  would  most  probably 
find  it  necessary  to  work  harder — to  do 
all  the  work,  in  fact,  and  dispense  with 
a  curate  for  the  sake  of  his  family. 

The  T!abt,  of  KEMBEKLEY  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbuiy)  would,  on  considera- 
tion, be  inclined  to  agroe  to  the  propor- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville). 
He  was  roady  to  admit  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  considerable  difBculty  to  define 
a  permanent  curate.  There  was  a  more 
recent  act  than  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act — namely,  14  &  15  Viet.  c.  73,  in 
which  occurred  the  phrase  "the  legal 
salary  of  a  permanent  or  necessary  curate 
or  curates.''  The  law,  thereforo,  con- 
templated cases  in  which  a  curate  was 
both  permanent  and  necessary,  and  he 
thought  it  would  only  be  fair  to  make 
such  an  orrEingement  that  the  salary  of 
a  permanent  and  necessary  curate  should 
be  deducted.  In  England,  where  thero 
was  a  curate — and  he  must  be  employed 
by  the  incumbent — Us  salaty  was  always 
made  a  matter  of  deduction  in  calcula- 
ting the  value  of  a  living.  If  there  were 
two  parishes  which  wero  once  separate 
livings,  but  had  been  consolidated,  and 
the  Bishop  required  four  services  on  the 
Sunday,  it  was  impossible  that  the  in- 
cumbent could  perform  all  four,  and  it 
followed  that  he  must  employ  a  curate,  so 
that  in  estimating  the  vested  right  of  the 
clergyman  it  womd  be  contrary  to  justice 
to  reckon  the  salary  paid  to  ihe  curate. 
Therefore  he  would  urge  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  consider  the  suggestion  which 
had  been  made,  and  to  insert  words 
which  would  make  it  quite  explicit  that 
where  the  curate  was  permanent  and 
necessary  his  salary  should  be  deducted 
in  caloulating;  the  value  of  the  benefice. 
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The  Dtke  of  CLEVELAND  smd,  that 
those  who  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
Bale  of  adrowBons  knew  that  the  salaries 
of  curates  were  elements  for  leasening 
their  value. 

LoED  "WESTBURY  said,  lie  would 
Btm^est  tlie  use  of  words  implying  that 
the  salaiy  should  be  deducted  if  tno  in- 
ciunbent  vas  required  by  law  to  main- 
tain the  curate.  He  must  also  call  at- 
tention to  a  proviso  in  the  15th  clause, 
that  the  annuity  of  the  curate  "  shall 
cease  if,  owing  to  his  misconduct,  with- 
out the  incumbent's  consent,  he  quit  the 
curacy."  He  thought  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  accept  Uie  Amendment  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Earl  tite  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

Amendment  mthdrauin. 

0ause  amended  as  follows: — "Sala- 
ries of  curates  employed  under  obliga- 
tion of  law." 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  insertioii  of 
words  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
make  the  clause  read  tliat  the  Commis- 
sioners, in  ascertaining  the  amount  of 
an  income,  should  deduct  all  rates  and 
taxes,  excepting  payments  to  diocesan 
schoolmasters,  visitation  fees,  and  other 
payments  for  the  maintenance  of  regis- 
tries and  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  and  charges 
under  the  Drain^e  Acts  and  instalments 
of  loans  for  building  made  by  Board  of 
First  Fruits.  His  Lordship  said  he  did 
not  propose  to  press  the  Amendment 
with  regard  to  schoolmasteTs,  which 
I  amount^    in    the    aggregate    only   to 

£1,500  a  year.  As  re^tr^d  the  metro- 
politan vicars  general  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say,  but  he  never  could  see  the  use  of 
them  in  the  rural  parts  of  Ireland. 
Sometimes  the  vicar  general  was  a 
Bishop's  son,  sometimes  his  nephew ; 
generally  a  clergyman,  rarely  a  lawrer, 
and  on  Uie  a4  vahrem  principle  his  stUary 
would  be  exceedingly  small.  TTis  duties 
were  to  give  legal  advice  to  the  Bishop, 
and  to  perform  occasionally  certain  legal 
fonctionB  for  the  clergy ;  the  vicar  gene- 
ral, therefore,  existed  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  laiW,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Bishop  and  of  the  clergy.  Perhaps  once 
in  a  year  the  vicar  general  might  decide 
a  question  of  almonry ;  but  mainly  and 
almost  entirely  the  vicars  generd.  and 
the  courts  and  the  registries  were  for 
tite  benefit  of  the  Bi^ops  and  of  the 
clergy.     The  21st  section  of  the  Bill 
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abolished  these  courts  and  the  duties  of 
vicars  general,  and  it  expressly  repealed 
by  name  the  very  Act  which  imposed 
this  odious  and  impopular  tax  on  the 
dei^.  The  services  were  abolished, 
and  yet  payment  of  the  tax  was  to  be 
required.  The  special  hardship  was 
that  in  tlie  case  of  diocesan  school- 
masters and  vicars  general  the  deduction 
Irom  the  income  was  a  permanent  one ; 
and  yet,  after  the  passmg  of  the  Bill, 
the  vicar  general  might  die,  and  so 
might  the  diocesan  schoolmaster,  and 
yet  a  permanent  deduction  would  bo 
made  £rom  the  income  of  the  clergyman. 
To  continue  paying  an  annuity  to  a  dead 
vicar  general  or  a  dead  schoolmaster 
was  a  singular  way  of  respecting  vested 
life  inter^ts.  The  instalments  referred 
to  in  the  Amendment  were  re-payments 
of  loans  extending  over  twenty-two 
years.  Supposing  a  clergyman,  six 
months  before  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
had  paid  the  last  instalment  due  under 
the  Drainage  Acts,  he  would  be  required 
by  this  Bill  to  pay  the  same  amount 
year  after  year  for  the  rest  of  his  life,  so 
that  if  he  lived  twenty-two  years  he 
would  have  paid  his  debt  to  the  Govern- 
ment twice,  and,  if  he  lived  forty-four 
years,  three  times  over.  This  he  would 
venture  to  call  shabby.  When  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  BUI  was  under  their 
Lordships'  consideration,  he  had  em- 
ployed some  strong  adjectives  in  refer- 
ring to  the  character  of  its  provisions. 
He  had  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  some 
of  its  provisions  were  intensely  shabby ; 
but  in  BO  saying  he  felt  convinced  that 
their  character  had  not  been  thoroughly 
understood  by  the  noble  Lords  near  him. 
He  believed  that  he  was  rather  entitled 
to  their  Lordships'  gratitude  for  his 
attention  to  this  matter.  His  Amend- 
ment would  have  the  effect  of  rendering 
this  part  of  the  clause  more  in  accord- 
ance with  his  idea  of  justice. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  27,  after 
("law")  insert — 

("  Eiceptiug  pajmenti  to  dioceuiD  scboolmni- 
ten,  viiilalion  feci,  and  other  pajmenta  for  lbs 
miintfoanco  of  regiiCriei  and  ecclesintlicnl  court* 
nnd  choTgei  under  tbe  Drainage  Acti."} — {TIta 
Biihep  0/  Ptttrborough.) 

The  TjIari.  of  EIMBEBLEY  said,  he 
differed  from  his  right  rev.  Friend  in 
his  opinion  of  what  was  justice.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  no  doubt  thought  this 
a  mean  and  shabby  Bdl,  because  of  the 
very  principle  which  it  was  intended  to 
\_Committe« — Clau»»  14, 
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carry  out.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  a  veiy 
shabby  ttii'ng  to  disestablish  the  Irieh 
Church,  compensatiii^  only  the  holders 
of  Tested  interests  for  their  lives,  but  if 
BO,  that  was  a  question  of  principle  upon 
which,  of  course,  he  did  not  entertain 
the  same  views  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
The  Government,  however,  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  make  any  reasonable 
concession  to  his  right  rev.  Friend,  and, 
as  this  was  a  Bmall  matter,  they  would 
accordingly  accept  the  Amendment  with 
the  exception  of  the  words  ' '  and  chaiges 
under  the  Draint^  Acts,"  The  Govern- 
ment would  also  accede  to  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  moved  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  which  was 
in  line  27,  after  the  word  "law,"  to 
insert — "but  the  CommissionerB  shall 
have  regard  to  the  prospective  increase 
(if  any)  of  such  income  by  the  falling 
in  or  cessation  of  chafes  'Uiereon." 

The  Bishop  of  P^EEBOEOTJGH 
acquiesced  in  this  course. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  made  by  inserting  the 
words — 

('•  Under  oblifpiUon  of  law,  and  alw  eicopting 
pa;meDt«  Tor  Tuitation  fgei,  and  other  pajmenti 
for  tbfl  inaiDtADMioe  of  regiitries  and  eoale>ia*t[oal 

Thb  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH  : 
My  Iiords,  I  wish  to  bring  under  your 
notice  the  case  of  the  small  incumbents 
in  Ireland.  According  to  statistics  fur- 
nished to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, it  appears  that  in  Ireland  there 
are  300  smaU  benefices,  the  net  income 
of  each  of  which  is  under  £100  a  year, 
259  of  which  the  net  income  is  between 
£100  and  £150,  and  121  of  which  tie 
net  income  is  over  £150  and  under  £200. 
In  300  benefices  the  incumbents  are 
worse  off  than  curates,  because  they 
have  to  pay  expenses  for  which  curates 
are  not  liable ;  but  they  have  expecta- 
tions of  promotion,  and  on  the  ground 
of  those  expectatbns  I  am  about  to  ask 
that  compensation  be  given  to  them.  I 
claim  the  compensation  on  the  authority 
of  Mr.  Mill,  writing  on  this  subject, 
Mr.  Mill  says — 

"  Some  liwa  eannot  b«  altered  without  piin- 
fullj  fmitrating  exiiting  and  aatboriied  eipeeta- 
tioni,  for  which,  therefore,  compeniatioQ  it  Id  olL 
or  moit  caMt  due.  Now  in  the  caae  of  Chnroh 
ptopert;,  do  lathoriied  eipeotatione  m  defeated 
■nlM*  thoM  of  exiiUog  iDOnmbenti." 

3%t  Sari  of  Kw^h]/ 
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To  whidi  Mr,  Mill  adds  in  a  foot-note — 


"  To  make  the  propoaitioc  abiolutel;  aniiuail- 
able,  initead  of  'exiting  incnmbcnts,'  it  ahould, 
perbapi,  be  aaid  pertona  actual Ij  io  Order*.  All 
Buthoriied  expeotatiom  of  unhenefioed  eipeotaDtl 
would  ho  satiaSed  bj  postpoaing  the  reaumpttoa 
for  a  sufficient  number  of  yean  to  ea&ble  their 
expectation,  if  well  grounded,  to  become  poi- 
HeiiioD." 

The  principle  laid  down  by  Mr.  Mill 
amounts  to  this^-that  everyone  having 
a  reasonable  expectation  of  promotion  in 
the  Irish  Church  should  be  allowed  to 
realize  that  expectation  before  the  na- 
tion tahes  possession  of  the  property  of 
that  Church.  I  do  not  say  that  this 
would  be  a  convenient  course  if  this  Bill 
is  to  pass;  hut  in  this  case  there  is  a 
discounting  by  &e  nation  of  a  pott  oiit 
on  the  Irish  Church,  and  I  think  that 
there  should  be  a  very  tender  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  the  incumbents,  in 
whose  &tvour  I  am  about  to  move  aa 
Amendment.  I  will  refer  your  Lord- 
ships to  a  passage  in  the  q>e6ch  of  tha 
Fint  Minister  of  the  Crown — one  of 
those  ^>eeches  on  which  the  verdict  of 
the  nation  was  taken.  In  one  of  thoee 
speeches  made  by  him  last  year  Mr. 
(^adstone  said — 

"  I  am  bound  to  lar,  in  ipeaking  of  Teited  iu* 
tereata,  that  it  appeari  to  me  at  leaat  a  matter 
for  argumeat  and  oouildoration,  whether  we  oan 
itriatl)'  and  abaolutelf  limit  the  phraae  to  thoM 
wbo  are  aotnall)'  in  paiieisioa  of  beneSeea,  or 
whether  wme  regard  ought  not  poaaibl  j  to  bs  had 
— though  it  would  be  premature  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  tbe  point — to  the  caie  of  thoie  who  have 
deToCed  themaelvei  to  an  indelible  proreaaion  that 
aeparatet  tbem  from  the  great  bnlk  of  profltabl« 
eecular  emptojmonta,  in  expectation  of  the  bene- 
ficea  which  we  bars  kept  in  exutcDoo  bj  law 
under  onr  autborit}',  oTen  though  Ihej  maj  not 
actuallj  hare  entered  upon  them." 

It  does  appear  to  me  that  there  is  the 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  do  not 
say  for  agreeing  to  my  Amendment,  but 
for  finTOurably  conaidering  the  case  of 
those  incumbents.  Iiet  us  suppose  that 
tbe  average  income  of  an  Irish  benefice 
is  £200;  you  may  pay  amau  that  amount 
either  by  giving  him  £200  a  year  for 
life,  or  by  giving  him  £100  a  year  for 
part  of  his  life  and  £300  a  year  for  the 
rraiainder  of  it.  This  is  the  case  with 
those  inoumbenta.  They  accepted  £100 
a  year  with  the  prospect  of  raeferment. 
I  do  not  say  that  every  small  incumbent 
can  legally  claim  £200  a  year ;  but  I  say 
that  he  has  a  moral  claim  to  it,  on  tbe 
ground  of  the  Ima  of  his  reascmable 
txpeotation  of  preferment.    I  ask  £200 
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a  year  for  thoee  men ;  but  that,  perhaps, 
Is  less  than  the  amount  to  which  they 
an  morallT  entitled,  because  the  average 
value  of  a  Deuefice  in  Irelaad  is  between 
£250  and  £260.  My  reason  for  adopt- 
ing £200  as  the  figure  in  mv  Amend- 
ment is  that  theEccleaasticalGonuniB- 
Bioaem  of  Irehmd  are  empowered  by  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act  to  increase 
the  small  benefices  to  £200  a  year  as 
fimda  come  in ;  and  it  was  on  the  strength 
of  this  expectation — that  the  amall  bene- 
fices would  be  raised  to  £200 — many  of 
those  smali  incumbents  gave  up  curadea 
and  accepted  those  benefices.  That  I 
know  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  do  not 
think  I  oan  state  the  case  better  than  by 
reading  an  extract  £rom  a  letter  written 
by  one  of  those  olei^ymen.  He  says — 
■'Iwii  indnnd  to  gli«  np  n««lleiit  proipectt 
In  the  dioMM  of  Cloja*,  *nd  to  Mcept  tbe  per. 

petiutl  ennuij  of ,  oonaUniog  that   I  wu 

aitluDg  ft  Tarr  prudant  moie,  u  iiiidar  the  pro- 
Titioui  of  the  IrJih  Church  TemporaliUe*  Acti 
(Tide  3  A  iWm.lV..e.  QO.t.n-.S&i  WiU.lV., 
e.  87 ;  1  4  8  WUl.  IV.,  e.  90 1  «nd  «  4  7  Will.  IV., 
«.  S9)  1  ml  legkllr  oititled  to  lueoMd  to  the 
reetorial  iaeocBa  of  the  pariah  of  which  I  am  per- 
petual anrate.  ]  purchased,  »  J  believed,  a  re- 
venionar;  intemt  of  £350  a  jear,  aeeured  to  me 
b;  Act  of  Parliament,  and  jet  noir  I  am  to  be 
robbej  of  thia  le^t  veated  inteiret  wfaioh  I  saari- 
lieed  lo  much  to  tecure,  aud  to  be  left,  after  > 
■enieeialbe  mtuutrr  of twentf-eifht  jean,  with- 
out an;  prariaioa  bej^ood  £100  a  jear." 

If  the  Government  think  that  the  sum  I 
propose  is  too  laive,  let  them  at  oU 
events  give  as  a  dole,  if  only  as  a  dole, 
■ome  compensation  for  the  bitterly  dis- 
appointed expectations  of  these  poor 
men.  I  would  now  say  one  word  as  to 
iha  argument  which  we  have  frequently 
heard  used  in  this  discueaion,  founded 
on  what  is  alleged  to  be  the  impropriely 
and  injustice  of  giving  any  sum  of  money 
out  of  tbe  suiplus  of  the  Cbarch  revenues 
to  the  Church  herself  or  to  the  clergy. 
I,  for  one,  must  strongly  contend,  in 
opposition  to  that  argument,  that  no 
euch  surplus  can  exist  until  every  just 
claim  of  theirs  has  been  fairly  and  ge- 
nerously considered.  When  you  have 
■atided  every  such  claim,  and  have  even 
met  their  appeals  ad  mueriterditm,  for 
you  have  announced  that  you  would  deal 
with  them  in  a  generous  spirit,  then,  and 
not  tall  then,  have  yon  a  right  to  name 
the  word  enrplns.  If  a  clum  be  made 
for  ^.  which  le  not  just  and  equitable, 
do  not  grant  it ;  but  if  the  claim  be  just 
and  equitable,  then  it  ought,  I  maintain, 
to  be  a  matter  of  pure  indiflBreuoe  to  the 


British  nation  whethec  the  surplus  is 
exhausted  or  not  in  meeting  it,  or  whe- 
ther a  sum  should  be  paid  out  of  tbe 
Imperial  Treasury  for  tlut  purpose  if  it 
could  be  met  by  no  other  means.  I  ask 
the  Qovemment,  therefore,  whether  there 
was  no  room  for  the  exhibition  of  a  little 
degreeofmercyindealing  with  the  blight- 
ed prospects  and  ruined  hopes  of  those 
whose  cause  I  am  pleading.  Itisasadfact 
that  since  this  Bill  has  been  laid  on  your 
Lordships'  table  one  of  these  poor  men, 
whom  I  know  to  be  a  scholar,  a  gentle- 
man, and  a  Christiaa  man,  has  gone 
raving  mad  about  its  provisions.  He  is 
now  a  lunatic  in  an  asylum,  where  he 
can  talk  only  of  the  injustice  which  it 
has  done  him  and  of  lus  starving  chil- 
dren. I  do  not  mention  this  umtappy 
cireumstanoo  as  a  device  to  gain  your 
Lordships'  support,  but  merely  as  an 
illoHtration  of  the  severity  with  which 
this  Bill  will  press  upon  many  excellent 
men  for  whom  I  entreat  this  House  in 
some  way  or  other  to  provide. 

Amendment  moned,  in  line  39,  after 
("aforesaid")  insert— 

("And  in  nil  caiei  in  which  tbe  entire  ecele- 
siaatienl  income  of  anj  beneficed  cterg;fmiin  in 
Ireland  ahall  be  aaeertjiiiwd  bv  the  Comminionert 
to  be  leas  than  two  hundred  poauda  a  ;aar,  the 
Bunuitj  pafable  to  him  usder  thia  teolion  bf  the 
gaid  Commiaiionart  ahBtl  be  auch  a  earn  ai,  to- 
gether with  bia  other  ecotctiaaticul  ineome,  if  nnj, 
■hall  amount  to  two  hundred  pounda  a  Tear."}— 
{Tt«  Bitli»p  ef  Peurbtraugh.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  insisted 
at  great  length  on  the  necessity  of  doing 
justice  by  this  Bill,  andthelanguagewhim 
he  has  used  inplain  terms  means  neither 
more  nor  less  than  this— that  it  is,  in  his 
opinion,  a  very  unjust  measure.  But  if 
nohle  Lords  approach  the  discussion  of 
its  provisions  in  that  temper,  and  with  a 
determination  to  find  in  every  line  of  it 
some  menace  or  niggardliness,  I  am  a&aid 
it  will  be  difficult  to  satisfy  them.  The 
view  which  we  take  of  the  Bill,  however, 
is  different  &mn  that  to  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  given  expression,  who, 
while  he  spoke  of  justice,  still  found  it 
necessary  to  use  the  word  mercy.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  of 
Pains  and  Penalties  in  one  sense,  as  far 
as  the  Irish  Church  is  concerned.  How, 
I  should  like  to  know,  could  any  man 
proposeto  disestablish  an  ancient  Church, 
and  hold  a  contrary  opinion  ?  But.  while 
it  is  a  BiU  of  Pains  and  Penalties,  we  are 
bound  lo  see  that  all  due  and  fair  com- 
{_C»fim*tiM—ClauM  14. 
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pensatioii  is  g:iT«a  under  its  prOTisioiis ; 
end  if  wo  vers  now  engaged  in  merely 
endeaTouiing  to  reform  Sie  Irish  Ghurch, 
and  to  effect  a  re-adjustment  of  its  pro- 
perty, I  should  think  nothing  more  just 
or  reasonable  than  that  as  an  Estab- 
lished Church  the  amount  paid  to  its 
clergy  should  not  be  less  than  £200  a 
year.  This,  however,  is  a  Bill  for  dis- 
establishing and  disendowing  the  Irish 
Church,  and  it  is,  I  contend,  altogether 
inconsistent  with  its  principle  to  propose 
to  increase  the  incomes  of  its  clergy,  for 
that  is  what  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  really  amounts  to.  Under 
the  proyisions  of  the  Bill,  no  doubt,  the 
clergy  are  deprired  of  many  advantages 
they  would  otherwise  possess — for  in- 
stance, a  curate  may  not  have  the  possi- 
bility of  obtaining  a  seat  on  the  Epis- 
coptd  Bench;  but  is  he,  in  consequence, 
to  be  entitled  to  compensation?  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  made  a  quotation 
from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Gladstone's,  but  it 
is  quite  obvious  that  in  that  speech  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  referring  to  the 
case  of  the  curates,  and  that  he  simply 
meant  to  imply,  that  in  giving  compen- 
sation for  vested  interests  it  was  neces- 
sary to  loch,  not  only  to  the  incomes  of 
the  clergy  secured  by  law,  but  to  the 
case  of  ttiose  whose  incomes  were  not  so 
secured,  and  for  whom  it  was  but  just 
and  reasonable  that  compensation  should 
be  provided.  I  am  sorry  to  have  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovomment  to  say  that  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  assent  to  a  proposal 
which  we  deem  to  be  altogther  incon- 
sistent with  the  scope  and  intention  of 
the  Bill. 

The  EiW,  of  HAEEOWBY  said,  he 
regretted  the  tone  assumed  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  in  describ- 
ing the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  Fains  and 
Penalties.  That  was  not  the  tone  which 
had  been  adopted  by  those  who  were 
responsible  for  it  at  the  recent  eleddons. 
Then  the  clsims  of  the  Irish  dei^  were 
to  be  matters  for  fair  and  generous  con- 
sideration, but  now  hard,  strict,  sweep- 
ing justice  was  to  be  meted  out  to  her, 
as  limited  by  legal  definitions.  The  case 
of  the  poor  clergy  to  whom  the  Amend- 
ment related  was,  he  contended,  very 
similar  to  that  of  the  curates,  and  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  forbear 
from  acting  in  a  spirit  of  hunting  down 
men,  and  taking  a  course  which  tended 
to  drive  them  into  lunatic  asylums ;  for 
that  was  not  the  spirit  is  which  they 
TTu  Bael  o/Kimierltff 


had  appealed  to  the  conntty  in  fovonr  of 
their  measure. 

The  Eakl  of  ST.  MAUR  said,  he  had 
listened  with  deep  regret  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough), who  seemed  to  nim  to  have 
set  up  the  claims  of  the  olei^  in  oppo- 
sition to  those  of  the  Church  itself.     • 

The  Bishop  of  DERRT  said,  that  in 
supporting  the  Amendment,  he  would 
quote  the  words  used  by  Sir  Boundell 
Palmer,  in  the  discuBsions  on  the  Bill  in 
the  other  House,  as  applicable  in  the 


He  had  been  very  much  stmcb  with  Uie 
statement  made  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late who  moved  the  Amendment  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough),  that  there  were 
no  less  than  300  incumbents  in  Ireland 
with  incomes  under  £100  a  year.  Their 
case  was  seriously  deserving  their  Lord- 
ships'attention.  These  incumbents  were 
certainly  very  much  underpaid ;  and 
they  had  consented  to  accept  such  small 
incomes  in  the  expectation  of  in  due 
course  obtaining  promotion,  all  hope -of 
which  was  cut  off  by  the  Bill.  The  ex- 
pectations which  these  poor  clei^^ymen 
had  were,  he  contended,  not  to  be  spoken 
of  lightly.  One  strange  feature  of  human 
nature  was,  that  although  it  was  keenly 
alive  to  individual  suffering,  it  was  often 
callous  to  collective  suffering.  This, 
perhaps,  was  one  reason  why  the  cause 
of  the  poor  curates  was  regarded  with 
such  coldness  and  apathy.  Persons  often 
heard  with  indifference  of  500  or  1,000 
men  being  killed  in  battle  who  were 
greatly  moved  by  some  case  of  individual 
suffering.  Poverty  was  not  the  thing 
which  l£ese  incumbents  dreaded,  for  a 
Christian  man  could  bear  up  against 
that ;  but  what  Hiey  dreaded  was  the 
hopdees  poverty  which  stared  them  in 
the  face,  with  no  visible  means  of  escape 
in  the  shape  of  preferment.  Some  of 
their  Lordships  hod  been  kind  enough 
to  express  a  wish  to  retain  for  the  Irish 
Bishops  the  privilege  of  a  seat  in  that 
House.  Whether,  under  the  circum* 
stances  of  the  Irish  Church,  a  seat  in 
their  Lordships'  House  were  really  a 
privilege  or  benefit,  or  not,  this  he  could 
honestly  say,  that  he  would  gladly  re- 
sign such  a  privilege  if  the  power  or 
posaibilily  were  only  left  in  hia  handA  of 
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alleTiatmg  the  distrese  and  misei^  of 
Bome  of  these  excellent  men.  Among 
them  were  many  gentlemen  highly  edu- 
cated. An  appreciable  number  of  the 
Irish  clergy  were  members  of  the  Uni- 
versities  of  Osford  and  Cambridge,  and 
the  majority  had  been  educated  in  the 
University  of  Dublin.  Appeals  had 
often  been  made  to  Scripture  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  and  he  vould 
quote,  thou^  not  in  any  offensive  sense, 
the  text — "Behold  the  cry  of  them  that 
reap  your  fields  entereth  into  the  ears  of 
the  Ixird  of  Hosts."  In  its  present  shape 
the  Amendment,  perhaps,  might  not  be 
adopted,  but  he  most  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  one  merely  of 
Faina  and  Penalties,  but  that  sometlung 
would  be  done  by  the  Government  to 
mitigate  the  suffering  which  its  provi- 
sions undoubtedly  would  cause. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  I  rise,  my  Lords, 
to  enter  the  strongest  possible  protest 
against  your  Lordships  being  asked  to 
vote  for  this  particular  Amendment.  I 
gather  &om  the  speech  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down  that  it  is 
not  intended  to  press  it  in  its  present 
form,  although  something  different,  he 
thinks,  may  possibly  be  adopted. 

The  Bishop  of  IJOHFIELD  said,  he 
hoped  that  something  in  the  nature  of 
theAmendmentwould  be  adopted.  These 
men  had  spent  the  best  portion  of  their 
lives  in  performing  poorly  remunerated 
duties,  in  the  hope  that  they  would  be 
promoted  to  better  livings.  The  Bill, 
although  not  one  for  the  reform  of  the 
Irish  Church,  would  touch  interests 
called  into  existence  by  previous  ntea- 
Eures  of  reform.  He  spoke  in  the  hear- 
ing of  members  of  the  two  Ecclesiastical 
Commissiona  when  he  stated  that  dis- 
tinct inducements  had  been  hdd  out  to 
clergymen  by  former  Acta  of  Parlia- 
ment. Throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Black  Country  at  this  moment  men  were 
labouring  faithAilly  upon  incomes  of 
£100  a  year  in  the  full  expectation  that 
Parliament,  which  had  stripped  the  ca- 
thedrals of  their  surplus  revenues,  would 
raise  the  incomes  of  incumbents  to  an 
amount  on  which  it  would  be  possible  to 

O^E  Earl  0?  BANDON  said  he  could 
corroborate  the  statement  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  that,  unless  something  were 
done  such  as  he  proposed,  great  injus- 
tice wonld  be  done  to  those  men.  He 
was  personally  acquainted  with  the  cl^^- 


man  to  whose  melancholy  case  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  referred.  He  hoped  the 
Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

The  EiJtL  of  CARNAEVON  said,  he 
greatly  sympathized  with  the  feelings 
which  had  induced  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late to  bring  forward  this  Amendment, 
but  he  could  not  help  expressing  a  hope 
that  it  would  not  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion. It  deserved  consideration  whe- 
ther, in  another  shape,  it  might  not  be 
re-introduced;  but  me  clause  amended 
as  proposed  could  hardly  be  sent  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons  with  any 
chance  of  its  being  accepted.  For  what 
did  the  Amendment  propose?  Simply 
that  when  the  income  of  any  beneficed 
clergyman  in  Ireland  should  be  ascer- 
tained to  be  less  than  £200  a  year,  his 
annuity  should  be  increased  to  £200. 
Their  Lordships  would,  in  fact,  stultify 
themselves,  for  they  would  accept  a 
clause  which  would  at  one  and  tbe  same 
time  compensate  a  man  in  possession  of 
a  salaiy  of  £300  a  year  with  £300,  and 
a  man  with  a  salary  of  £100  with  £200. 
The  matter  only  required  to  be  stated 
for  the  House  to  perceive  that  by  adopts 
ing  this  proposal  they  would  be  placing 
themselves  in  a  false  position. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  delighted  at  the  expressions  which 
had  just  fallen  &om  the  noble  Earl. 
He  md  not  suppose,  when  their  Lord- 
ships went  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 
that  they  would  be  asked  to  embark  on 
the  consideration  of  any  proposition  so 
wide  as  that  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Peterborough).  The  Bill 
gave  to  the  holder  of  every  office  the 
lull  value  of  his  appointment,  and  then 
it  was  proposed,  in  addition,  to  compen- 
sate men  who  hoped  to  obtain  these 
very  appointments.  That  was  to  say, 
having  given  compensation  for  all  exist- 
ing interests,  the^  were  then  asked  to 
pay  men  for  their  expectandes.  This 
was  not  a  reasonable  proposition,  or  con< 
sistentwith  the  earnest  desire  to  consider 
the  Bill  fiiirly  and  calmly  with  which 
their  Lordships  had  gone  into  Com- 
mittee. He  hoped  tiie  measure  would 
not  be  thrown  out  by  a  side  wind.  If 
Hie  House  were  to  vote  an  Amendment 
which  the  Mover  himself  declared  he 
could  not  support  in  its  integrity,  it 
would  a^ue  a  determination  on  the  part 
of  their  Lordships  not  to  give  a  fair  con- 
sideration to  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
yennnent. 
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Eabl  fiTthiv  said,  he  agreed  -mth  his 
noble  Friend  (the  £arl  of  £imberley) 
and  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
Barron)  that,  for  the  reasons  given,  this 
Amendinent  in  its  present  shape  could 
not  be  adopted.  But  he  felt,  he  con- 
fessed, greatly  disappointed  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Loid  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) and  his  noble  Friend,  in  rejecting 
the  Ameadment,  had  neither  of  them 
held  out  any  hope  that  they  would  re- 
consider vhat  undoubtedly  was  a  case 
of  very  great  hardship.  Here  they  found 
dei^iymen  who  for  twenty  or  thirl^  years 
had  worhed  hard  as  curates,  in  ttie  Aill 
assurance  and  expectation  that  a  com- 
petence awaited  them,  suddenly  and  sum- 
marily cut  off  by  this  Bill  &om  all  chance 
of  improyement  of  income.  Some  of 
these  men  had  families,  and  all  were 
men  of  education ;  they  had  eerred  all 
the  best  of  their  lives,  and  they  had,  but 
for  this  Bill,  a  moral  certainty  of  pro- 
motion. He  did  not  ask  lus  noble 
Friends  to  decide  at  once  in  what  man- 
ner they  Tonld  meet  this  case,  but  he 
did  ask  them  to  hold  out  an  assurance 
that  before  the  Bill  was  reported  they 
would  take  the  subject  into  their  con- 
sideration, and  by  some  means  or  other 
would  enable  the  Oommiseioners  to  deal 
with  exceptional  cases  of  hardship.  The 
case  was  one  felling  precisely  wimin  the 
description  contained  in  the  speech  of 
the  Fizfit  Minister  of  the  Crown,  already 
quoted  by  the  right  rev.  Bishop.  Why 
was  this  extreme  severity  shown  to  these 
unfortunate  men?  Was  it  because  of 
the  u^ent  demands  upon  the  surplus 
property  of  the  Church  P  So  far  from 
this,  the  Government  seemed  to  be  ab- 
solutdy  embarrassed  to  dispose  of  the 
money,  and  had  exercised  no  small 
amount  of  ingenuity,  not  with  perfect 
success,  in  trying  to  discover  some  mode 
of  applying  this  money  which  would  not 
do  positive  harm.  .There  was,  then,  no 
reason  why  these  persons  should  not  re- 
ceive consideratiou.  He  had  always 
thought  that  the  grievance  of  the  people 
of  Ijrelond  was  not  a  mere  pecuniary 
grievance,  but  that  what  they  wanted 
was  to  put  an  end  to  a  badge  of  degra- 
dation. Until  now  they  had  always 
been  told  that  the  utmost  indulgence 
and  ccoisideration  would  be  shown  for 
individual  interests,  and  he  hoped  these 
promisee  would  be  adhered  to.  He  did 
not  ask  the  Government  to  decide  at  this 
moment  what  course  they  wouM  adopt. 


but  h<^>ed  they  would  look  into  the 
question  and  try  to  discover  some  means 
of  providing  for  this  case  of  hardship. 

Fabl  QRAJfYIIiLE  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey) 
for  advising  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough)  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  but  he  wished  that  be 
had  laid  down  the  principles  on  which 
the  Commissioners  were  to  give  effect  to 
his  wishes.  He  (Earl  Granville)  knew 
o£  no  instance  in  which  the  coune  re- 
commended was  adopted.  It  constantly 
happened  that  compensation  was  given 
to  holders  of  civil  appointments ;  but  he 
was  totally  unaware  of  any  instance  in 
which  compensatiDn  had  been  givan  for 
.  injury  to  prospects.  Nor  did  he  agree 
that  from  these  persons  all  hope  was 
taken  away.  He  had  a  letter  &om  a 
small  beneficed  clergyman  in  TipperaTy, 
who  said  he  had  been  doing  dufy  for 
the  incumbents  of  many  paiiahee,  eight 
or  ten  miles  distant,  they  being  sine- 
curists  and  absentees.  ["Name!"] 
He  had  not  got  the  letter  with  him,  but 
should  be  happ^  to  give  the  name  and 
the  whole  parbeulars.  Surely,  such  a 
man  as  that,  so  tax  from  requiring  oom- 
penaation,  would  benefit  by  the  change 
effected  by  the  Bill.  He  believed  that 
the  average  of  livings  in  the  IVeo  Kirk 
was  £250  a  year,  and  surely  if  there 
was  a  free  Church  in  Ireland  the  small 
pittance  received  by  one  who  was  ddng 
the  work  of  many  others  would  be  in- 
creased. Under  a  voluntaiy  system  he 
could  not  believe  that  the  Irish  Pro- 
teetants  would  n^lect  to  provide  for 
cleigymen  like  his  correspondent.  With 
regard,  however,  to  the  suggestion  which 
had  been  made  to  the  Qovenunent  by 
his  noble  Friend,  unless  he  could  have 
some  clear  notion  of  the  principle  on 
which  they  could  act  he  was  unable  to 
hold  out  any  hope  of  aooeding  to  the 
suggestion. 

.  0^  Mabquess  of  SAIJSBUBY  said. 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  princi|^  (^ 
the  Amendment  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill — nameh',  the  relief  of  unavoidable 
calamity.  There  would  be  a  oonaider- 
able  surplus,  and  he  did  not  beUeve  that 
any  case  of  unavoidable  calamity  was 
more  deserving  of  pity  and  consideration 
than  the  case  of  men  who,  having 
entered  into  a  profession  which  was  sub- 
ject to  many  burdens  and  vidssitudes, 
suddenly  found  themselves  by  the  action 
of  PaiUsment  cut  o£  iaaa.  the  hcpea 
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which  they  had  reaaonably  indulged. 
He  voold  not  rest  their  ckim  on  the 
l^al  ground  of  compensation,  but  while 
atbnitting  that  the  Ajneudment  could  not 
be  adopted,  and  while  joinisf  in  the 
appeal  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Biahop  of  Peterborough)  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  ho  most  avow  his  en- 
tire agreement  with  those  who  thought 
tiiat  these  were  cases  above  all  others 
requiring  compassionate  consii 
from  the  QoTemment,  and  that  these 
fonds  being  available  for  the  relief  of 
human  misery,  there  was  no  claee  of 
human  misery  to  which  they  could  be 
more  justly  applied.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (£arl  Qranville) 
had  rather  exaggerated  the  case  against 
these  unfortunate  men.  No  doubt,  they 
had  QO  legal  right  to  promotion.  On  the 
oUier  hand,  ^  the  testimony  which 
reached  ua  &om  Ireland  went  to  show 
that  they  had  a  customary  d^m  to  pro- 
motion, and  that  five-sixths  of  the 
Church  patronage  being  in  the  hands  of 
the  Bishops,  the  curate  had  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  promotion  to  a  small  living, 
and  of  promotion  &om  a  email  to  a 
greater  Uving.  In  that  hope  they  had 
accepted  employment  which  otherwise 
they  would  not  have  accepted,  and  they 
were  therefore  entitied  to  the  most 
&T0urable  consideration. 

Thb  Bishop  of  PETEEBOEOUGH 
said,  he  oould  not  but  act  on  the  aug- 
gestions  which  had  been  made  to  him, 
and  be  would  not,  tiierefore,  prese  his 
Am^idment.  In  doing  so  he  wished  to 
answer  a  statement  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor). 
He  had  never  said  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared  to  support  his  own  Amendment. 
What  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  strictly  fair 
and  equitable,  but  that  if,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  it  was  too  large  in 
its  terms,  he  would  not  press  it,  but 
would  leave  them  to  find  other  ways  of 
dealing  with  this  case  of  hardship.  The 
principle  he  now  advocated  was  adopted 
m  the  Bill  itself  in  dealing  with  the  caae 
of  stipendiary  curates. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee)  mikdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 

'^BE  Archbishop  of  DUBLIN  movfd, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

"  In  CM«  tbe  bolder  of  >iij  prefennent  shkll 
bteiniM  djnbled  m  tforMud,  tban  mob  holder  if 
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h«  be  MI  uobtnibop  or  biihop  *b«U  with  tbo 
lloenoe  of  tnob  pcrion  or  perwn*  ■■  maj  be  an- 
thoriied  to  grant  such  licenas  bf  (be  aaid  oburek 
.iccording  to  Che  rulei  for  tbe  tim«  being  in  foroe 
for  tbe  regulatioD  thereof,  or  if  be  bs  the  bolder 
of  a  beaeBce  or  oathednil  prefenacDt,  then  vitb 
tbo  licence  of  the  biahop  of  (be  dioceie  for  tbe 
time  beioft,  make  ■nob  proTiiioa  for  tbe  diaobBrga 
of  his  gnid  duties  ai  the  penon  or  penone  lo  an- 
thoriied,  Or  tbs  biihop,  ai  the  caae  ma;  be,  ahall 
approve,  and  for  pajment  of  tbe  lum  neceiurf 
for  that  purpoae  oat  of  hi>  anoait}',  and  there- 
upoD  tbe  oommiuionen  ihall  pa;  lucb  portion  of 
theannnitroriDCh  holder  to  tbs  person  appointed 
to  diioharge  the  >aid  duties,  lo  long  as  he  abBll 
continue  to  discharge  the  Bame,  and  the  reaiduo 
(0  such  holder ;  and  io  oaae  such  holder  shall  not 
obtain  such  licence  and  make  aucb  proviiion  ai 
sforeaaid,  the  commitaioQers  ahall,  dnriQg  hii  lib 
or  until  be  obtaia  sneh  liceooe  and  make  laeb 
proTitton,  paj  his  annuitj  to  tbe  representatiie 
bodf  of  the  ohurch,  wbo  aball  thiireupDH  make 
auch  provision  thereout  for  the  peribrmanoe  of 
the  dutiei  of  auch  bolder  as  ahal!  in  the  case  of  an 
lishop  or  bishop  be  direeted  in  irritiog  bj  the 
penon  or  persooa  autboriied  thereto  bj  the  said 
oburob,  or  in  the  oaie  of  the  holder  of  a  beneSce 
oalbedral  preferment  by  the  biabop  of  the  diiy- 
M  for  the  time  bein?.  and  aball  pay  the  reaidns 
thereof  to  auoh  bolder." 
Amendment  agrwi  to.    Clause  added. 


Clause  IS  (Compensation  to  curates). 

The  SLukicess  of  SALISBTXEY  pro- 
posed to  amend  the  clause,  which  said 
that  the  annuity  of  the  curate  was  to 
cease  in  case  of  misconduct,  but,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Westbury) 
had  pointed  out,  implied  that  if  the  mis- 
conduct was  with  ttie  incumbent's  con- 
sent he  might  retain  his  annuity.  The 
clause  also  bound  up  the  curate  with  his 
immediate  rector,  and  made  his  annuity 
depend  on  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  that  particular  curacy.  This  was  not 
lust  to  the  curate,  whose  claim  to  com- 

EBnsation  arose  &om  tbe  fact  of  his 
aving  entered  into  tbe  profession,  and 
he  should  be  enabled  to  obtain  Ms  in- 
come so  long  as  he  eierciBed  his  pro- 
fession in  Inland  with  the  consent  of 
the  Church  Body.  He,  therefore,  pro- 
posed not  to  tie  the  curate  to  the  par- 
ticular incumbent,  but  allow  him  to 
perform  his  duty  in  any  part  of  Ireland. 
He  had  been  strongly  pressed  by  the 
curates  to  mahe  tbe  payment  of  the 
annui^  irreepectire  of  tbe  performances 
of  duties  altogether,  but  such  a  provision 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of 
the  Bill,  and  would  not  be  fair  to  the 
laity.  The  most  rev.  Primate  (the 
Anmbishop  of  Dublin)  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  Uie  same  effect,  and  be  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  no  prejndice 
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in  farour  of  hia  own  Amendment ;  but, 
if  the  most  rev.  Primate  aoeqrted  it,  he 
propoGed  to  amend  the  clauEe  &om  line 
19  to  line  31,  bo  that  it  might  stand  as 
followB : — 

"  Tbe  eammiuioDera  ihall  inquire  vhetlier  >njr 
earstF,  icrving  ni  aach  at  aaj  lima  between  the 
flnt  daj  of  January  ono  thoussnd  eight  hondrod 
and  aixtf-nine  nnd  Aral  iaj  of  Januni?  one  thoa- 
■nnd  eight  hundred  and  aerenlT-tiro,  i(  to  be 
deemed  a  permanent  curate,  and  ahnll  determine 
tbe  aame,  baTtng  regard  to  tbe  length  or  term  of 
hia  aervice,  tbe  dutiea  to  be  diiehnrged  in  the 
bcneBeo,  the  non-re  aidence,  inRrmitj',  or  other 
incnpacitf  of  the  incnmbenl,  or  hia  habit  of  em- 
plojiog  a  curate.  Tbe  eommiiiioEera  ahatl  aeeer- 
tain  nud  declare  ij  order  the  amount  of  jeatlj 
Income  roceived  bj  anj  auch  permanent  curate, 
nnd  aholl  pnj  to  every  auch  curate  ao  long  as  he 
liTea  and  continuea  to  discharge  the  dutiea  of  hia 
laid  euracjr,  or  anj  other  spiritual  dutiee  in  Ire- 
land, vhioh  «iih  hia  own  conaent  and  wilb  the 
conaentofthechurehbody  here in-afler men lioned 
may  be  aubatituted  for  them,  or  if  not  discharging 
lacb  duties  ahallbediaabled  from  to  doing  by  age, 
lickneas,  or  permanent  infirmity,  or  any  cause 
other  than  hia  own  wilful  default,  an  anauity  com- 
menoing  on  the  Brat  day  of  January  one  thoosand 
eight   hundred    and    aevenly-two    equal    ' 
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application  of  such  curate,  made  at  any  tii 
between  the  first  day  of  January  one  Ihonsand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-one  and  the  first  day  of 
January  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  a«Tenty- 
two,  and  with  tbe  consent  of  tbe  eburob  body 
herein-after  mentioned,  cause  the  preaent  Talue  of 
such  life  annuity  to  be  estimated,  and  pay  the 
same  to  such  curate  for  bis  own  beneflC. — iThe 
Mar-jant  of  Salilbury.) 

The  Abcbbishof  of  DUBLIN  said, 
he  was  prepared  to  give  way  upon  that 
matter  to  the  noble  Marquess,  (thi 
Marquees  of  Saliebiuy) ;  and,  unless  it 
was  the  wish  of  their  Lordships,  he 
should  not  press  his  Amendment.  He 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  ar- 
rangement proposed  by  the  Bill  as  tc 
the  relative  position  of  curates  and  rec- 
tors, would  06  productive  of  much  in- 
convenience, and  he  had  little  doubt 
that  the  use  of  the  vague  term  ' '  perma- 
nent curate  "  would  be  fruitful  in  caus- 
ing disputes  between  rectors  and  curates, 
which  would  necessitate  the  assumption 
of  episcopal  offices  by  the  Comm'- 
sioners.  His  Amendment  was,  that 
lieu  of  paying  to  curates  their  salaries 
while  they  are  continuing  to  discharge 
their  duties,  they  should  receive  a  gra- 
tuity of  £100  for  every  year  during 
which  they  had  been  curates,  such  gra- 
tuity not  to  exceed  £1,500,  nor  to  be 
less  than  £300.  He  was  not  asking  the 
House  to  introduce  any  new  principle 
into  the  Bill,  for  in  the  3dth  clause  the 

The  Marpuu  e/  Saliibury 


same  principle  was  acted  upon  wiUi  re- 
gard to  the  Ministers  of  the  Presby- 
terian Church.  The  expectations  of  the 
curates  ought  to  be  regarded,  and  what 
he  asked  for  them  could  not  be  regarded 
as  exceseiye,  especially  when  it  was  re- 
membered that  a  clergyman  waa  inca- 
pacitated from  following  any  other  pro- 
fession. 

Lord  CAIRNS  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
and  the  Bill  of  the  Government  only 
differed  in  regard  to  the  torms  on  whiui 
compensation  was  to  be  granted  to  per- 
manent curates.  The  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment made  the  annuity  of  the  cu- 
rate depend  upon  hie  health  and  his 
abilities  to  dischai^  the  duties  of  his 
curacy ;  whereas  the  annuity  of  Uie  in- 
cumbent was  to  continue,  even  if  by 
reason  of  sickness,  old  age,  or  other 
infimity  he  was  disabled  from  perform- 
ing his  duties.  The  moment  a  curate, 
even  a  permanent  curate,  fell  sick,  his 
annuity,  according  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  would  cease.  That,  he  thought, 
never  could  have  been  intended  by  the 
framers  of  the  measure,  but  must  have 
arisen  through  inadvertence.  He  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Marquess  in  preference  to  that  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate. 

Lord  NOETHBEOOK  said,  he  wished 
to  suggest  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin)  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  in  favour  of  that  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Balis- 
bury). 

After   a  few  words  from  the  Lord 

CSAKCBLLOR, 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUBT  said, 
that  incimibents  and  curates  both  had 
vested  interests  under  the  Bill.  The 
incumbent  was  to  be  compensated  for 
hie  net  income  only,  deducting  what  he 
was  legally  boimd  to  pay.  As  to  the 
curate,  last  year  Mr.  Gladstone  said 
that,  in  consideration  of  the  indelible 
character  of  his  profession,  he  was  to 
have  more  than  his  bare  legal  right — 
namely,  something  for  his  fair  expecta- 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
there  were  two  classes  of  curates ;  first, 
the  permanent  curates,  who  had  a  right 
to  uieir  position  by  law,  and  whose 
salaries  were  deducted  from  the  income 
of  the  rectors;  and  next,  there  was  a 
claas  of  curates  who  were  liable  to  be 
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rector.  Both  of  these  clasBes  were  to 
receive  compensation  under  the  Bill 
though  on  a  different  acale.  He  could 
not  consent  to  give  curates  who  had  ao 
legal  right  whatever  to  their  position, 
and  who  might  be  removed  at  a  few 
months'  notice,  the  full  compensation 
given  to  rectors  and  permanent  curates. 
LoBD  GAJBNS  said,  that  in  dealing 
with  the  rector  the  question  was,  was 
he  compellable  by  law  to  have  a  curate  ? 
And  if  he  was  so,  they  were  to  deduct 
from  his  anntdty  the  expense  of  the 
curate.  The  rector  mi^t  be  com- 
pelled by  law  to  employ  a  curate,  and 
yet,  with  the  consent  of  the  Bishop,  the 
rector  might  employ  one  curate  for  mx 
months  and  another  curate  for  another 
six  months  ;  and  neither  of  them  would 
be  a  permanent  curate.  In  the  case  of 
the  curate,  no  matter  where  he  was  em- 
ployed or  whether  the  rector  employed 
him  under  compulsion  or  not,  the  ques- 
tion v/ae,  was  he  to  be  regarded  aa  a 
Sirmanent  or  as  a  temporary  curate? 
y  the  Bill  the  Commissioners  were  to 
determine  that  question  by  having  re- 
gard to  the  length  or  term  of  his  ser- 
vice and  other  considerations.  And  if 
they  said  a  curate  was  a  permanent  one, 
he  would  be  compensated  and  would 
come  within  the  scope  of  his  noble 
Friend's  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's) 


Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Compensation  to  diocesan 
sdioobnasters,  clerks,  and  sextons). 

Eari.  nelson  said,  he  had  to  pro- 
pose that  similar  compensation  be  given 
to  members  of  cathedrals  who  now  hold 
their  offices  for  life  or  during  good  be- 
haviour, so  as  to  include  organists  and 
dkoirmen.  All  those  who  held  &eehold 
offices  were  compensated  by  payment  of 
their  salary  for  hfe ;  hut  those  who  were 
not  freeholders  were  simply  compensated 
by  payment  of  one  year's  salary.  But 
it  happened  that  the  holders  of  such  offi- 
ces were  in  precisely  the  same  position 
whether  the  office  was  freehold  or  not. 
In  the  case  of  Armagh,  the  organist  was 
a  freeholder  and  the  choirmen  were  not ; 
in  Christ  Church  the  choirmen  were  free- 
holders and  die  organist  not,  although 
the  duties  were  the  same  respectively. 
The  salary  of  the  Christ  Church  or- 
ganist had  been  paid  without  interrup- 


tion for  369  years,  and  though  it  was 
not  a  freehold  office  every  organist  had 
held  the  office  for  life. 

Amendment  moved,  after  line  12  in- 
sert the  following  sub- section — 

(I.)  Ths  nmount  of  jenrlj  income  wbioh  eaoh 
noQ-cnpitular  officer,  stipKndiarr  Inj  dark,  or 
otber  member  of  &  cathedral  churDb  in  treland 
ia,  either  b;  cantract  or  hj  ouatom,  entitled  to 
receiye  for  hii  life  or  during  good  belinxiour  ; 
linB  13,  "(!.}'■  to  be  altereii  to  "(9.):"  line  20, 
"(a,)"  to  bo  altered  to  "(3.);"  lino  55.  nfier 
("auoli")  inaert  ("  non-cnpitular  offiaer,  alipen- 
diar;  Inj  clerk,  or  other  member  of  a  cathedral 
churoh.")— ( The  Earl  Nelion). 

Earl  GEANVILIiE  ssid,  he  could 
not  accept  the  proposition  that  a  mau 
who  was  not  a  freeholder  should  be  com- 
pensated as  if  he  were. 

Lobs  CAIBNS  said,  many  offices  were 
held  during  good  behaviour,  and  it  would 
be  a  positive  breach  of  the  t^rms  on 
which  the  office  was  held  to  dismiss  ex- 
cept for  good  cause.  He  had  received 
many  statements  from  organists  stating 
they  had  left  lucrative  employment  to  fifl 
their  present  office,  and  that  they  had 
agreed  with  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to 
fill  the  office  during  good  behaviour; 
one  organist  stated  he  had  been  educated 
especi^y  for  the  peculiar  duties  of  his 
office,  which  he  has  held  for  many  years. 
It  was  unjust  to  treat  such  a  man  with 
less  liberahty  than  a  sexton  or  parish 
clerk.  Could  their  Lordships  see  any 
difference  between  the  offices  of  sexton 
and  organist  ?  He  suggested  that  the 
clause  ^ould  be  made  more  comprehen- 
sive, and  give  full  compensation  to  aU 
those  who  had  documentary  or  personal 
evidence  to  show  they  held  their  office 
during  good  behaviour. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

An  Amendment  made. 

Amendment  montd — 

"  Whenever  on;  annaity  herein  proTided  at 
compeneation  for  the  holder  of  anf  nrcbbiahoprio, 
biahopric,  benefice,  cntlisdral  preferment,  or 
curacj,  or  for  nny  peraon  holding  the  office  of 
olerk  or  aeiton,  aball  become  forfeited  or  ceaae 
otherwiae  than  bj  the  death  of  auch  holder,  anva 
onlf  in  the  onae  herein-bcfore  provided  for  in  the 
fourteeuth  section  of  Ihia  Act,  then  n  like  annuity 
ahall  thenoeforth  during  the  life  of  auch  holder  be 
paid  h-j  the  commiiiinnora  to  the  rcpreaentatiTS 
bodj  of  the  churoh,  who  ahall  thereout  make  snch 
proriaion  for  the  diaohnrgo  of  the  dniict  of  auch 
holder  aa  in  tho  caae  of  n  holder  of  an  arch- 
biahoprio  or  biahoprio  »h«li  ba  directed  in  writing 
bj  the  said  churoh,  and  in  all  other  casea  ai  to 
the  biahop  of  the  dioceae  for  tho  time  being  maj 
aeem  flt."~{  The  Earl  ef  t'owMown.) 
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The  LOBD  GBANCELWR  Baid, 
they  ought  to  proceed  r«gul&rly.  They 
were  now  consideriag  how  people  were 
to  be  compensated,  and  when  uiey  had 
ascertained  the  surplus  that  was  left  it 
vould  be  time  to  consider  the  disposal 
of  it 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) tcithdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  agretdto. 

Clause  18  (CompeuBatioii  to  lay  pa- 
trons). 

Easl  OBANYXLLE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  S,  line  20,  after  ("per- 
sona" insert-— 

("FroTid»d  alwafi,  that  wh«M  kij  perion 
would,  but  for  Uw  proriiiooi  of  ths  itatntei  if- 
iMting  Romkn  Catholici  in  reference  to  cod- 
fonnilf  to  ths  Eatibliihed  Cburoh,  baTS  hod  at 
the  pauiDg  of  tbii  Act  anj  sach  adTonaon  or 
rijbt  oF  preMtitaLjon  Teited  ia  bim,  he  shall  be 
•atitled  10  oompentatioo  lor  niah  adTowaon  or 
ri^t  of  praaoDtalion  in  the  aame  mannaraa  if  the 
•ama  were  then  aotnall;  yetted  in  auohpenon.") 

The  "Rabt.  op  DERBY  said,  they 
vere  about  to  disendow  the  Church,  so 
as  to  render  future  patrona^  absolutely 
null  and  void.  What  prmciple  were 
they  to  lay  down  as  to  the  value  of  the 
patronage  ?  What  was  the  value  that  it 
was  proposed  to  give  to  patrons  for  a 
right  which  could  not  be  exercised  tUl 
its  value  had  been  rendered  nil.  Ac- 
cording to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  they 
were  to  respect  all  life  interests;  but 
what  could  be  the  value  of  that  interest 
which,  the  moment  it  was  called  into 
action,  ceased  to  have  any  value  7  Sup- 
pose a  living  of  £100  a  year;  a  man 
might  be  prepared  to  give  eight  or  ten 
years'  purchase  for  the  right  of  presen- 
tation in  ordinary  circumstances ;  but 
what  would  be  its  value,  when,  accord- 
ing to  this  BUI,  the  right  of  presentation 
would  cease  with  the  Dfe  of  the  present 
incumbent  P   He  had  no  Amendment  to 

Eropose,  but  he  really  should  like  to 
DOW  upon  what  principle  the  Commis- 
sionera  were  to  calculate  the  value  of 
that  which  by  this  Bill  was  destroyed. 

K*RT.  GRANVILLE  said,  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Bill  proceeded  was 
to  give  compensation  wherever  property 
was  taken  away,  and  that  was  the  case 
in  the  question  of  patronage,  as  well  as 
in  the  ufe  interest  of  each  living.  The 
course  to  adopt  would  natural^  be  to 


asoertain  what  had  been  the  market 
value  for  some  years  past,  and  make 
tiiat  the  baas  for  the  coi^easation. 

The  TlABt.  OF  DERBY:  What  the 
value  was  two  years  ago  would  be  a 
very  different  diing  &om  the  market 
value  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  I 
do  not  object  to  the  principle  of  taking 
the  present  market  value  as  a  bads. 

TsE  Eari,  of  KtMBERLEY:  The 
Commissioners  will,  of  course,  proceed 
to  ascertain  what  the  market  value  of 
the  advowsons  would  have  been,  sup- 
posing the  Irish  Church  had  not  been 
disestablishod.  [^Laughttr.']  Noble  Lords 
opposite  laugh,  but  it  is  evident  that 
the  object  is  to  estimate  the  money 
value  at  the  rate  which  could  have  been 
obtained  in  the  market  previous  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  The  Commissioners 
will  have  to  consider  what  has  been  the 
usual  market  price,  and  that  I  ventaie 
to  say  can  be  ascertained  by  any  child. 

The  Eael  of  DERBY :  Perhaps  it 
would  be  as  well  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  lay  down  in  the  clause 
distinctly  the  principle  upon  which  they 
intend  to  act. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  lo. 

Clauses  19  to  22  [Pwew*  of  Ckureh 
aftor  pawing  of  Act]  postponed. 

Clauses  23  to  31  [^Dealingt  between 
Commit»%on«rM  and  representative  Church 
Sodi/']. 

Clause  23  (Redemption  of  annuities 
and  life  interest  of  ecclesiastical  persons). 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON,  in  ris- 
ing to  propose  an  Amendment  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  coomiutation  of 
life  interests,  expressed  a  preference  for 
the  plan  which  he  proposod  to  that 
which  had  boon  placed  upon  the  Paper 
by  the  Archbishop  of  York.  The  noble 
Earl  continued — Looking  at  the  matter 
from  my  point  of  view,  I  cannot  help 
thinking,  whatever  may  be  the  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that 
the  Convocation  proposed  by  this  Bill 
must  be  a  failure,  and  it  mlist  be  a 
failure  because  it  will  neither  possess  a 
large  area  of  congregations  norbe  backed 
up  by  a  considerable  reserve  fund.  In 
these  respects  I  believe  my  Amendment 
will  greatly  improve  tho  Bill.  The  cal- 
culations, too,  ore  mode  upon  the  ordinary 
life  tables,  but  it  is  very  well  known  that 
the  lives  of  the  clergy  are  considerably 
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longer  on  the  averttfiie  than  ihoae  of  the 
laity^.  The  remit  m  the  plan  proposed 
wiU,  X  believe,  be  that  the  Bystem  of 
commutatiouB  will  be  of  a  veij  cloee  oud 
almoBt  niggardly  character.  As,  too,  the 
Ooremment  propose  to  bay  the  amniities 
at  the  Tate  of  3}-  per  cent,  and  they  are 
already  empowered  under  the  Post  Office 
Act  to  Bell  annuitieB  at  3  per  cent,  they 
will  by  the  scheme  proposed  be  enabled 
to  turn  over  (  per  cent,  and  that,  too, 
oat  of  the  vieoked  foituneB  of  the  Izish 
Church.  Nov,  my  Zjords,  the  first  arga- 
meat  which  I  shall  venture  to  urge  in. 
favour  of  my  ^lan  appears  to  me  to  be 
so  strong  that  if  I  bad  no  other  I  should 
submit  it  to  your  Lordships  as  conclu- 
sive. It  is,  that  by  providing  for  a 
mneral  and  early  capitahzation,  you  will 
close  at  once  ail  the  vexatious,  pro- 
tracted, and  irritating'  controversy  ou 
business  which  will  otherwise  go  on  be- 
tweeu  the  Commissioners  and  the  various 
incumbents.  Wbeu  you  look  at  the 
state  of  things  at  present  existdnK  in 
Ireland,  and  when  you  bear  in  mind  the 
state  of  things  which,  will  be  produced 
by  this  Bill,  you  cannot  be  too  atrongly 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  closmg 
these  transactions  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  It  would  have  another  advan- 
tage, and  one  which  I  would  Btrongly 
pr«e8  upon  the  attention  of  Her  Ha- 
jealy's  uovemment,  because  they  must 
desire  to  bring  this  Bill  into  conformi^ . 
and  consistency  with  the  principles  which 
they  have  announced.  Now,  we  have 
been  told  repeated^  that  the  great  prin- 
ciple which  Her  Abijesty's  Ctovemment 
has  kept  in  view  "has  been  that  of 
equality.  Now,  I  wiU  venture  to  say 
that,  t^tad  as  I  will  test  it  by  this  prin- 
ciple, this  Bill  cannot  be  said  to  be  con- 
sistont.  In  the  case  of  Maynooth,  the 
life  interests  of  the  ProfessorB  and  the 
tomporary  and  Aigitive  interestB  of  the 
stndents  are  thrown  together ;  and  let 
me  observe,  in  passing,  that  while  the 
temporaiy  and  nigitive  interests  of  the 
BtudentA  are  represented  in  the  annual 
grant  by  £20,000,  the  life  interests  of 
the  Professors  are  represented  by  only 
£6,000  of  that  grant.  But,  in  estimat- 
ing the  compensation  to  Maynooth,  the 
whole  £26,000  is  multiplied  by  the 
figure  14.  The  total  of  the  life  interests 
in  the  Irish  Church,  exclusive  of  the 
curates,  amounts,  I  think,  to  £5,000,000, 
and  with  the  curates  to  £5,700,000.  Of 
the  £400,000  to  Maynooth,  about  one- 


third  will  go  to  satisfy  annuitants,  and 
two-thirds  are  left,  if  necessary,  fbr  the 
re-endowment  of  Maynooth.  In  the 
next  place,  I  want  topoint  out  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Church  what  is  the 
average  expectation  of  life.  The  figures 
which  Mr.  Gladstone  himself  has  used 
show  that  in  the  case  of  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  it  is  twelve  years ;  in  that 
of  the  incumbents  thirteen  years,  which 
gives  an  average  of  twelve  and  a-half 
years ;  but  the  average  for  the  curates  is 
seventeen  years,  which  brings  up  the 
general  average  to  fourteen  years,  and 
that  is  what  is  claimed.  If  the  average 
is  taken  for  the  Archbiflhops,  Bishops, 
and  beneficed  clergy — -namely,  twelve 
and  a-half  years,  that  will  leave  a  differ- 
ence of  a  year  and  a-half  between  your 
treatment  of  the  Irieh  Church  and  your 
treatment  of  Maynooth.  Again,  look 
at  the  matter  in  another  light.  The 
curriculum  at  Maynooth  is  eight  years, 
but  one-eighth  of  the  students  l^ive 
every  year,  as  a  conBequence  of  that 
period  of  curriculum.  With  a  maximum 
of  eight  years  and  a  tninimum  of  one 
year  I  do  not  know  what  your  average 
will  come  to ;  but  if  you  throw  in  the 
lives  of  the  Professors  I  do  not  think 
you  can  get  an  average  of  more  than 
seven  years.  Therefore,  the  case  stands 
thus.  To  the  Irish  Church,  with  life  in- 
terests averaging  under  the  most  ad- 
verse circumstances  twelve  and  a-balf 
years,  you  would  be  giving  fourteen 
years  under  my  plan ;  while  to  May- 
nooth, widi  life  interests  averaging  seven 
years,  you  are  about  to  give  fourteen 
years.  I  have  to  remind  your  Lordships, 
that  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church,  in 
dealing  with  glebes,  the  Bill  exacts  the 
building  charges  whatever  they  may 
be,  while  the  building  charge  for 
which  MaynooUi  is  liable  Is  to  be  en- 
tirely remitted.  I  believe  that  an  at^> 
ment  osed  in  the  ot^er  House  against 
this  jiToposal  was  that  the  Church  is  a 
religious  establishment  while  Maynooth 
is  an  educational  establishment.  I  ad- 
mit the  difi'erence ;  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
see  why  ministers  of  religion  should  be 
compensated  on  one  system  and  teachers 
of  theology  should  be  compensated  on 
another  and  a  different  system.  Let  me 
not  be  misunderstood.     I  do  not  com- 

flain  of  the  terms  granted  to  Maynooth. 
do  not  grudge  Maynooth  U.  ofthe 
money  proposed  to  be  granted  to  it  if 
this  property  is  to  be  taken  &om  the 
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Irish  Chnrcli.  What  I  want  is  that  there 
ehall  he  a  measure  of  cQuality.  I  believe 
that  anyone  reading  me  prorisiona  of 
this  Bill  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  are  favourable  to  Af ayuooth ; 
but  if  the  Irish  Church  be  compensated 
on  terms  equally  favourable  to  ner,  then 
I  hare  noUiin^  to  say.  I  now  come  to 
one  or  two  objections  which  may  pos- 
sibly be  ui^ed  against  my  Amendment. 
It  may  be  said  ttiat  some  of  the  clergy 
themselves  would  be  opposed  to  such  a 
system  of  compensation.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  among  bo  large  a  body  of  men  there 
may  be  some  who  would  look  to  their 
personal  interests  rather  than  to  the  in- 
teresta  of  the  Church,  but  I  believe  that 
the  men  who  act  in  that  way  will  be, 
comparatively  speaking,  in  a  smsll  mi- 
nority, and  I  venture  to  urge  that  in 
such  a  case  no  minority  has  the  right  to 
fetter  the  majority.  But  there  will  be 
so  risk  as  I  propose  to  have  matters 
dealt  with,  because  the  Commissioners 
are  bound  to  satisfy  themaelrea  that  the 
securi^  is  good.  My  noble  Friend 
(Earl  QranviUe)  may  say  he  objects  to 
ihe  Commissioners  putting  themselves  or 
the  State  in  any  financiaJ  danger;  but 
I  say  that,  when  we  have  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  Irish  Church,  it  is  a 
small  matter  to  ask  the  Government  to 
run  some  risk,  because  the  risk  would  at 
the  outside,  only  involve  the  pitiful  siim 
of  some  few  thousand  pounds,  while  the 
advantage  to  be  gained  by  the  adoption 
of  my  Amendment  would  be  the  closing 
at  once  of  business  transactions  which, 
under  the  plan  of  the  Oovermnent,  may 
go  on  for  twenl^'-five  or  thirty  years,  and 
may  cause  very  bitter  feeling  to  exist 
between  different  parties.  Again,  in 
cases  in  which  clei^jmien  object  to  the 
risk  or  to  compensation  in  one  sum,  the 
Commissiouers  may  purchase  a  Govern- 
ment annuity,  lie  Government  may 
say  that  the  adoption  of  fourteen  years 
would  be  a  re-endowment  of  the  Church, 
but  really  the  little  addition  it  may  in- 
volve will  be  but  a  reserve  fund  to  cover 
the  risk  of  that  assurance  which  you 
place  on  the  Irish  Church  in  imposing 
on  it  the  duties  which  after  the  passage 
of  this  Bill  it  will  have  to  undertake. 
One  thing  I  do  hope,  my  Lords,  and  it 
is  this — that  the  Church  Body  shall  be 
the  parties  to  deal  with  the  incumbents, 
and  not  the  Government.  It  would,  I 
think,  on  every  ground  of  policy  be  most 
unwise  that  you  should  contiiiue  to  bring 
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the  Government,  as  represented  by  the 
Commissioners,  into  irritating  conflict 
with  every  incumbent  in  Ireland.  If 
you  desire  that  all  the  bonds  of  union 
should  not  be  loosened,  and  that  the 
Church  should  not  be  broken  up  into 
fragments,  then  you  must  strengthen  the 
■  hands  of  this  central  Church  Body ;  yon 
must  put  her  in, a  position  of  responsi' 
bility ;  you  must  allow  every  receipt  to 
be  made  to  her  and  every  payment  to 
go  out  &om  her.  That  is  uie  only  prac- 
tical way  of  dealing  with  the  question. 
I  may  say  in  conclusion  that,  whether 
my  views  are  right  or  wrong,  I  have 
never  taken  an  unfair  part  against  this 
measure.  I  shall  not  propose  voluntarily 
or  designedly  any  Amendments  in  it 
which  do  not  appear  to  me  to  be  really 
reasonable ;  but  I  do  venture  to  urge 
this  Amendment  on  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships,  because  I  look  upon  it  as  no- 
cessaiy  to  bring  the  measure  into  har- 
mony and  consistency  with  itself,  be- 
cause I  believe  it  to  be  calculated,  on 
on  the  whole,  to  remove  those  irrita- 
tione  and  difficulties  which  must  arise 
in  Ireland,  and  because  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  in  every  sense  of  the  word  em- 
phatically just. 


Amendment  moved,  in  page  9,  line  27, 
to  leave  out  from  f "  chuKih  )  to  the  fflid 
of  the  clause  and  insert — 

("  It  ahal!  be  lAvful  for  iDCh  reprei«ntn[iT« 
bodj,  at  nnj  time  between  the  firit  doy  of  January 
one  choaund  eight  liuiidred  and  »CQnt]>.ane  and 
the  first  day  of  Jnnuiiry  one  thouiand  eight  hun- 
dred and  ■eTentf-liio.butnDt  afterward!,  lo  apply 
to  the  oommiiaionen  for  such  commutation  of 
life  intercats  a >  herein-after  mentioned,  and  there- 
upon the  eommissioncra  >h.ill  ascertain  and  de- 
clnra  tho  ngfregnlB  amount  of  the  yearly  ineomB, 
to  be  computed  na  mentioned  In  section  fourleea 
of  thii  Act.  of  all  pcrsODi  holding  on  tho  Srstday 
of  January  one  thouB.ind  eight  hundred  nnd 
seventy-one  any  archbishopric,  bishopric,  ben eBoe, 
or  calhedrni  preferment  in  or  connected  with  tba 
said  ohurch  nnd  entitled  to  compenaalion  under 
tection  fourteen  of  (hia  Act,  nnd  alio  the  aggi«- 
gniD  yeart;  value  ai  on  that  day  of  any  eccleiiai- 
licnl  property  rescrred  to  auch  holder  under  ihia 
Act  and  not  paising  under  tho  proviaiona  of  tbii 
Act  lo  the  repreaentative  body  herein-after  mcD- 
tioned,  auch  yearly  vnlua  to  bo  the  full  nnd  tru* 
Tsluo  of  tho  property  after  deducting  nil  rate*  and 
laxea  other  than  income  Ins.  and  lo  include  the 
benefit  (if  any)  derived  from  fines  pnid  on  renewal 
ol  leases  on  an  avciago  of  fourteen  yenra  preceding 
the  Brat  day  of  January  ono  thouaand  eight  bun- 
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'senlalive  body  shall  satisfy  ihem  that 
imes  and  life  interests  nro  unincumbered, 
imbered  IhnC  tho  incumbmncera  con>«nt 
mmutalioii,  and  liao  tlist  the  pwioni  en- 
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tUM  to  ndi  iaeomM  ud  lib  IntarMtt  lum  oon- 
Mnted  In  writlDg  to  neb  ooiniiiDUtloii  mod  pir< 
mint  M  benin  mmtioned,  or,  u  ragirds  tboie 
vbo  tun  not  lo  oonwDicd,  that  tbe  doe  and 
poiMtiul  psrcMiit  for  th^  n^Mtln  lln*  of  the 
anDDttiM  vllioK  wonld  ba  oomiog  to  tbam  under 
•aotioD  fourteen  of  tUaAot,  and  ortbeaaidfaarlj 
Tklas  of  tbeir  lift  interett*,  ii  Moorad  to  them 
nepeetiTolf  bj  the  wd  rtpraimtatife  bod;,  to 
"'  "in  of  the  oommtuionan,  and  bj  the 


imt7  for  hii  lift,  to  be  held  i 


tmat  to  aeoim  the  parment  of  hia  annoitj  and 
ILfo  jnterat  upon  the  tenna  mentioned  in  aeetion 
(bnrteen  of  Uui  Aet,  thai),  ai  on  tbe  flttt  da;  of 
January  oaa  tbooaand  ^ht  hnndnd  and  aerent;- 
two,  pa;  to  tbe  laid  lepreaantatiTe  bod;  a  oapilal 
tom  eqnal  to  foortaen  tioui  the  amount  of  tbe 
Buregate  of  (oeh  jearl;  inoomei  and  jearl;  raina 
oflifa  interett* :  and  llMreapon  the  leTenl  an- 
nniliea  proWded  for  ineh  panons  nnder  aeotion 
finirteen  *haU  not  take  ofboC,  and  all  the  eatataa 
and  Interett  of  nob  poaona  in  the  ooolaaiaiUoal 
propart;  inolnded  in  aneb  oommataUon  ahall  veat 
in  tbe  eommiulDnera.")  —  ( Tilt  Earl  of  Car' 

TheAbchbishofofYOBK:  My  Lords, 
as  I  Iiave  not  spoken  hitherto  on  tbia 
Bill,  I  trost  your  LordahipB  will  permit 
me  to  say  a  tew  words  upon  it  on  the 
present  occaaioii.  I  wish  to  Btate  in  e 
yety  short  compoaa  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced me  to  re&ain  &om  offering  any 
opposition  to  it  until  it  reached  its  later 
stages.  Last  year,  when  this  subject 
was  under  discussion,  it  appeared  to  me 
that  the  question  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  that  on  which 
the  country  would  have  to  pronounce  an 
opinion,  and  I,  as  well  as  many  others, 
did  what  we  could  to  draw  the  attention 
of  our  countrymen  to  that  issue — dises- 
tablishment bein^  taken  to  mean,  if  I 
rightly  understand  it,  that  the  country 
would  no  longer  adopt,  as  representing 
the  true  iaith,  that  Church  to  which  it 
had  hitherto  given  its  adhesion  and  sup- 
port. That  was  a  point  which  it  was 
for  the  countiT'  to  decide,  and  the  con- 
stituencies have  pronounced — however 
we  may  regret  it,  that  they  will  no  longer 
maintain,  as  tooching  the  truth,  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland.  I  will 
not  trouble  the  Committee  by  entering 
into  this  point  at  greater  length  now, 
nor  should  I  have  touched  upon  it  at 
aU  but  that  I  regard  it  as  a  right 
that  I  should  endeavour  to  justify  the 
fact  that,  as  a  Bishop  of  the  Church, 
I  have  hitherto  been  silent  on  so  im- 
portant a  part  of  the  subject,  on  which  I 
was  debaired  from  speaking  on  a  former 
occasion  owing  to  the  want  of  opportu- 
nity.    I  now  come  to  the  other  most  im- 

TOL.  OXCTH.    [third  8Ean».] 


portont  part  of  the  subject — the  question 
of  disendowment,  of  which  we  stand  at 

the  beginning ;  and  in  this  case  I  thinlr 
it  is  not  the  country  alone,  as  in  the  case 
of  disestablishment,  which  has  to  express 
its  views,  because  here  the  question  is  one 
of  rights  and  trusts,  in  which  individuaU 
and  corporate  bodies  are  to  be  considered. 
I  have  observed  in  the  course  of  these 
debates  great  halting  and  confusion  with 
respect  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and 
I,  for  one,  must  confess  that  I  have 
looked  at  it  in  vain  for  any  principle. 
It  has  been  described  in  "  anouier 
plaoe "  as  being  a  just  ajid  also  as 
being  a  generous  measure.  That  is  a 
very  epigrammatic  way  of  describing  it, 
but,  like  many  epigrams,  it  does  not 
stand  the  test  of  logical  examination.  I 
understand  by  being  just  the  being  fair 
and  equitable,  and  by  being  generous 
the  giving  of  something  whi(£  one  is  not 
bound  to  bestow.  In  ai^:uing  this  ques- 
tion, I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  the 
history  of  the  Irish  Churdi  or  to  say  a 
single  pliable  about  the  Ckironation 
Oath.  I  view  the  subject  as  affecting 
the  rights  of  congregations.  There  are  in 
Ireland  certain  congregations  which  this 
measure  very  seriously  affects.  Let  me 
take  the  case  of  any  one  of  them  of 
moderate  number,  which  has  hitherto 
enjoyed  without  interruption  for  many 
generations  the  teaching  of  the  Frotesf^ 
ant  Church  in  that  country,  which  values 
that  teaching,  and  which  never  has  taken 
a  single  step  to  separate  itself  from  the 
GhuKh,  which  abhors— for  I  am  obliged 
to  mention  what  your  Lordships  know  to 
be  the  fact  —  and  detests  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion ; — let  me,  I  say,  take 
the  case  of  such  a  congregation,  upon 
which  all  of  a  sudden  out  of  a  dear 
sky  there  comes  a  great  thunderbolt  in 
the  shape  of  this  measure,  and  ask  you 
in  what  position  it  will  be  placed.  I 
have  always  understood  that  in  this 
countiy,  when  any  subject  enjoys  a  pri- 
vilege which  he  values,  that  privilege 
cannot  be  taken  away  by  the  law  except 
for  some  default ;  but  I  deny  that  in  this 
case  there  has  been  any  default.  The 
members  of  that  congregation  naturally 
wish  to  worship  in  the  church  where 
tiieir  fathers  before  them  have  wor- 
shippedr  and  to  hear  its  service  in  the 
tongue  whic^  they  have  been  accustomed 
to  speak;  but  all  this  is  to  be  done  away 
witif,  and  it  is  idle,  I  mtuntain,  to  talk 
to  them  of  equality,  because  they  con, 
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Tmder  ancTi  circumstanceB,  be  animated 
by  no  other  feeling  than  an  overbearing 
eenie  of  wrong.  The  excellent  and  worthy 

gireona,  I  may  add,  who  have  firamed  the 
ill,  have  been  tempted  from  time  to 
time  to  Bwerve  a  little  from  their  own 
Btrict  logical  conclusionB ;  becanse,  while 
they  fii  equality  npon  its  front,  yon  will 
find,  by  looking  closely  at  the  clauaee, 
thattbey  endeavour  to  be  alittle  genenras 
hereand  there.  Nevertheless,  we  are  aaked 
to  do  a  great  injnatice  in  stripping  the 
Church  of  almost  all  her  property  and 
sending  her  forth  in  that  way  to  bear  the 
great  uiock  of  separation  &om  the  State 
on  which  she  has  hithert»  leant  for  aid ; 
and  my  object,  in  reference  to  these  com- 
pensation and  commutation  clauses  is  to 
mitigate  a  little  the  enormous  injustice 
which  the  Bill  in  ite  present  shape  will 
perpetrate.  I  have,  therefore,  placed 
on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  which  has 
called  forOi  unfavourable  comments,  but 
whichlampreparedto justify;  because, 
whether  the  margin  of  25  per  cent  which 
I  aek  for  be  deemed  too  great  or  not,  it 
will  scarcely,  I  think,  be  denied  that 
some  margin  is  necessary  in  order,  in  the 
first  place,  to  shield  the  Church  from 
loss,  and,  in  the  second  place,  to  provide 
a  fund  which  may  assist  the  Church  in 
her  first  struggle.  A  noble  and  learned 
Lord  whom  I  do  not  now  see  in  his  place 
(Lord  Somilly)  has  spoken  in  terms 
of  high  approval  of  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
t&t  the  primitive  Church,  to  which  he 
referred,  was  never  subjected  to  the  par- 
ticular kind  of  trial  which  the  Churcn  in 
Ireland  will  have  to  undergo.  And,  since 
he  has  taken  us  to  this  ground,  I  will 
remind  the  noble  and  ieamed  Lord  of 
that  great  Apostle  who  made  it  his  re- 
peated boast  that  he  had  never  been 
dependent  on  any  man;  that  he  had 
depended  on  his  own  trade  and  on 
the  industry  of  his  own  hands  and 
not  on  the  voluntary  principle.  What- 
ever excellencies  tilie  voluntary  prin- 
ciples may  possess,  a  man  entirely  de- 
pendent upon  his  congregation  is  not 
m  the  best  position  for  de^ng  faithiiilly 
with  them.  Now,  of  the  Commission- 
era  who  are  to  carry  out  the  arrange- 
menta  connected  with  this  Bill  every- 
body speaks  well,  and  I  have  not  a 
single  word  to  say  against  them ;  but  you 
do  not  leave  them  to  the  operation  of 
the  volimtaiy  principle.  Iney  are  to 
do  a  kind  of  deacon's  work  for  the 
The  ArehH»hopof  Tork 
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Church,  and  yon  secure  their  servicefl 
by  good  salaries.  Kow,  you  are  in- 
viting a  number  of  persons  who  are 
dependent,  with  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies, upon  very  small  incomes,  to  com- 
mute those  incomes,  and  to  hand  over 
all  their  substance,  without  telling  them 
on  what  scale  or  in  what  manner  tha 
estimate  is  to  be  made.  Those  who  are 
to  make  the  estimate  may  follow  ont 
their  duties  in  the  same  conscientione 
spirit  which  induces  insurance  companies 
to  requiremedical  certifioates,  or  they  may 
act  in  the  larger  and  more  liberal  spirit. 
There  is  no  direction  in  the  Bill  upon 
the  point.  There  is,  however — and  here 
we  see  the  generous  spirit — a  line  which 
says,  "in  respect  of  which  the  capital 
sum  is  paid,  as  long  as  the  annuitant 
requires  such  payment  to  be  made." 
Here  is,  what  has  been  confessed  to  be, 
a.  hint  that  these  deigymen,  whose  in- 
comes we  have  had  variously  estimated 
at  from  £260  to  £300  a  year,  may,  if 
they  choose,  re-endow  the  Qiuroh.  Yon 
first  take  the  endowment  and  run  it  to 
waste,  and  then  you  say — "Oh,  if  you 
practice  self-deniu  you  may,  to  some  ex- 
tent, re-endowthe  Church."  That  is  not 
just,  that  is  not  generous.  A  third  epithet 
ap^es  to  these  provisions  of  the  Bill 
much  I  refrain  front  characterizing.  The 
dauee  will  produce  no  such  sum  as,is  pre- 
dicted, andl,  for  one,  will  bene  parfy  to 
this  sordid  invitation  to  the  Irish  clergy, 
or  to  the  proposal  that  we,  with  a  t^- 
valrous  saraifice  of  principle,  diould  first 
take  away  that  on  whion  they  depend, 
and  then,  in  the  same  breath  and  ^  the 
same  vote,  should  say — "If  you  will  pinch 
a  little  and  spare  a  little,  you  make  a 
fi«sh  endowment  for  the  Church."  The 
noble  fiarl'g  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon's) 
clause  differs  frwn  my  own  in  two  re- 
spects ;  but  I  shall  waive  mine  in  favour 
of  that  which  he  has  proposed,  and 
therefore  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships upon  it,  The  noble  Earl  has 
rightly  said  that  the  new  Body  has  to 
establish  hereafter  its  right  to  your  con- 
fidence, and,  therefore,  I  think  that  it  is 
wise  that  some  little  pressure  should 
be  put  npon  the  annuitants,  in  ordw 
that  the  matter  may  be  called  to  their 
attention,  and  that  the  whole  scheme 
may  not  drift  away  whilst  men  are  de- 
bating on  the  soundness  of  the  seourity. 
The  compulsory  principle,  if  the  IriuL 
clergy  will  agree  to  adopt  it,  is,  I  think, 
a  very  good  ptdndple.     'Dm  fomteen 
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years,  I  believe,  will  be  Bnfficient,  not 
only  to  afford  proper  aecurity,  but  to 
leave  Bomething  fbr  the  Cbuim.  I  had 
intended,  my  Lords,  to  ^eak  at  greater 
length,  but  the  lateness  of  the  hour  for- 
bid^ it.  I  am  sorry  in  these  debates  to 
have  heard  the  word  "justice"  so  often 
used.  The  word  justice  is  a  Teiy  high 
and  sacred  word,  and  a  principle  which 
I  am  sure  governs  yout  Lordsnips  in  all 
your  private  relations.  But  I  thinlr  -we 
should  be  slow  to  apply  it  to  transac- 
tions that  are  not  periectly  just ;  to  cases 
where,  for  some  reason,  you  are  compelled 
to  disturb  trusta  that  have  existed  for 
years — aye,  for  centuries — to  cases  where 
you  are  obliged  to  take  away  &om  un- 
offending people  advauta^s  which  they 
have  long  enjoyed ;  to  cases  where  you 
boast  the  principle  of  equality,  which 
yetyoufail  to  carry  through.  Ithinkthe 
word  justice  should  be  reserved  for  those 
transactions  only  where  you  can  say  bo- 
fore  God  and  man,  that  you  have  vio- 
lated no  trust,  that  you  have  disturbed 
no  man  in  his  rightful  poasesaions,  and 
that  you  have  done  no  injury  to  your 

neighbour.  

The  V.iT>T.  OF  ElUBEBLEY:  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Oamarvon)  who  spoke  last  but  one 
stated  very  justly  at  the  dose  of  his 
speech  that  nothing  which  he  had  said 
during  these  debates  had  shown  any 
desire  to  attack  the  Bill  in  an  unfair 
manner.  My  noble  Friend  did  not  place 
at  all  too  high  the  importance  of  conunu- 
tation  to  the  future  of  the  Chiiich  of  Ire- 
land. Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  con- 
mdered  the  matter  carefully ;  I  do  not 
know  any  point  more  worthy  of  con- 
sideration ;  and  it  was  the  full  intention 
of  the  Goverument  that  any  advantagi 
which  might  accrue  through  that  pro- 
cess shoiud  be  cnjoved  by  the  Church. 
Hy  noble  Friend  and  I  may  difTer  as  to 
the  means ;  but  the  Government  have  no 
intention  to  deprive  the  Church  of  any 
advantages  resulting  &om  that  proceed- 
ing. On  the  contruy,  they  believe  that 
under  it  the  Church  might  be  able  to 
obtain  funds  which  would  be  extremely 
useful  during  her  transition  state  from 
an  Established  to  a  voluntaiy  Church. 
But,  my  noble  Friend  seems  to  have 
made  a  calculation  which  is  really  not 
borne  outbythefiMttaof  thecase.  There 
are  five  different  classes  of  lives  con- 
nected with  C3iurch  properly.  Li  the 
statement  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  the 


lives  of  the  Bishops  are  valued  at  only 
ten  years'  purchase ;  those  of  the  Deans 
and  Chapters  and  minor  corporations  are 
oalculated  at  thirteen  and  a-holf  years  ; 
other  Cathedral  dignitaries  at  eleven  and 
a  half  years ;  the  incumbentfl  at  twelve 
years,  and  the  curates  at  sixteen  years' 
purohase.  Now,  my  noble  Friend  has 
added  up  these  and  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  would  not  be  unfair  to  take 
fourteen  years  as  the  average.  The 
properties,  however,  which  are  held  by 
these  different  classes  are  very  different 
in  amount.  The  property  held  by  the 
Bishops  may  be  taken  to  be  worth 
£587,000 ;  in  the  hands  of  the  deans 
and  chapters,  £236,000;  of  the  cathe- 
dral dignitaries,  £122,000;  incumbents, 
£4,063,000;  and  curates  about  £500,000. 
But,  by  talang  the  average  of  fourteen 
years,  and  applying  that  to  the  whole, 
you  are  in  effect  giving  tothe  incumbents, 
who  hold  the  bi3k  of  the  property,  the 
whole  benefit  of  the  better  hves  to  be 
1  in  the  other  classes ;  and,  there- 
in strictness,  that  is  not  a  fair  and 
just  calculation  as  to  the  property  of  the 
Church.  My  noble  Friend  says  we  have 
treated  Maynooth  in  an  exceptional 
manner.  In  one  sense  that  is  undoubt- 
edly true;  but,  then,  the  case  is  also 
exceptional.  It  is  that  of  an  educational 
esteblishment ;  and  there  is  a  very  great 
difficulty  in  comparing  it  with  the  com- 
peneatioa  of  a  ^olly  different  character 

S'ven  te  incumbents.  Applying  a  eimi- 
r  principle  to  incumbente  and  to  May- 
nooth in  one  case,  if  two  or  three  lives 
dropped,  it  would  be  merely  so  many 
annuities  lost,  whereas  if  two  or  three 
Professors  dropped,  complete  dtsoi^ani- 
zation  of  the  education^  establishment 
must  follow.  Again,  my  noble  Friend 
has  said  that  it  is  not  strictly  equiteble 
to  make  a  different  provision  as  to  the 
building  charges  affecting  the  Church 
and  those  affecting  Maynooth.  It  must, 
however,  be  remembered  what  the  prac- 
tice has  been  with  regard  te  these  very 
buildings  at  Maynooth.  Originally,  a 
sum  of  money  was  from  year  to  year 
provided  for  their  repair,  imtil  the  Tote 
was  defeated  by  a  small  majority,  the 
consequence  being  that  the  building, 
which  was  paid  for  by  Parhament,  was 
placed  in  the  position  that  no  repairs 
could  be  executed  upon  it.  The  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  was  not  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  some  epecial  favour 
to  Maynooth,  but  because  it  was  felt 
2H2      [ContntVAw— CA>um23. 
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tobeiniteelf  a  juet  propoBal.  The  four- 
teen years'  term  proposed  in  the  case  of 
Uaynooth  was  the  average  of  the  whole, 
taking  FreBbyterian  lives  as  veil.  It  so 
happens  that  the  lives  of  the  Preshy- 
tenan  dergy  are  conBiderably  better 
than  those  of  the  other  Church,  and 
they  amount  to  fifteen  years.  My  noble 
Friend  stated,  with  considerable  force 
and  truth,  that  when  you  have  to  deal 
with  great  operations  it  is  not  for  indi- 
didu^  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  body.  Speaking  generally, 
that,  nb  doubt,  is  a  sound  principle; 
but  it  is  not  one  'which  can  be  intro- 
duced into  this  Bill-    The  proviBiona  of 


even  for  the  sake  of  giving  this  Church 
Body  a  better  position,  you  should  im- 
pose such  a  condition  ou  private  indi- 
vidnols  as  would,  without  their  consent, 
deprive  them  of  any  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty which  they  now  poeseas.  I  cannot 
help  *>ii"nln'ng  tb&t  lu  his  care  for  the 
Church  Body,  my  noble  Friend  baa 
rather  overlooked  the  rights  of  private 
individuals.  Now,  it  has  been  the  desire 
of  the  Government,  on  the  contrary,  to 
have  r^ard  to  all  vested  interests,  and 
not  deprive  individuals  of  any  vested 
rights  which  they  possess  under  the 
present  law.  I  think  that  the  arrange- 
ment suggested  by  the  Qovemment  is, 
on  the  whole,  the  best  arrangement.  It 
allows  the  Chunih  Body  to  commute  with 
different    incumbents.     It    allows    that 


willing  to  surrender  a  portion  of  their 
income ;  and  I  think  the  calculations  on 
which  my  noble  Friend  proceeded  are 
erroneous  and  cannot  be  supported  by  a 
careful  examination  of  the  details  of  the 
different  lives. 

Loan  CAIRNS  :  My  Lords,  this 
very  difBcult  question,  and  one  upon 
which  the  welfare  of  the  future  Church 
in  Ireland  very  much  depends.  While, 
however,  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Farl  of  Eimberley)  has  treated  the 
question  iu  the  fEurest  way,  I  do  not 
think  he  has  answered  the,  in  &ct,  un- 
answerable aignments  on  which  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
has  based  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 
We  all  admit  that  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  in  a  public  point  of  view — 
that  is  to  say,  looking  to  the  nation  as 
having  undertaken  this  work — to  wind 

■     Th«  Earl  ofEimberUy 


up  and  complete  the  whole  of  the  deal- 
ings between  this  new  Ecdesiasticol 
Commission  and  all  the  various  holders 
of  interests  in  the  shortest  possible  space 
of  time ;  and  I  am  sure  we  all  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  if  it  can  be  done  by 
a  general  commutation,  that  is  the  best 
way  in  which  the  settlement  can  be  ef- 
fected. That  is  so  with  regard  to  the 
natiou.  But  now  consider  how  import- 
ant it  is  to  obtain  the  same  result  for 
the  Church.  You  are  anxious  to  start 
under  favourable  auspices  the  fiiture 
Church  of  Ireland ;  but  that  Church 
would  be  hampered  very  much  ii,  here 
and  there,  in  one  parish  and  another, 
holders  of  life  interests  were  standing 
upon  their  rights  within  their  own  pa- 
rochial boundaries  in  such  a,  way  uiat 
the  new  Church  Body  could  not  re-ar- 
range the  country  according  to  the  al- 
tered drcumstances  in  which  the  Church 
might  be.  In  this  way,  forty  years 
heuce,  you  might  have  some  solitary, 
long-lived  man  standing  out  upon  Ms 
glebes,  insisting  on  the  payment  of  his 
annuity,  and,  for  all  I  tmow,  having  a 
Commisaion  kept  up  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  his  annuity.  In  itay  opinion,  it 
is  absolutely  necessair,  for  the  efficient 
working  of  the  new  Church,  to  have,  as 
soon  as  possible,  a  tahula  rata  oi  the 
whole  country,  so  as  to  erect  upon  that 
foundation  the  new  superstructure  which 
is  to  represent  the  future  Church  of  Ire- 
land. Starting  from  these  principles, 
tha  first  conclusion  we  must  come  to  is 
that  we  must  have  the  most  speedy  com- 
mutation of  which  the  case  will  admit ; 
secondly,  that  the  commutation  must  be 
universal,  if  you  can  provide  proper  se- 
curily  for  those  who  are  brought  into 
the  arrangement ;  and  third,  ^at  you 
must  cany  the  commutation  into  effect 
through  the  medinm  of  the  Church  Body 
itself.  Bearing  these  conclusions  in 
mind,  upon  what  terms  can  the  new 
Church  Body  be  asked  to  undertake  this 
work?  According  to  the  Bill  o£  the 
Oovemment,  each  holder  of  a  life  inter- 
to  have  his  own  particular  life 
valued  according  to  the  annuity  tables ; 
and,  suppofflng  all  assented  to  the  com- 
mutation, the  Church  Body  would  be- 
come possessed  of  tiie  exact  value  of  all 
the  speoifio  lives  entitled  to  annuities. 
In  other  words,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Church  should  have  in  its  hand  a  certain 
sum  of  money,  which,  if  the  valuation 
tables  are  accurate,  would  have  to  be 
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paid  back  again  to  the  holders  of  life 
utteieotB.  Now,  ia  it  poaaible  that  you 
con  aak  a  Ghnivfa  Body  to  undertake — 
or  is  it  likely  that  su^  a  body  would 
undertake — to  do  business  of  tliat  kind 
on  those  tenuB  ?  Bemember  that  these 
are  picked  Utob  ;  and  it  is  the  opinion  of 
all  the  actuaries  who  hare  considered 
this  matter,  that  there  are  no  tables  of 
lives  at  present  in  use  which  could  be 
safely  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  2,000  picked  lires,  and  that  if  you 
were  guided  by  the  ordinary  tables  in 
this  case,  the  probability  is  that  you 
would  become  bankrupt.  In  addition  to 
this,  let  OS  see  what  the  Church  Bod^ 
has  to  do.  It  has  to  transact  the  busi- 
ness of  a  public  department ;  to  nego- 
tiate with  ereiy  one  of  those  2,000  men 
npon  what  torms  they  will  undertake 
their  new  duties,  how  much  of  their 
Gommutatioii  they  will  require  in  bulk, 
and  how  much  in  ft-nTuml  income  ?  The 
Church  Body  will  have  to  undertake  the 
whole  of  the  legal  busineea  which  will 
be  sure  to  arise,  and  wMch  will  entail 
a  certain  ezp^iditure.  I  hold  it,  there- 
fore, to  be  absolutely  impossible  that  the 
Church  Body,  upon  the  mere  payment 
of  the  calciuated  value  of  those  lives, 
Tould  undertake  this  business.  It  is 
proposed,  by  the  Amendment,  that  a 
gtoea  sum  should  be  given  to  the  Church 
Body ;  and  the  question  is,  is  that  an 
exorbitant  or  improper  sum,  in  consider- 
ation of  the  business  which  has  to  be 
transacted  in  return  ?  Now,  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  oppoaito  introduced  into  the 
discussion  more,  with  regard  to  the  dif- 
'  ferent  value  of  lives,  than  is  absolutely 

necessazy.  At  present,  we  are  dealing 
with  the  commutation  of  the  lives  of  the 
incumbents  of  benefices  and  those  of 
higher  rank  in  the  Church.  We  have 
got  rid  of  the  curates  now.  None  of  us 
can  calculate  with  certainty  the  value  of 
the  lives  of  the  incumbents ;  but  upon 
the  best  information  I  can  obtain  in  the 
different  dioceses,  I  may  say  that  the 
average  value  of  the  lives  of  incumbents, 
which  form  by  far  the  greater  part  of 
the  commutation,  ia  a  fraction  over  or 
under  thirteen  years'  purchase,  while  the 
duration  of  life  among  the  Bishops  would 
average  a  fraction  under  eleven  years. 
Now,  in  charging  the  Church  Body  with 
the  task  of  deaEng  with  the  whole  of 
these  incumbents,  settling  with  them  the 
arrangements  under  which  payment  will 
have  to  be  made,  is  it  exorbitant  to  ask 
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that  fourteen  years'  purchase  should  be 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Church  in  con- 
sideration of  their  taking  the  whole  risk 
and  doing  that  business  which,  if  not 
done  by  them,  would  have  to  be  done 
in  some  form  and  at  some  expense  by 
the  Qovemment  ?  Now,  let  us  see  what 
to  be  done  in  r^;ard  to  what  I  may 
y  is  an  analogous  case — that  of  May- 
nooth.  This  has  been  already  referred 
to,  and  the  compensation  is  to  be  four- 
teen years'  purchase.  I  can  quite  un- 
derstand the  noble  Earl  (the'  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  when  be  says  that  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  for- 
gotten the  lives  of  the  Presbyterian 
dergy ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the  lives 
f  the  Presbyterian  clei^are  dealt  with 
n  a  separate  footing,  because  in  the 
Bill  as  it  stands  at  present,  the  compen- 
sation is  for  the  value  of  their  ownlives, 
whereas  I  complain  that  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  given  to  Maynooth  and  to 
certain  adjuncts  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  such  as  the  Widows'  Fund  and 
other  payments  of  that  kind,  is  taken 
on  the  principle  that  they  are  worth 
seven  years'  purchase.  In  stating  the 
case  of  Maynooth,  Mr.  Gladstone  said — 
Wh&t  ve  propose — and  we  think  it  a  fftir&nd 
eqnitftble  propoul — ii,  that  in  order  to  gin  time 
for  th«  free  ooniiderfttlon  of  the  unuigeiDcati  and 
the  aoDitraation  of  soalei  for  the  eatiifactioo  of 
llfe-intcreiti,  and  lor  aTOidiog  rioleot  ahcxikB  lad 
diuppointmenta  to  those  whoie  proapeotiTe  pUns 
for  life  niaji  hue  alreadj  heen  roade  upon  the 
lappoiition  of  the  «ontiiiaaDoe  of  arraugsineDtl 
ohioh  bare  lo  loag  eiiited,  and  whioh  were  eo- 
lemDl;  made,  there  ahonld  be  »  ToluKtian  of  tha 
interelt  of  »11  then  gnuite — a  life  intereit  at  m 
moderate  Kale.  OT  at  ronrteen  yean'  porehaM  of 
'  amoant  noir  aoDoallr  Toted."  — [S 
lOiT.  147.] 

All  this  is  done  with  the  greatest  care 
and  tenderness  for  the  sake  of  these 
grants  which  were  to  be  compensated, 
"  "  "  not  say  that  they  ate  compen- 
highly.  I  want,  however,  to 
know  why  the  same  rule  should  not  be 
applied  to  the  cle^^.  The  paymente  to 
the  president,  vice  -  president,  officers, 
and  professors  of  Maynooth  amount  to 
only  £6,000  and  to  the  students  £5,000, 
making  altogether  £11,000.  Then  the 
establishment  expenses,  not  connected 
with  lives  at  all,  were  £14,560,  and  tha 
whole  establishment  being  based  on  a 
curriculum  of  eight  years  was  to  be  com- 

feasated  by  fourteen  years'   purchase. 
do  not  object  to  that ;  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  tbe  curriculum  of 
the  place  was  only  eight  years,  and  that 
ICommitlte— Claim  23, 
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no  qtiestioii  aboat  the  eeouiil?  provided 
by  uie  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Eaxl  of  Oamarvon),  altbougli  I  ad- 
mit that  the  Amendment  brought  !ai- 
wtttd  in  "  another  place  "  was  open  to 
objection  on  the  ground  of  its  not  pro- 
Tiding  sufficient  eecurity.  In  conclusion, 
I  have  only  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  will 
commend  itself  to  your  Lordships,  and 
that  you.  will  give  it  your  support. 

Easl  G-EAKVILLE:  My  Lords, 
altbougb  1  hare  no  wish  to  unneces- 
sarily detain  the  House  I  feel  it  is  my 
duty  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject. 
It  is  quite  re&eshing  to  bear  tbree 
speeches  in  succession  not  containing  a 
single  abusive  epithet.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  on  what  basis  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  has  made  the  oalcu- 
lation  of  the  thirteen  years'  valuatioD  of 
lives.     The   noble    and   leanied   Lord 

J)pears  to  have  lost  sight  of  a  great 
ement  in  the  calculation.  Befereuce 
has  been  made  to  the  possibility  of  in- 
cumbents starving  themeelvea  in  order 
to  contribute  to  me  Church  fund,  but  I 
believe  that  in  many  cases  very  advan- 
tageous arrangements  might  be  made. 
In  some  cases  old  men  wul  be  glad  to 
retire  on  a  commutation  something  tess 
than  they  would  receive  if  they  con- 
tinued their  occupation,  and  no  doubt 
some  young  men  would  be  glad  to  start 
with  a  certain  sum  of  money  in  their 
pockets  in  order  to  compete  with  Eng- 
lish clergymen.  The  object  of  all  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  discussion  is  that 
there  should  be  a  commutation.  The 
future  of  the  Church  very  much  depends 
upon  commutatioD,  and  we  all  think  that 
if  the  Church  derives  some  benefit  from 
it,  so  much  the  better  for  the  result.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  proposition 
which  I  make  is  unobjectionable,  and 
that  it  would  bring  about  the  desired 
object,  without  compulsion,  but  merely 
by  means  of  encouragement.  If  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Camarvon)  will 
withdraw  his  Amendment  I  should  not 
be  unwilling  to  add  to  the  clause  a 
proviso  dealing  with  the  cases  of  those 
dei^jmen  who  have  become  attached  to 
the  spots  where  they  have  long  resided. 
The  other  Amendment  of  which  notice  haa 
been  given  by  a  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  is  objectionable  be- 
cause, in  consideration  of  the  circum- 
stanoe  that  the  clergy  have  better  lives 
than  the  ordinaiy  oommuni^,  it  pro- 


at  any  moment  when  the  compensation 
might  be  made,  some  of  the  students 
would  be  in  their  seventh  or  eighth  year. 
Yet  the  amount  is  fixed,  not  at  eight, 
bat  at  fourteen  years'  purchase.  All  I 
ask  is  that  the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Church 
should  be  treated  in  a  similar  manner, 
and  that  the  principle  of  commutation 
should  in  their  case  be  fixed  at  one  gross 
sum  of  fourteen  years'  purchase.  Let 
me  add  this.  It  has  been  said  that  these 
claims  are  made  on  the  principle  of  ask- 
ing for  a  re-endowment,  but  I  answer 
in  the  words  of  Mr.  &ladetone,  who,  in 
speaking  of  Maynooth,  said — 

"  It  has  twen  nid  that  tba  mm  ire  prapoM  t« 
ghe  to  Majnootb  is  an  endowment.  I  miintBln,  on 
the  contrary,  that  it  is  no  endowment  to  Majnooth. 
It  Is  a  transition  psjincnt  glrsn  to  Maynooth, 
like  the  payments  we  gire  to  others,  to  enable  it 
to  meet  tbe  oircomitances  of  a  great  traDsitloa  : 
but  it  ii  no  endowment  in  any  other  sense  than 
tbe  other  payments  proposed  to  be  made  are  an- 
dowmentt  if  yon  choose  to  apply  that  term  to 
tliem."— [3  Batuard,  oiori.  334.] 

I  do  not  choose  to  Wply  that  term  to 
what  is  now  asked.  It  is,  in  the  words 
of  Mr.  Gladstone,  "a  payment  to  meet 
tbe  circumstances  of  a  great  transition." 
I  have  noticed  with  some  surprise  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  has  expressed  an  opinion 
that  through  the  commutation  under 
this  Bill — through  the  payment  of  the 
holders  of  life  interests — the  new  Church 
Body  would  get  a  sum  of  £1,600,000  or 
£2,000,000.  These  are  the  wordsof  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman — 

"  Suppoae,  instead  of  putting  this  power  of  ar. 
tangement  into  tbe  hands  of  tbe  Churoh  Body, 
we  h.id  reserved  it  in  the  hands  of  the  State,  and 
left  (he  State  to  nepoltale  the  commutation  and 
keep  thesurplus, £1,000,000  or perhapi  £3,000,000 
would  be  made  by  the  State  out  of  these  oomma- 

tationa But  this  money,  which 

might  haTO  been  reserTsd  for  publio  purposes,  bai 
been  wisely  and  equitably  left  to  be  harrested 
and  stored  by  tbe  Chnreh  Body,  regardlesi  of  tbe 
impntatioDi,  wbioh  haie  nerer  been  made  Irom 
this  aide  of  the  House,  that  ws  were  endowing 
or  re-endowing  the  Roman  Catholica,  and  doing 
nothing  for  the  Irish  Cburoh."— {/h'd,  333-3.] 

I  own  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  imagine 
that  by  any  possibility  the  Church 
out  of  the  tabulated  value  of  the  holders 
of  life  interests,  make  £1,000,000 
£2,000,000,  unless  you  assume  that  the 
holders  of  those  life  interests  will  sacri- 
fice the  value  of  their  lives.  As  regards 
the  security  to  the  individuals  to  which 
the  noble  Ear!  referred,  thn«  can  be 
Zord  Caimt 
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poaed  to  add  7  per  cent  to  i 
tatioQ.  The  oDJeotioii  *to  the  Amend- 
ment ia  tlufi — while  these  Utos  are  in 
general  better  than  ordinary  lives,  there 
are,  of  oottzee,  a  good  many  bad  lives 
among  the  cleigy,  and  if  there  were  no 
restrictione,  all  uie  bad  lives  would  take 
advantage  of  the  provision,  while  the 
good  lives  would  not  be  benefited  to  the 
same  extent.  What  the  Govemment 
|>ropoBe  is  that  if  four-fifths  of  the  clergy 
m  any  diocese  oonsent  to  commute,  tben 
the  GommisaionerB  shall  be  autborued  to 
iMld  7  per  cent  to  the  amount  of  the  com- 
mutation. I  hope  my  noble  Friends  oppo- 
site win  take  that  proposal  into  consider- 
ation. I  think  it  is  one  which  if  strongly 
recommended  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  the  Qovemment  as  per- 
fectly fail  and  intelligible  will  give  more 
money  to  Hie  Church  and  at  the  same 
time  operate  as  a  stimulaB  to  the  incum- 
bents umnaelves  to  commnte. 

After  a  few  words  in  explanation  from 
LordOAiBira, 

On  Question,  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tSausef  —  Their  Loidships  divided:  — 
Contents  86;  Not-Gontente  155:  Ha- 
)ori^  69. 
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PiiBUO  Biuji—OrdeTtd—Firil  Rtadmg — Doblin 
Freemen*  [186] ;  Local  Go'emment  Snppla- 
msntal  (No.  3)  *  [103];  Tnriipike  Acta  Con- 
Unoanoe,  Ao.'  [IBlji  Fiiheriea  (Ireland)' 
[1X1]:  Lud    Tax  Law    ' 


ARUT— MAJOR  M'GWIRE'S  CAMPING 

SYSTEM.-(IUEST10N. 
Mb.  ENIQHT  aaid,  he  would  bee  to 
ast  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  Beports  have  been  received 
from  the  Ujlita^  Authoritiee  of  the 
Fresideacies  of  Bombay  and  Madras 
highly  commendatory  of  Maj  or  M'  Gwire'  s 
camping'  system  vith  £eld  hammocke, 
as  calciHated  to  add  greatly  to  the  health 
and  efficiency  of  troops  in  the  field  and 
on  the  line  of  march ;  and,  if  bo,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Goveni- 
ment  to  extend  the  full  benefits  of  such 
OTstem  to  British  Soldiers  in  India  and 

die  Colonies  ? 

Mb.  CABDWELL  said,  inre^y,  that 
the  Beports  &om  Madras  and  Bombay 
in  reg^d  to  these  hammocks  had  been 
&Tourable,  but  they  were  not  ap^oved 
by  the  0>mmander-in-Chief  in  India, 
and  were  not  reconmiended  by  the  Go- 
Temment  of  India.  Until  they  were 
approved  in  India,  it  was  not  probable 
they  would  be  generally  adopted. 

METROPOLIS  —  ST.    MARTLEBONE 
W0RKH0U8B  SCHOOL.— dUESTION. 
Mb.  COOAN  Bidd,  he  wi^ed  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
"Whether  it  be   true  that  five  Boman 
Catholic  children  at  the  St.  Varylebone 
Workhouse   School    at    SouthaU    have 
been  etruck  off  the  roll  as  Catholics  and 
entered  as  Protestants;  what  are   the 
ispectiTe  periods  that  the  said  children 
are  been  m  the  Poor  Law  School,  giv- 
ing the  dates  of  their  admission ;  what  reli- 
^ouB  instruction  has  been  given  to  them 
in  that  school,  and  in  particular  what 
instruction  has  been  given  to  them  in 
their  own  religion ;  and,  whether  the 
parents  of  the  sud  children  be  living  or 
not,  and,  in  either  case,  whether  tSey, 
or  the  nearest  of  Hn,  hare  been  oom- 
municated  with  on  the  subject  P 

Me.  QOSOHEN  :  Sir,  it  is  not  lite- 
rally true  that  the  names  of  five  Bomaa 
Catiiolic  children  have  been  struck  off 
the  rolls  as  Boman  Gatholica  and  en- 
tered as  Protestants ;  but  it  is  substan- 
tiaUy  true  that  they  have  been  educated 
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for  the  last  two  Tears  in  the  tenets  of 
the  Church  of  f^gland,  although  they 
had  been  entered  as  Soman  Catholics. 
In  April  last  a  Boman  Catliolic  priest 
TBS  admitted  to  Tiait  them,  but  after  two 
visits  the  five  children,  whose  ages  were 
about  fourteen  years  each,  objected  to 
continue  Boman  Catholics,  and  at  their 
own  desire  they  were  released  from  bis 
instruction,  fourteen  years  being  con- 
sidered the  age  when  pauper  children 
can  decide  which  religion  is  the  correct 
one.  They  have  not  been  instructed  in 
their  own  religion,  for  during  the  long 
time  they  have  been  in  the  workhouse 
they  have  only  received  two  visits  ircaa 
the  Boman  Catholic  priest,  who  in- 
structed them  on  these  tiro  visits  in  the 
religion  of  their  parents  ;  but,  under  the 
drcumstances  described,  the  children 
have  refused  to  be  taught  by  the  Boman 
Catholic pri^.  Oneortwooftheohildren 
are  orphans,  and  some  of  them  have 
mothers  living ;  but  in  no  one  case  have 
the  parents,  so  finr  as  I  can  ascertain,  or 
the  next  of  Ua  of  the  orphans  been  com- 
municated with.  I  shaU  make  no  com- 
ments on  the  matter,  and  to-morrow  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Harylebone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)  intends 
to  dniw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
correspondence  that  has  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Poor  Law  Board  and  the 
Haiylebone  authoritieB  upon  the  sub- 
ject 


JERSEY  JORATS.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  LOCKE  said,  be  would  b^  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  directed  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Pnvy  Council  in  the  matter  of  the  Jer- 
sey Jurats,  reported  in  "  Moore's  Privy 
CoancH  Bcnxnts,  New  Series,"  voL  ill., 
p.  482,  in  the  year  1866 ;  and,  whether 
the  Qovemmeut  intend  to  give  effect  to 
the  opinion  of  that  Committee,  that  "  a 
com^t«  change  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Boyal  Court  is  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  welfare  of  the  island,"  by  intro- 
ducing a  measure  to  effect  that  object  ? 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  tiiB 
attention  of  the  Government  had  not 
been  specially  drawn  to  the  decision  to 
iriiioh  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  but 
they  were  w^  aware  that  such  a  ded- 
sioa  had  been  made.  There  never  had 
bean  as  yet  direct  legislation  by  Parlia- 


ment in  regard  to  the  affoirs  of  Jersey, 
the  courae  being  to  apiiy  Acts,  or  por- 
tions of  Acte  of  Parliament,  to  that 
Island  by  Orders  in  Council.  Consti- 
tutional  authorities  in  that  House  dif- 
fered on  this  subject ;  and,  as  this  subject 
had  not  been  specially  broagbt  under 
the  notice  of  Government  by  me  inhabi- 
tants or  anyone  else,  it  had  not  been 
considered  by  the  Government  with  a 
view  to  legislation,  nor  could  he  hold 
out  any  prospect  of  legislation  on  the 
subject  iMa  Session. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 
qrEsnoiT. 

Ms.  H0SKTN8  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
When  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Ordnance 
Officers  to  proceed  with  the  Cadastral 
Survey  of  the  Midland  and  Southern 
Counties  of  England  on  the  same  (6-inch) 
scale  already  adopted  in  Ireland  and 
some  of  the  Noruiem  Counties ;  and, 
whether  it  is  contemplated  to  enlai^  the 
scale  to  twenty-five  mches,  t.«.,  about  a 
square  inch  to  the  acre  ? 

Ma.  CABDWELL,  in  reply,  said,  the 
whole  of  the  southern  counties  were 
likely  to  be  completed  in  about  tea 
years  from  this  tmie.  The  northern 
counties  had  been  already  completed, 
and  the  midland  counties  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with  as  soon  as  the  southern 
counties  were  finished.  It  was  calcula- 
ted that  the  whole  survey  would  be 
finished  in  about  fifteen  years  from  the 
present  time.  With  respect  to  the  scale, 
the  present  survey  was  being  made  on 
the  25-inch  scale,  and  the  counties  were 
published  on  a  6-inch  scale. 

LOCAL  MUSEUUS.— QUESTION. 
LoBD  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  authorize  the 
necessary  steps  being  taken  to  effect  the 
^^teoLatic  circulation  to  Local  Mu- 
seums, Libraries,  and  InstitutionB  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  the  superfiuous 
and  unexhibited  specimens  of  Art,  Sci- 
ence, and  Literature  now  deposited  in 
the    National  Museums  and    Oalleriea 

.  the  Metropolis? 

Mb,  GLADSTONE  said,  in  reply, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
very  favourable  to  the  object  contem- 
plated in  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Some  things  had  been  done  in  this  di- 
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reotion,  especiallyat  tlie  Soutli  Eendng- 
ton  Miieeum,  the  poirers  of  vhoae  direc- 
tory were,  howeTer,  not  adequate  to 
enable  them  to  effect  everTthiug  they 
thought  desirable.  Withm  the  past 
month  the  Treasury  had  received  a.  letter 
&om  the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gal- 
lery to  the  effect  that  they  had  made 
oollectioiis  of  dravings  intended  to  be 
deposited  on  loan  at  centres  remote  &om 
London.  Government  would  consider 
the  whole  subject  systematically,  with 
the  view  of  obtaining  the  utmost  benefit 
possible  for  the  public. 

TAX  ON  SHEPHERDS'  DOGS. 

QDESTIOM. 

Mb.  CAMERON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
"Whether,  under  the  thirty-eighth  section 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue 
Duties  Bill,  a  farmer  who  enters  upon  a 
new  farm  at  Whitsunday,  or  who  en- 

Oes  a  shepherd  at  that  term,  would  be 
le  in  the  one  case  for  the  Duty  on 
the  DogB  of  his  shepherds  which  had 
been  paid  for  already  by  his  predecessor 
on  the  1st  of  January  in  the  same  year, 
and  in  the  other  case  for  the  Duty  upon 
the  incoming  as  well  as  the  outgomg 
shepherd ;  and  whether  he  considers 
that  any  loss  or  inconvenience  to  the 
Public  Service  would  arise  if  the  period 
of  exemption  fiwn  Duty  were  extended 
to  Dogs  under  twelve  months  of  age? 

^E  CHANCELLOE  of  ras  E^IHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said  the  tax  on  dogs 
was  payable  on  the  Ist  of  January  by 
the  hirer  or  employer  of  the  shepherd  at 
the  time,  and  when  paid  it  went  to  the 
benefit  of  the  shepherd,  just  as  if  he  had 
paid  it  himself.  Having  been  paid,  no 
further  tax  would  be  payable  imtil  the 
next  lat  of  January,  and  therefore  a  far- 
mer entering  on  a  new  farm  would  not 
bo  liable  to  the  duty  on  dogs  paid  by 
his  predecessor,  nor  would  a  person  en- 
gaged as  shepherd  be  liable  to  the  Be- 
venue  for  the  duty  due  by  his  employer. 
It  would  be  very  inconvenient  to  extend 
the  exemption  from  six  months  to  twelve, 
as  it  would  lead  to  various  evasions  of 
the  tax. 

IRELAND— HOVTH  HARBOUR. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  possible  to  obtain  ftom  me  acKOunts 
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of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  a 
Betum  of  the  sums  emended  each  year 
for  the  ten  years  enimig  the  Ist  day 
of  January  last  on  Howth  Harbour,  and 
for  what  purpose  and  under  what  autho- 
rity such  sums  were  expended ;  also  the 
amount  contributed  hom  local  or  other 
sources  to  de&ay  such  expenditure,  and 
by  whom ;  togetiier  with  the  amount  of 
tolls,  rents,  or  other  reodpts  received 
during  the  same  period  by  the  Board  of 
Works  from  Howth  Harbour  ? 

Mb.  ATBTON  said,  in  reply,  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  rendering 
accounts  of  the  sums  expended  for  tbo 
past  ten  years  on  this  harbour,  and  of 
the  amount  contributed  by  local  and 
other  sonroes. 


IRELAND— SEIZURE  OF  FISHING 
SMACKS^QUESTION. 

Mr.  BLAEE  said,  he  also  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Beport  which  has  appeared  in 
the  Irish  Papers  that  the  Coast  Quaid  at 
Kingstown  had  seized  five  smacks  hav- 
ing their  drift  nebs  fishing  one  hour 
before  sunset  is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  if  hs 
will  be  good  enough  to  state  under  what 
section  of  the  Fishery  Acts  are  the  Coast 
Guard  or  other  authorities  justified  in 
seizing  vessels  under  such  drcumstanoea, 
and  what  Instructions,  if  any,  have  been 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Works  as  Fishery 
Commissioners  for  the  guidance  of  tha 
Coast  Guard  in  such  cases  ? 

Me.  ATETON  replied,  that  by  the 
Act  of  5  &  6  Fid.,  c.  160,  the  offi- 
cers and  men  of  the  Coast  Guard  were 
authorized  to  enforce  the  provisious  of 
the  Act  for  regulating  the  Fisheries  in 
Ireland.  The  Commissioners  of  Fish- 
eries undertook  the  task  of  making  a 
small  oode  of  the  Fisheries  Laws  for  the 
conv^ence  of  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Coast  Guard,  of  which  he  would  be 
happy  to  ^sent  the  hon.  Member  with 
a  copy.  The  Coast  Guard  received  la- 
formation  that  some  nets  had  been  shot 
for  the  improper  capture  of  herrings. 
A  boat  was  directed  to  go  to  the  spot, 
when  it  was  found  that  the  fisheries 
had  been  disturbed  hy  such  ill^al  acts ; 
and  thereupon  they  took  the  steps  which 
they  considered  were  authorized  by  the 
Act,  and  they  prosecuted  the  offenders 
for  the  illegal  fishery.  The  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland  thought  the  men 
should  be  admonidied,  and  oautiooed 
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agsinst  a  repetition  of  the  ofEenoe ;  and 
to  tliat  extent  only  did  the;  interfere  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  BLA£E  :  The  hon.  Member  has 
not  answered  my  Question.  I  asked 
under  -what  Act  tie  Officers  of  the  Coast 
Guard  were  justified  in  committing  the 
act  of  piracy  on  the  high  seas  in  seiziBg 
the  five  smacks  ? 

Mb.  AYRTON  :  I  am  not  reaponsibU 
for  the  Coast  Guard.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
examines  the  code  he  will  see  how  far 
they  were  authorized  in  theii  iwooeed- 
™gs-  

Me.  MATTHEWS :  Under  what  Act 
of  Failiament  is  there  power  to  issne  a 
code  authorizing  the  seizure  of  ships  on 
the  high  sea? 

Hb.  AYBTON  :  The  hon.  Oentleman 
has  misunderstood  the  answer  that  I 
gave.  I  did  not  say  that  the  Commis- 
sioners  had  issued  a  code  authorizing 
the  Coast  &uard  to  seize  vessels,  but  a 
Bode  which  contained  a  sununary  of  the 
statute  law  retatmg  to  the  performance 
d  the  dnties  of  the  Coast  Guard. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON:  I  tHJnlr  the 
question  remains  more  unanswered  than 
before. 

CATTLE  DISEASE.-QDE5TI0H. 

Mb.  a.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Yioe  Freaideut  of  the  Council 
onEducadon,  Whether  out  of  a  cargo  of 
93  beasts  landed  at  Thames  Haven  on 
Saturday  last  45  were  st<mped  t<x  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  whether  any  of 
the  remainder  were  passed  into  the 
Metropolitan  Market,  they  also  being  at 
the  time  affected  by  the  disease  V 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  replied  that 
the  figures  mentioned  by  the  non.  Gen- 
tleman were  not  quite  correct.  From 
inquiries  he  had  made  he  found  that 
two  vesaela  with  cattle  arrived  on  the 
day  referred  to.  One  of  those  vessels 
had  on  board  ninety-four  head  of  cattle, 
twantf-one  of  whidi  were  detained  and 
slaughtered  on  account  of  their  having 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease.  The  other 
vessel  had  on  board  323  head  of  cattle, 
fifteen  of  which  were  detained  and 
slaughtered  for  the  same  reason.  He 
had  no  reason  to  Buppose  that  tiie  au- 
thorittee  had  in  this  case  departed  from 
the  usual  course  in  dealing  with  cattle 
having  these  particular  diseases,  for  the 
reason  that  there  was  no  Act  in  exist- 
ence aa  yet  which  would  enable  them  to 
do  so.    A  Bill  was,  however,  before  For- 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [29th  June], 

"  That  leiTs  ba  giveo  to  brinK  in  ■  Bill  far 
appoiotlng  OommiMiooan  lit  ioqain  into  th« 
esiatance  of  corrupt  pnotioM  amongit  tba  Free- 
men Eleoton  of  tbe  Citf  of  Di^lln."— (Jfr. 
Attamty  Oenerat/or  Ir^and.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumad. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  should 
endeavour  to  confine  himself  aa  fiir  as 
possible  to  the  important  constitutional 
point  involved.  The  course  proposed 
was  altogether  unprecedented,  directly 
opposed  to  the  established  usage  and 
custom  of  Farliament.  The  Commission 
was  to  have  powers  of  inquiry  restricted 
and  limited  to  one  section  of  the  con- 
stituency, less  than  one-fourth  of  the 
whole.  The  first  step  of  die  Commis- 
sioners' inquiry  would,  therefore,  be  im- 
peded i  it  womd,  probably,  be  confined 
to  one  ward  of  the  town,  corruption  to  a 
certain  extent  being  localized ;  and  the 
result  would  be  abortive.  There  was  no 
precedent  that  in  any  respect  applied  to 
this  case.  There  was  a  general  Act  in 
force  regulating  the  issuing  of  Conmus- 
sions,  which  was  a  matter  of  course  in 
certain  circumstances.  The  House  had 
deliberately  passed  a  general  Act  to  in- 
clude all  cases.  This  was  an  instance  of 
exceptional  legislation;  and  be  hoped 
the  House  would  pause  before  putting 
it  In  the  power  of  any  Gentleman  on 
either  side  to  get  up  and  on  his  own 
caprice  initiate  special  legislation,  which 
would  revive  those  perplexing  and  irri- 
tating discussionB  oi  a  party  character 
which  he  had  hoped  were  removed  en- 
tirely from  the  floor  of  that  House.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  take  this 
retrograde  step,  involving  them  in  vexa- 
tious discussions,  which  were  calculated 
to  diminish  their  influence  in  the  country. 

Mb.  JAMES  said,  that  if  they  nega- 
tived the  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sullivan),  he  pre- 
eomed  it  was  intended  that  the  Writ 
should  he  issued  without  any  conse- 
quences following  from  the  Eeport  of 
me  learned  Judge.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  opposed  the  Motion  were  hardly 
consistent  in  the  course  they  veie  taking, 
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for  vlieD  the  Motion  vea  bronght  before 
tbe  House  for  a  etatutable  GommiBsion, 
under  the  Act  of  1853,  they  opposed  it 
on  the  KTOund  that  the  iuqui^  was  too 
broad ;  but  now,  when  the  Motion  was 
for  a  narrower  inquiry,  they  opposed  it 
because  that  inquiry  would  be  too  li- 
mited. But  if  the  Writ  were  allowed  to 
go,  tiien  even  the  corrupt  would  be  en- 
titled to  vote,  ["No."]  He  could  ae- 
Bure  hon.  Oentlemen  that  what  he  stated 
was  founded  upon  a  legal  decision  given 
in  an  inquiry  which  had  been  b^d  in 
England.     A  gentleman   occupying  a 

Jublic  positiDn,  who,  according  to  the 
udge'e  Beport,  had  been  guilty  of  sys- 
tematic  bribery,  and  who  had  set  at 
defiance  the  orders  of  the  Court,  would 
have  hia  conduct  ratified,  and  would  be 
entitled  to  exercise  the  franchisd  again 
if  the  opposition  to  the  Motion  were 
BucceBsAil.  They  had  never  hitherto  re- 
ceiTod  such  a  Beport  as  was  made  by 
the  Judge  in  this  case,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  create  a  precedent  to  meet  it. 
The  great  recommendation  of  the  course 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  that  it  would  narrow  the 
issue  and  limit  the  punishment  to  the 
guilty.  If  diey  allowed  those  corrupt 
voters  to  go  unpunished,  it  would  be 
tantamount  to  saying  to  others — "  Go, 
and  do  likewise." 

Mb.  COLLINS  s&id,  he  would  admit 
that  if  any  legislation  were  to  follow 
with  regard  to  the  &eemen  of  I>ublin 
this  was  the  right  course  to  pursue.  If 
the  Bill  proceeded  to  a  second  reading 
he  would,  probably,  move  that  the 
powers  of  the  CommissionerB  be  extended 
to  Toughal,  because  in  that  borough 
above  £5,000  hod  been  spent  by  Mr. 
Weguelin,  which  was  at  the  rate  of  £40 
per  man  for  the  127  electors  who  had 
supported  him,  and  about  £18  per  man 
for  every  voter  in  the  constituency.  That 
gentleman  when  he  went  down  to 
Youghal  could  not  be  supposed  to  have 
any  love  for  the  place,  forlie  stated  that 
when  asked  to  stand  for  it  he  did  not 
know  where  Tougbal  was.  Mr.  Baron 
Martin,  in  bis  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee which  was  now  sitting,  stated 
that  £9,000  spent  at  Westminster  or 
Bradford  was  a  most  extravagant  and 
outrageous  sum,  and  almost  enough  to 
vitiate  the  election.  But  if  £9,000  was 
almost  too  large  a  sum  for  such  places 
as  Westminster  and  Bradford,  with  more 
than  18,000  electors,  what  was  the  < 
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with  regard  to  Youghal,  where  £S,000 
had  been  spent  on  a  constituenCT  con- 
siderably under  300  ?  Although  he  did 
not  intend  to  oppose  the  first  reading,  or 
even,  perhaps,  the  second  reading  oithis 
Bill,  he  thought  it  right  to  inform  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  he  should,  in  all 
probability,  at  the  proper  time,  raove 
that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
should  be  extended  to  Youghal. 

Mb.  8HEEL0CK  said,  toat  the  judg- 
ment of  Mr.  Justice  Keogh  was  very 
precise,  and  his  Beport  stated  that  he 
had  reason  to  beHeve  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed  amons 
the  freemen  voters  for  the  city  and 
county  of  Dublin ;  and  the  question  was 
whether  that  decision  was  to  remain  a 
dead  letter,  and  whether  the  freemen 
were  to  be  allowed  to  repeat  those  cor- 
rupt practices.  He  thought  that  the 
House  waa  entitled  to  take  acMon  on  the 
Beport  of  the  learned  Judge.  There 
could  be  no  practical  difficulty  in  limit- 
ing the  inquiry  to  that  portion  of  the 
constituency  pointed  out  by  the  Beport 
of  the  Judge;  and,  with  the  Bmort 
before  them,  the  House  would  stultify 
itself  if  it  did  not  endeavour  to  ascer- 
tain the  extent  of  those  corrupt  prac- 
tices, and  act  with  respect  to  them  when 
ascertained.  If  it  appeared  on  inquiry 
that  only  a  limited  number  of  the  &ee- 
□Len  were  guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  tlte 
remainder  of  the  body  would  get  the 
benefit  of  the  investigation. 

Mb.  BOUBEE  said,  he  had  great 
abhorrence  of  corruption,  and  if  he  be- 
lieved the  Bill  were  likely  to  check  it, 
he  should  have  given  the  Bill  his  hearty 
support.  Measures  to  prevent  corrupt 
practices  had  never  been  regarded  in  a 
party  light  in  this  country,  and  if  thia 
Bill  bore  upon  its  face  a  parly  stamp, 
those  who  framed  it,  and  not  those  who 
opposed  it,  were  to  blame.  Several  at- 
tempts had  been  made  to  disfranchise 
the  Dublin  freemen.  The  first  attempt 
was  made  by  a  private'  Member,  under 
the  sanction  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown,  but  that  turned  out  to  be  illegal. 
The  second  attempt,  which  was  made 
under  the  agi*  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  Oeorga 
Grey),  turned  out  to  be  unoonstitutionu, 
and  was  therefore  abortive.  Now, 
Her  Mt^esty's  Qovemment  had  sum- 
moned to  their  aid  the  able  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  as  a  forlorn  hope ; 
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bat  ha  had  to  complain  of  the  oonstrac- 
tion  placed  by  that  right  hon.  and  loamed 
GenUemBQ  the  other  night  upon  Mr. 
Juatioe  Keogh's  B«port  as  vaiSaix.  Many 
hon.  Members  had  been  led  away  by 
the  oonatmotion  put  upon  that  iBaport 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth.  In  certain  paragraphs 
of  that  ISeport  fLf[7-nine  persons  were 
mentioned  speci£caJly  as  haring  been 
bribed;  but  there  vas  nothing  in  the 
Beport  to  show  that  those  were  not  the 
same  indiyiduals  who  had  been  guilty  of 
the  other  corrupt  practices  alluded  to  in 
the  other  paragraphs.  He  had  to  com- 
plain most,  however,  of  the  construction 
whicsh  had  been  put  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Moipeth 
on  the  paragraph  which  stated  that  about 
"200  persons  were  induced  to  sign  agree- 
ments pledging  themselves  to  give  their 
gratuitous  assistance  to  Sir  Arthur 
QuinnesB  during  the  election,  but  that 
such  f^^reemente  were  colourable  only." 
If  this  was  correct  these  agreements  were 
not  made  to  evade  the  statutes  against 
bribery  and  treating.  In  the  Bewdleycase 
Mr.  Justice  Blackburn  drew  this  distinc- 
tion very  clearly.  It  was  the  practice  in 
that  borough  to  employ  and  pay  private 
watchers,  who  rendered  no  service  in  re- 
tiuu.  The  learned  Jud^e  said  that  the 
practice  was  veiy  objectionable,  but  he 
reported  that  there  was  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  direct  bribery  prevailed.  The 
Jndge  in  that  case  drew  a  dear  line  of 
distinction  between  bribery  and  treating 
on  the  one  hand,  and  "  illegal  payments 
on  the  other,  like  penalties  for  ^e  latter 
offence  irare,  indeed,  quite  different  from 
those  which  attached  to  bribery  and 
treating,  llie  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
George  Grey)  and  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  {Mr.  Bullivan)  represented 
that  between  280  and  290  of  the  &e^nen 
of  Dablin  were  specihed,  although  not 
by  name,  in  the  !Keport  of  Mr.  Justice 
Seogh,  as  having  been  equally  guilty  of 
bribery  and  corruption.  It  was  upon  that 
statement  the  Bill  was  introduced  the 
other  night.  Although  thiawas  nominally 
a  Bill  or  inquiry,  no  doubt  could  exist  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  freemen  of  Dublin,  because 
that  intention  was  recorded  in  the  mea- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
pelh,  which  they  sanctioned.  It  was  a 
Bill  to  dia&ammise  one  section  of  the 
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constituency,  who  happened  to  be  by 
four  to  one  opposed  to  tiie  policy  of  the 
Government.  Describe  it  how  they  might 
eveiybody  in  Ireland  would  believe  uat 
the  Bill  was  simply  intended  as  a 
prelude  to  a  measure  to  disfranchise 
the  Protestant  portion  of  the  constitu- 
encTf  of  Dublin.  But  it  was  not  for  that 
reason  he  objected  to  this  Bill ;  such  a 
measure  was  both  impolitic  and  inex- 
pedient. It  was  to  prevent  the  necessity 
lor  such  a  Bill  that  general  laws  were 
passed.  It  was  now  proposed  to  return 
to  a  vicious  system  of  sp«cial  legislation 
for  the  simple  reason  that  their  general 
legislation  did  not  apply  the  principle 
of  wholesale  disfranchisement  to  parti- 
culai  classes.  And  why  should  it  ?  On 
what  principle  of  justice  was  it  proposed 
to  tar  with  the  same  brush  a  bodv  of 
2,700  freemen  because  fifty-nine  of  them 
had  been  guilty^of  corruption  ?  Such  a 
step  was  unfair  not  only  to  the  freemen 
but  to  the  rest  of  the  constitoent^.  fo 
the  case  of  Bradford,  Mr.  Baron  Martin 
reported  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
bdieve  that  corrupt  practices  prevailed, 
except  as  stated  in  his  specitd  Beport. 
[This  was  very  much  the  same  in  the 
Dublin  case,  and  in  other  respects  he 
could  not  agree  in  the  dissimilarity  be- 
tween the  cases  of  Bradford  and  Dublin 
on  which  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land BO  much  insisted.  If  another  op- 
portunity occurred,  he  could  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  other  cases  le- 
sembling  that  of  Dublin.  He  also  con- 
tended that  the  Bill  was  unnecessa^. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Taunton  {Me. 
James)  said  that  the  eleven  men  named 
in  the  Keport  would  not  be  disfranchised. 
In  England  the  Judges  had  given  the 
necessaiT  notice  to  men  in  this  condition, 
and  if  Mr.  Justice  Keoeh  had  also  given 
notice  to  these  men  of  the  chai^  against 
them  they  would  be  diafrandiised  ibr 
seven  years,  and  therefore  with  regard 
to  them  the  m^oposed  inquiry  would  have 
no  effect.  The  inquiry  made  by  Mr, 
Justice  Keogh  was  of  the  most  searching 
and  exhaustive  character,  and  if  Mr. 
Henry  Forater's  delinquency  had  not 
been  fully  brtmght  out  by  hiTn  he  did 
not  see  how  the  Commiasioners  were  to 
do  it;  because,  if  he  were  a  fiigitive 
fit>m  justice,  no  Oommissioners  could  get 
at  him ;  and,  if  he  were  not,  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  might  instituto 
a  prosecution  against  him.  That  was, 
indeed,  the  way  in  which  he  ought  to 
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deal  -witli  Mr.  Henry  Forater's  oaae,  be- 
cause there  was  *:>iin  great  advantage  in 
Ireland,  that  there  ve  had  a  maehin- 
ery,  b;  meane  of  Crown  proeecatore,  for 
bringing  personB  to  justice  without  par- 
tiality, delay,  or  expense.  There  were  am- 
fle  materials  in  the  Eeport  of  the  learned 
udge  which  would  enable  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  find  out  who  were 
the  goil^partiea  and  io  bring  them  to 
justice.  He  objected  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  trae,  in  his  opinion,  special  legis- 
lation of  the  worst  class,  against  a  bod; 
of  men  who,  as  a  body,  conunitted  no 
offence,  to  justify  a  measure  intended 
indirectly  to  deprive  them  of  rights  which 
had  been  secured  to  them  under  ancient 
Ax^  of  Parliament,  and  which  had  been 
recognized  in  all  Befonn  BLLLb. 

The   attorney   GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullitas)  said,  in  re- 

Sto  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
med  Gentleman  that  the  Bill  would 
abolish  the  Protestant  portion  of  the 
constituency  of  Dublin,  he  would  point 
out  that  its  object  was  simply  to  abolish 
the  corrupt  portion,  and  it  was  rather 
etronge  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman shoold  suggest  that  the  terms 
" corrupt  portion " and  "Protestant por- 
tion" were  synonymous.  It  was  said 
that  this  Bill  was  unconstitutional,  but 
the  House  would  remember  that  a  Bill 
to  disfranchise  the  fireemen  of  Yarmouth 
passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and, 
therefore,  if  it  was  not  unconstitutional 
to  disfranchise  those  freemen  without 
inquiry,  it  could  scarcely  be  deemed  un- 
constitutional to  institute  a  preliminaiy 
inquiry  before  proceeding  to  aiafranchise 
the  freemen  in  the  present  case.  Mr. 
Justice  Keogh  had  reported  that  fifty- 
nine  were  Isibed,  thirty  wanted  to  be 
bribed,  and  200  were  willing  to  make  a 
colourable  agreement  in  order  to  evade 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was  asked 
why  was  not  a  Bill  introduced  to  dis- 
franchise or  to  instituto  an  inquiry  re- 
specting a  portion  of  Bradford.  The 
two  cases  were  entirely  different.  In 
the  Bradford  case  there  was  no  bribery, 
though  a  number  of  public-houses  were 
open  in  one  ward,  and  a  good  number  of 
voters  got  a  great  deal  to  drink  without 
paying;  for  it.  But  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  thought  drinking  and  bribery 
much  the  same  offence,  wh^  did  they 
move  the  issue  of  the  Writ  in  the  case 
of  Bewdley,  where  it  was  proved  that 
corrupt  treating  preTfuled  throughout 
Mr.  Bovrke 


the  whole  town  by  the  <^iiing  of  public- 
houses  ?  The  fact  was  that  where  treat- 
ing only  was  reported  no  precedent  for 
withholding  the  Writ  could  be  found. 
In  the  case  of  Dublin,  however,  the  cor- 
ruption and  bribery  were  not  confined 
to  one  ward,  but  extensively  prevailed 
among  a  la^e  body  of  freemen  who 
lervaded  the  whole  constituency.  The 
_ionest  portion  of  the  oonstitnency  ou^ht 
only  to  be  too  glad  to  have  the  inquiry. 
Again,  in  Bradford  it  was  the  case  of  a 
single  election,  and  not  of  a  long  series 
as  in  that  of  Dublin,  and  on  all  grounds 
he  hoped  the  House  would  pass  ^s  Bill. 
Mr.  W.  M.  TOHEENS  said,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  decision  of  the 
House  upon  this  question  he  hoped  for 
the  sake  of  the  dignity  of  the  House,  it 
would  not  go  forth  that  they  had  decided 
it  u]>on  par^  grounds.  The  Act  of  last 
Session  had  been  proposed  by  those  who 
ore  now  in  opposition,  and  accepted  by 
those  who  are  now  in  power,  specifically 
in  the  hope,  and  with  the  view  of  re- 
moving once  and  for  all  the  decision  of 
questions  regarding  electoral  questions 
from  the  reproach  that  belonged  to  a 
faction  fight.  There  were  several  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  about  which  he 
for  one  had  felt  at  the  time  doubt  and 
misgiving.  But  bis  hesitation,  like  that 
of  others,  had  been  overborne  by  the 
paramount  consideration  that  it  was 
worth  making  a  great  sacrifice  of  privi- 
lege and  of  prepossession,  in  order  to 
obliterate  from  the  minds  of  men  the 
suspicion  so  long,  and,  he  feared,  so 
justly  entertained  that  questions  regard- 
ing seats,  and  r^ardinc;  the  constitution 
of  constituencies,  were  determined  by  the 
hope  of  party  gain  or  loss.  They  had 
abdicated  one  of  the  oldest  and  greatest 
of  their  privil^^es  in  tiie  hope,  and  for 
the  sake  of  securing  this  important  re- 
sult ;  but  if,  when  the  machineiy  of  that 
Act  broke  down  through  some  technical 
Saw,  they  were  to  fall  bock  upon  the  old 
methods,  and  by  a  mere  majority  of 
votes  decide  upon  denouncing  the  whole 
or  a  part  of  a  particular  constituency, 
and  propose  that  a  Commission  should 
be  issued  for  the  purpose  of  justifying  its 
dis&uichisement,  all  the  old  evils  would 
necessarily  revive,  and  the  sacrifice  they 
had  made  of  their  privileges  would  have 
be^i  made  in  vain.  He  was  strongly  of 
opinion,  and  must  therefore  say  that  he 
regarded  this  as  an  ill-advised  proceed- 
ing.   The  power  of  the  nugori^  cm  that 
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side  of  the  Hoiue  wu  so  great  tbat  at 
all  events  it  ought  to  be  used  forbaar- 
iagly.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Taonton  (Mr.  James)  had  supported 
this  Bill  on  tlie  ground  that  it  was  not 
following  old  precedents  bnt  creating  a 
new  one.  Now  this  was  just  what  ne 
deprecated.  He  would  ask  the  Attorney 
Oeaeral  for  Ireland  why  he  did  not  avail 
himself  of  the  power  he  poaseesed  as  a 
public  proseaator,  and  proceed  against 
those  fifeemen  who  by  their  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  rendered  themselves  haUe  to 
punishment.  Instead  of  this,  what  had 
been  the  oourse  adopted?  A.  Bill  had 
been  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey)  which, 
discarding  even  the  semblance  of  in- 
quiry, would  have  disfranchised  the 
2,700  &eemen  of  Dublin  upon  the  mere 
allegation  or  imputation  of  their  being 
oorrupt.  As  the  son  and  grandson  of  a 
freeman  he  most  be  ;permitted  to  say,  as 
of  a  matter  concemmg  which  he  had 
personal  knowledge,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  gratnitously  or  scandalously  in- 
correct than  to  say  of  that  large  and  in- 
fluential body  of  persons  that  they  had 
ever  done,  or  that  they  were  ever  capable 
of  being  betrayed  into  doing  acts  which 
deserved  that  ohoraoter.  The  &eemen  of 
Dublin  had  for  generations  comprised 
the  wealthiest  and  the  worthiest  indi- 
viduals in  the  oommunity  to  which  they 
belonged.  They  oomprised  many  of  the 
clergy,  of  the  bar,  and  of  the  medical 
profession,  resident  in  the  Irish  metro- 
polis; most  of  its  merchants  and  bankers, 
and  a  great  number  of  persons  possess- 
ing private  proper^.  They  held,  no 
doubt,  predominantly  the  opinions  to 
which  he  and  those  who  sat  on  his  aide 
of  the  House  were  opposed;  bat  that 
was  in  his  mind  rather  a  reason  why, 
sitting  there  as  judges  or  jurors,  he  and 
his  hon.  Friends  around  biiri  should  listen 
with  the  utmost  caution  and  even  incre- 
dulity to  political  charges  made  against 
them.  Nevertheless,  the  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  without  trial  or  proof, 
wonld  have  swept  away  the  whole  of 
those  2,700  voters,  and  thus  completelv 
upset  the  equipoise  of  parties,  which 
notorionsly  existed  in  the  Irish  capi- 
tal. There  was  no  man  in  the  House 
te  whose  experience  and  judgment  in  a 
case  of  diflculty  or  doubt  he  would  not 
more  willingly  defer  than  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth ;  bnt  he  must  say 
that  in  the  present  case,  doubt  or  difh- 


oultyhe  had  none.  He  could  not  bnt 
regard  the  Bill  brought  in  by  him  as  un- 
just ;  and  it  was  pslpable  that  the  Bill 
now  before  them  was  bnt  a  second  edi- 
tion, carefully  revised,  of  the  same  mea- 
sure, in  favour  of  whidi  the  first  was  to 
be  withdrawn.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  sought  to  rely  on  precedents.  As 
far  as  he  knew  there  were  but  four  which 
had  ever  been  alluded  to,  and  none  of 
them  were  really  in  point.  At  Gram- 
pound,  in  1S19,  nearly  the  whole  of  an 


shown  to  have  been  bribed.  The  pur- 
chase was  by  wholesale,  and  its  shame 
was  BO  flagrant,  that  upon  an  indictment, 
the  sitting  Member  was  found  guilty 
and  sentenced  to  a  fine  of  several  thou- 
sand pounds  by  a  court  of  law.  Bv^t 
then  the  House  did  not  proceed  without 
having  before  it  a  copy  of  the  record, 
and  hearing  evidence  at  the  Bar  as  to 
indiscriminate  and  universal  corruption 
of  the  place.  Grampound  was  a  libel 
and  a  btulesque  upon  the  representa- 
tion, and  therefore  Farliament  did  well 
in  sweeping  it  away.  Did  this  fimiish 
any  ezampu  or  warrant  for  dealing  with 
the  fifth  part  of  a  constituency  numbering 
13,000voter8?  Sudbury  was  disfranchised 
in  1844.  The  whole  constituency  did  not 
exceed  594;  and  the  Commissioners  re- 
ported not  only  many  cases  of  proved 
venality,  but  their  unanimous  opinion 
"  that  S3^stematic  and  extensive  bribery 
prevailed  at  that  election  for  the  bo- 
rough." 8t.  Albans,  with  a  constitueniy 
of  only  483  was  disfranchised  under  si- 
milar circumstances ;  the  Gommiasionere 
reported  that  "  out  of  a  constituency  of 
463  there  usually  took  bribes  308." 
Parliament,  ther^ore,  wisdy  and  fitlj 
disfranchised  &ese  places,  because  it 
was  palpably  impossible  to  reckon  npon 
a  pnre  election  being  hod  in  either  of 
them.  That  was  a  ooncluaive  reason  for 
general  disfranchisement;  but  did  any- 
one assert  a  similar  reaeon  here  ?  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oalway  had 
told  the  House  how  he  had  been  fleeced 
at  a  Dublin  election  £4,500  under  the 
plea  of  buying  the  votes  of  certain  free- 
men. But  that  was  eight  and  twenty 
years  ago ;  and  they  were  bound  to  be- 
lieve that  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  know 
into  how  many  corrupt  pockets  Ms  money 
went,  BO  that  really  Ids  testimony  on  the 
issue  before  them  amounted  to  nothing. 
Finally,  there  was  the  case  of  Yarmouth, 
where  tlie  freemen  on^  and  not  the 
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houBehoIders  iLad  by  a  special  Act  of 
Parliament  been  deprived  of  their  votes. 
He  (Mr.  Torrene)  was  of  tbe  Parliament 
of  1847,  by  wlioiii  that  Act  waa  passed. 
What  were  tlie  facta.  The  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  five  (Mr.  Ker  Seymour) 
vas  a  man  still  remembered  with  respect 
and  affection  by  maay  within  that  House. 
He  was  of  the  same  politics  as  the  sit- 
ting Members  who  were  unseated  on 
Sroof  of  a  prodigal  outl^of  money  on 
10  puichase  of  rotee.  Tbe  Oonuuittee 
reported — 

"Tbat  gron,  sjEEenuttio,  and  exteniim  briber; 
prsraUed  at  the  tut  and  at  the  prerionl  alMtion  ; 
and  eiprsued  their  nnaaimoiu  opinioa  that  the 
freeneD  of  the  boroagh  ihould  be  diifranchiiei]." 

On  this  a  Commission  yraa  issued,  and 
Teiy  properly  so.  But  is  this  a  pre- 
cedent ?  The  Judge  in  tho  present  case 
acts  instead  of  thd  old  Committee  of  fire ; 
but  it  is  not  even  protended  that  he  has 
made  any  distinct  recommendatiou  what- 
ever. On  these  grounds  I  must  there- 
fore difFer  from  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  vote  against  his  BilL 

Mk.  "WHITBREAD  said,  that  the 
Act  of  1868  having  removed  from  Com- 
mittees the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  they 
did  not  now  seek  to  bring  back  the  dis- 
cusslon  of  these  cases  to  the  floor  of  the 
House;  but  they  had  not  abandoned  the 

Jower  of  dealing  with  the  JEleport  of  the 
adge  as  th^^  formerly  had  dealt  with 
the  jReport  of  the  Committee.  That  dis- 
tinction should  be  borne  in  mind.  This 
House  was  the  ultimate  resort  to  which 
the  Beport  of  the  Judge  must  come. 
Hie  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
buiy  {Mr.  M'Cullagh  Torrens)  asked 
why  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
did  not  prosecute  the  guilty,  but  had  his 
hon.  Fnend  looked  at  the  Betum  pre- 
Bent«d  that  morning?  What  was  the 
result  of  the  prosecutions  ?  How  many 
convictions  had  been  obtained?  It  was 
said  thisproceeding  was  without  prece- 
dent. He  said  there  were  good  grounds 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  St.  Albans, 
300  out  of  450  electors  having  been 
proved  guilty.  But  how  were  Siey  so 
proved  guilty  ?  By  a  Conmiission  ;  yet 
his  hon.  Friend  objected  to  the  issuing 
of  a  Commission.  When  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Moraeth  (Sir 
George  Grey)  introduced  his  Bill,  they 
were  told  there  ought  first  to  be  an  in- 
quiry ;  and  now  wnen  inquiry  was  pro- 
posed, they  were  told  there  were  no 
grounds  for  it.    The  Judge  had  gone  as 

Jfr.  W.  M.  Ibrrma 


far  as  he  could,  and  expressly  left  it  to 
the  House  of  Commons  to  deal  with  the 
cases  of  the  freemen  and  the  oonatituonoy 
affected  by  them.  By  passing  the  Act 
of  last  year  the  Hoiue  desired  to  make 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  a  reality, 
and  if,  when  the  Judge  had  reported 
that  gross  and  extensive  corruption  pre- 
vailed  in  a  constituency,  they  refdsed  to 
adopt  the  proper  proceedings,  the  re- 
monsibility  wonld  rest  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen oppomte . 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  this  was  a  piece 
of  exceptional  legislation.  He  thought 
it  exceptional  in  every  respect.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Sir  George  Grey),  which  was  to  brand 
these  freemen  outright.  Now,  another 
proposal  was  made  to  try  them,  bnt  he 
(Mr.  Henley)  was  unable  to  support 
even  that  proposition.     The  numto*  of 

fersons  implicated  in  the  Report  of  the 
udge  was  very  limited,  with  one  excep- 
tion. Even  in  the  case  where  the  Judge 
had  satisfied  himself  of  the  names  and 
numbers  the  evidence  did  not  amiear  to 
bear  out  to  the  fiJl  extent  what  the 
Judge  had  reported.  He  had  carefiUly 
perused  the  evidence  to  see  whether  it 
did  or  did  not  bear  out  the  Judge's  Be- 

Eort.  One  paragraph  stated  that  eleven 
ad  been  bribed  in  a  particular  house, 
and  the  learned  Judge  proceeded  to  say 
that  twenty  or  thii^  others  had  been 
bribed  in  the  same  place.  Any  person 
reading  that  might  fairly  infer  that  forty 
persons  had  been  there  altogether.  But 
of  three  witnesses  who  had  been  exa- 
mined as  to  what  had  occurred  in  tho 
house  two  did  not  carry  the  number 
beyond  fifteen,  and  one  only  said  it  was 
not  more  than  thirty.  The  Judge  cer- 
tainly had  put  it  at  the  outside ;  and 
when  a  man  spoke  of  twenty  or  thir^, 
and  eleven  had  been  mentioned  before- 
hand, one  would  be  apt  to  believe  that 
forty  persons  had  been  in  the  house. 
Then  there  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence 
to  prove  that  the  persons  who  asked  to 
be  bribed  were  not  the  same  persons. 
Then  came  a  great  sweeping  drag-net  at 
the  end,  which  included  200  in  addition 
to  the  former.  What  was  that  portion 
of  the  Judge's  Beport  founded  on  ?  It 
seemed  that  a  number  of  persons  signed 
declarations  that  they  would  act  gratui- 
tously, and  the  Judge  reported  that  that 
wa«  colourable  and  evaeivo.    The  evi- 
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deuce  traa  that  there  vere  between  300 
and  400  in  that  poaitaon ;  but  the  Judge 
took  and  picked  out  the  numbet  as  ex- 
actly 365.  But  out  of  these  385  no  leee 
than  seventy  were  stated,  in  the  evi- 
dence, to  be  Bolicitora.  The  Judge  qioke 
o£  that  as  "  a  most  portentous  birth." 
But  was  it  really  such  a  "portentous 
birth"  that  solicitors  on  sudi  an  occasion 
should  act  without  pay?  His  experi- 
ence of  his  own  county  was  that  soli- 
citors frequently  acted  in  that  way.  He 
had  read  the  evidence  most  careftilly, 
and  the  conclusion  he  bad  come  to  was 
very  different  from  that  of  the  Judge. 
A"  attempt  was  made  two  years  ago  to 
get  rid  of  the  Bublin  freemen,  and  the 
Eon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Gregory)  had  said  that  twenty-seven 
years  ago,  to  his  knowledge,  that  body 
was  corrupt.  There  hod,  however,  been 
one  inquiry  since,  out  of  which  they 
came  with  clean  hands ;  and  he  was  sorry 
that  a  Motion  lUce  the  present  should 
have  been  made,  because  he  believed 
the  more  the  evidence  was  sifted  the 
less  it  would  bear  it  out. 

Ma.  CHAELEY  said  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  Bill  proposed  to  be 
introduced  was  a  purely  party  measure 
introduced  at  the  £ctation  of  Uie  mas- 
ten  of  the  Government.  There  were 
some  who  said  that  the  masters  of  the 
Government  were  the  Fenians;  but  it 
might  be  said,  witli  greater  truth,  that 
the  masters  of  the  Government  were  the 
prieeta.  There  was  no  doubt  if  the 
freemen  of  Dublin  were  disfranchised 
that  the  priests  would  become  as  su- 
preme over  the  representation  of  that 
city  as  they  were  now  over  its  corpo- 
ration. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dividtd  :~Ayee  289;  Noes 
136:  Majority  103. 
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Bill  fTMcnM,  and  nkd  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  1S9.] 


SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
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REeOLimON. 

Ms.  HEADLAM  said,  it  would  be  re- 
collected that  at  en  earher  period  of  the 
Session  he  brought  before  the  House  the 

E resent  state  of  the  accommodation  of 
[embers.  He  then  asked  the  House  to 
consent  to  a  Resolution  not  in  favour  of 
any  particular  ^an,  but  agreeing  in  sub- 
stance with  the  Report  of  me  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  was  not  aware  that  he  met 
with  any  opposition  in  the  course  of  that 
discussion ;  but  he  thought  it  right  to  ac- 
cede to  the  advice  given  him  by  nis  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  di' 
vision.  As  there  were  a  great  number 
of  new  Members  in  the  present  House 
he  did  not  think  he  was  justified  in  ask- 
ing them  to  come  to  a  vote  in  favour  of 
the  construction  of  a  new  building  until 
they  had  had  experience  of  the  accom- 
modation provided  by  the  present.  Since 
then  the  debate  on  the  Irish  Church  and 
other  debates  had  strengthened  his  case; 
and,  although  Uie  plans  for  a  new  build- 
ing had  been  for  a  conaiderable  time  be- 
fore the  House,  no  objections  had  been 
raised  to  the  proposal  of  the  Committee. 
More  recently,  Uie  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works  had  circulated  a  plan  for  the 
re-construction  of  the  dining  room  of  the 
House.  The  present  dining  room  was, 
in  his  opinion,  incapable  of  improve- 
ment, tt  was  a  long  low  room,  with  a 
northern  aspect,  quite  unsuited  to  its 
purpose.  By  the  proposed  plan,  rooms 
were  appropriated  on  the  dining-room 
floor,  but  with  a  southern  aspect,  and 
available  both  for  the  Lords  and  Com- 
mons. This  would  be  a  groat  improve- 
ment, and  it  could  be  carried  out  with- 
out mudi  difficulty.  Before  the  plan  of 
the  new  House  could  be  carried  out,  it 
would  be  necessaiy  that  the  dining  room 
should  be  re-constructed ;  and  he  would 
suggest  that  during  the  vacation  this 
part  of  Mr.  Barry's  plan  should  be  car- 
ried out,  and  then,  when  the  House  met 
next  year,  it  should  determine  what 
should  be  done  in  regard  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  in 
favour  of  the  construction  of  a  new 
House  of  Commons.  He  had  brought 
the  subject  before  the  House  in  order 
that  the  Government  might  express  their 
opinion  and  intention  as  to  what  should 
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Beriously  considered  b;  the  Govanunent 
during  Uie  Becese. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that,  in  reference  to  the  proposed  altera- 
tion  of  the  dining  room,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  votdd  put  himself  in  com- 
munication with  the  Chief  Commisaioner 
of  Works  and  the  autiioritjes  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  With  regard  to  the 
larger  question,  as  to  the  general  accom- 
modation for  Members  in  that  House, 
he  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  considered 
necessary  to  ent«r  upon  that  matter  at 
the  present  time ;  because  they  bad  ar- 
rived at  that  period  of  the  Session  when 
it  was  impossible  to  give  it  adequate 
consideration.  He  bwieved  that  ques- 
tion must  stand  over  till  another  Session. 
When  the  subject  was  brought  forward 
on  a  former  day  the  undertaking  was 
that  no  fiirther  step  would  be  taken  upon 
it  during  the  present  Session.  As  far 
as  the  Government  were  concerned,  they 
had  been  occupied  with  more  ui^nt 
matters,  and  as  respected  them  the  ques- 
tion stood  veij  much  in  the  same  state 
aa  before.  He  should  be  veiy  grateful 
if  the  Speaker  were  now  allowed  to  leave 
the  Chair,  because  the  Business  was  in 
a  backward  state,  as  far  aa  the  Miscel- 
laneous Estimates  were  concerned. 

Lord  JOHN  MAJTOEES  said,  he  un- 
derstood the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  agree  that  the  plan  submitted  by  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  diould 
form  the  basis  of  communications  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  He 
must  say,  however,  that,  unless  those 
communications  received  the  full  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government  as  a  whole,  he 
did  not  see  that  any  result  would  be  ob- 
tained by  the  isolated  suggestions  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works.  It  was, 
I,  necessary  to  know  whether 
the  Government  gave  their  assent  to  the 
plan  of  the  new  dining  room  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Commissioner  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Commisaioner  of 
Works  had  not  yet  had  occasion  to  make 
himself  ofi^cially  responsible  for  the  plan ; 
but  if,  after  communicating  with  the 
authorities  in  the  House  of  Lords,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  should  be  prepared  to 
act,  then  the  act  should  be  not  the  act 
of  a  Department,  but  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  matter  was  not  one  to 
be  settled  by  a  conversation  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  bat  that  H  oon- 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "Tbat"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
"  before  granting  the  inmi  required  for  the  main- 
tenance and  repair  of  the  preKnt  Housei  of  Pnr- 
liament,  Ihii  House  deems  it  right  to  aCute  itB 
opinion  that  (he  present  accommodntiOQ  for 
Membera  ia  not  auffloient," — {Mr,  Headlam,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

5 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sib  FEEDEEICK  W.  HEYGATE 
said,  that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee,  presided  over  with  so  much 
ability  by  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Headlam),  he  wished  to  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  ac- 
commodation provided  by  the  present 
building.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not 
calling  upon  the  new  Members  to  vote 
for  the  construction  of  a  new  House 
til  they  had  had  some  experience  of 
present  building,  and  it  took  some  time 
for  them  to  realize  the  discomforts  of  the 
House,  especially  during  great 
The  utter  insumciency  of  the  offices  of 
the  House — the  Vote  Office,  the  Post 
Office,  the  Public  Bill  OfBce,  the  refresh- 
ment stall,  and  so  forth,  must  now  b( 
known  to  all,  and  the  question  was  only 
one  of  time.  The  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Works  had  made,  he  feared,  a  rash  and 
injudicious  promise  when,  in  a  moment 
of  enthusiasm,  he  undertook  to  enlarg< 
and  improve  tiie  accommodation  of  the 
Ladies'  Galleiy.  He  behoved  he  might 
confidentially  assert  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  do  anything  for  them  in  the 
present  building,  except,  perhaps,  to 
raise  their  seats  and  take  away  the  bars 
in  front  of  their  gallery.  There  was 
nothing  more  important  than  that  the 
reporters  of  that  House  should  be  fully 
and  conveniently  accommodated.  The 
lat«  Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Charles 
Lanyon)  personally  examined  the  Ee- 
porters'  Gallery,  the  means  of  access  to 
it,  and  the  rooms  behind  it,  and  he  stated 
that  nothing  could  be  worse  than  the 
ventilation,  heat,  and  crowding  to  which 
those  gentlemenn  were  exposed.  There 
existed,  moreover,  no  means  of  enlarg- 
ing the  accommodation  when  additional 
seats  in  their  gallery  were  required.  He 
trusted  that  the  subject  of  the  accom- 
modation of  the  House  and  the  necessi^ 
of  constructing  a  new  House  would  be 
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oetned  the  vhole  Houae.  The  present 
iras  a  most  opportune  momeiit  for  open- 
xag  negotiations  with  the  other  House 
on  the  Bubj  ect ;  and  he  trusted  that  next 
Beaeion  they  would  have  a  new  dining 
room,  and  that  the  Session  following  the 
next  would  find  them  in  a  House  of 
Gommons  that  was  not  a  disgrace  to  the 
nation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

FEED  STUFFS  AND  MANURES. 

nESOLTTnON. 

Xjobs  ELCHO  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  adulteration  of  feed  etufis 
and  mauures.  His  attention  was  first 
called  to  this  subject  by  a  letter  he  re- 
ceived on  the  20th  of  Mardi  last  &om 
the  Marquees  of  Tweeddale,  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  hia  county,  a  most  emi- 
nent agriculturist,  who  had  done  more 
for  agriculture  than  any  other  man  in 
Scotlaiid.  That  letter,  refeiring  to  the 
greatly  increased  demand  for  artificial 
manures,  stated  that  a  corresponding 
amountofadulterationhadariBen.  Adul- 
teration was  carried  on  to  a  most  extra- 
ordinary extent,  and  so  artfully  was  it 
done  as  almost  to  escape  notice.  What 
he  asked  was  not  any  protection  that 
would  enhance  the  price  of  t^ricultural 
produce  in  the  market,  but  protection 
against  the  fraudulent  practices  which 
existed,  and  were  daily  increasing,  in 
the  manufacture  of  manures.  Last  week 
the  Hiehland  Society  met,  and  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee  stated  that  on  no 
previous  occasion  had  the  number  of 
analyses  been  so  lai^,  clearly  proving 
the  neceesity  of  care  in  porchasing  these 
manures.  The  amount  of  adulteration 
detected  was  small  compared  with  what 
passed  unchallenged.  Considering  it 
his  duty  to  get  what  information  he 
oonld,  he  had  gone  to  the  Frofessor  of 
Chemistry  to  &e  Boyal  Agricultural 
Bocietry  of  England,  and  he  would  state 
some  of  the  results  of  his  inquiries.  Of 
late  years  one  of  the  most  important  ma- 
nures in  this  country  was  guano,  of 
which  there  were  sis  different  descrip- 
tions. The  beet  Peruvian  sold  in  the 
liverpool  market  at  £13  5*.,  the  next 
description  was  sold  at  £7;  others 
fetched  £6  lOi.,  £6  15«.,  £9,  and  some 
sorts  as  low  as  £4  par  ton.  Formerly 
the  beet  Peruvian  contained  19  per  cent 
of  ammonia ;  but  now  it  was  thought 
first  class  at  ISperoentj  more  frequently 
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it  contained  only  14i  and  15  per  cent. 
Ouauo  was  adulterated  by  chalk,  gyp- 
sum, and,  above  all,  by  a  yellow  loam 
found  on  an  island  in  the  Mersey — 
Liverpool  being  the  great  manufactoiy 
of  the  adulterated  article.  That  Mersey 
loam,  or  yellow  sand,  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adulterating  guano  fetched  &om 
£1  to  £1  5(.,  and  its  appearance  was 
most  deceptive.  He  had  seen  what 
looked  like  a  veiy  beautiful  specimen  of 
guano,  but  which  contained  50  per  cent 
of  this  Mersey  sand;  and  the  price  of 
the  genuine  article  being  £12  per  ton, 
the  adulterated  article  was  sold  at  £8. 
But  that  was  not  all.  There  was  a  kind 
of  British  guano  which  was  absolutely 
worthless.  This  was  sold  at  £4  and  £6 
per  ton.  It  was  well  known  that  good 
guano  contained  lumps  of  crystalmed 
uric  acid,  and  these  were  picked  out  and 
mixed  with  the  sand  in  question.  The 
farmer,  seeing  these,  thought  he  had 
got  a  splendid  article,  bought  it,  and 
hid  it  on  his  land ;  but  the  sand  was  of 
no  kind  of  use  whatever,  and  the  urio 
acid  was  so  strong  that  it  destroyed  the 
vegetation  withm  a  certain  distance 
round  each  lump.  Then,  c^ain,  the 
presence  of  ammonia  beii^  known  by  a 
strong  smeU,  sometiung  was  put  into 
these  manures  in  order  to  create  this 
strong  smell.  Thus  the  most  knowing 
formers  were  deceived.  These  adultera- 
tions could  not  be  detected  by  the  eye — 
they  could  only  be  detected  by  analysis. 
Another  mode  of  making  spurious  goods 
pass  for  sound  was  by  inventing  wrong 
names,  making  up  a  sort  of  compound 
and  calling  it  "  Swan  Island  guano,"  or 
some  such  name,  taken  &onL  a  place 
which  had  no  existence,  and  the  mann- 
factuier  giving  out  that  he  was  the  sole 
consignee.  He  came  now  to  bones, 
which  in  their  raw  state  were  worth  £5 
per  ton,  and  when  crushed  from  £7  to 
£7  10s.  They  were  sold  for  £6,  £7,  or 
£B,  not  in  their  pure  state,  but  when 
adulterated  with  50  per  cent  of  gypsum, 
worth  fiijm  14«.  to  £1  2s.  per  ton.  They 
were  fiirther  adulterated  with  vegetable 
ivory  turnings  fr^m  factories  at  Bir- 
mingham, which  were  sold  at  £2  10«.  or 
£3  per  ton,  and  the  only  value  of  which 
arose  from  their  use  in  adulterating 
bones.  Sulphate  of  ammonia  was  adul- 
terated with  sulphate  of  magnesia  or 
Epsom  salts.  Nitrate  of  soda,  worth 
£14  or  £15  per  ton,  was  adulterated 
with  salt.    There  were  many  manufu^ 
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twKTB  who  bought  nitrate  of  soda  for 
piurposes  of  aduEteration,  and  who  in- 
sisted upon  the  full  letter  of  their  bond 
— that  ia,  that  the  maximum  of  impurity 
in  the  nitrate  of  Boda  should  not  exceed 
5  pet  cent.  Blood  manure  very  often 
contained  veiy  little  blood,  and  nitro- 
genouB  manures  were  adulterated  with 
leather,  which  was  utterly  worthless  aa 
a  manure.  In  Scotland  he  might  s^ely 
say  that  the  sum  expended  by  farmere 
upon  artificial  manures  amounted  to 
more  than  half  their  rent.  He  came 
now  to  feed  stuffs.  The  main  feeding 
stuff  ordinarily  advertised  was  linseed 
cake,  of  which  there  were  various  de- 
scnptions.  The  pure  contained  only 
from  5  to  6  per  cent  of  impurity ;  and 
the  best  t«st  was  to  dissolve  100  grains 
in  four  ounces  of  water,  and  if  the  cake 
was  pure  it  ought  to  form,  when  dis- 
solved, a  thick  jeDy.  He  had  said 
that  Liverpool  was  the  head-quart«ra  of 
adulterated  manures,  but  Hull  was  the 
capital  of  adulterated  feed  stufb.  Out 
of  the  forty  mills  In  Hull  only  Uiree 
manufactured  pure  linseed  cake,  and, 
taking  the  whole  United  Kingdom,  there 
was  only  one  in  ten  which  turned  out 
the  cake  pure.  The  manufacturers 
sold  three  or  four  different  quaUties, 
the  "pure"  being  charged  £12;  the 
"^nuiiie"  fll  15«.;  and  another  de- 
scription £10  10«.  Pure  oilcake  was  a 
fancy  article,  and  a  co-operative  agricul- 
tural society  had  been  started  to  supply 
it.  When  asked  for  at  Hull  it  was  said 
it  did  not  exist.  Some  of  these  cakes 
were  supposed  to  be  pure,  and  were 
branded  with  thelettor"?"  to  indicate 
that  they  were  so ;  but,  as  he  was  in- 
formed by  the  eminent  chemist  to  whom 
he  had  before  referred,  analysis  showed 
that  it  contained  from  20  to  40  per  cent 
of  adulteration.  The  best  artide  was, 
as  a  rule,  10  per  cent  worse  than  pure. 
In  fact,  the  brand  of  the  trader  was  no 
security  for  the  qualify  of  linseed  as  a 
whole.  Some  kinds  of  adulteration  were 
comparatively  harmless— that  is  to  say, 
they  only  robbed  the  buyer ;  but  other 
kinds  did  positive  injury  to  the  cattle. 
The^  often  contained  seeds  which  passed 
uninjured  through  the  animals,  and 
sprouted  as  weeds  in  the  fields  of  the 
farmer.  Some  of  the  materials  used  were 
castor  oil,  beans,  cotton  seed,  ground 
nut,  cocoanut,  corncockle,  muatai^  seed, 
purging  flai,  husks  of  rice,  and  acorns. 
Some  of  the  samples  contained  80  per 
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cent  of  adultoration,  and  in  certain  caeea 
such  a  quantity  of  mustard  seed  had 
been  used,  that  the  cake  professing  to 
be  oilcake  might  have  been  broken  up 
and  used  as  mustard  at  table.  He  had 
seen  in  the  laboratoiy  of  a  doctor  speci- 
mens of  oilcake  labelled  as  being  part 
of  cake  that  bad  killed  Mr.  So-and-so'e 
cows,  and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  sample 
of  cake  that  had  Idlled  the  cows  belong- 
ing to  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House. 
Another  portion  of  cake  he  held  in  his 
hand  was  made  of  mere  sweepings 
of  various  manufactures,  and,  although 
utterly  worthless,  was  sold  at  the  rata 
of  £4  a  ton.  The  system  of  adulterating 
the  food  of  quadrupeds  was  carried  to 
as  great  an  extent  as  the  system  of  adul- 
terating the  food  of  bipeds  had  been 
former^,  and  therefore  he  thought  that 
since  Parliament  had  thought  it  right  to 
legislate  in  the  latter  case,  they  ^ould 
take  some  steps  to  interfere  in  the  former 
case  also.  Doubtless  he  should  be  met 
by  the  caveat  emptor  argument — he  should 
be  told  that  the  remedy  he  should  look 
to  was  not  legislation  but  an  increased 
intelligence  on  the  part  of  the  farmer. 
He  held,  however,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  protect  people 
against  fraud  as  well  as  against  vio- 
lence. It  was  impossible  that  the  small 
farmer  could  bnng  the  requisite  che- 
mical knowledge  to  bear  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  protect  himself  from  robbery  of 
this  description.  The  real  question,  in 
his  opinion,  was,  whether  or  not  the 
evil  was  sufficiently  great  to  justify  legis- 
lative interference.  He  did  not  know 
what  views  were  entertained  upon  this 
point  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
he  was  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place  upon 
that  occasion ;  but  from  a  remark  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  let  fall 
the  other  night  when  speaking  to  him 
upon  the  subject,  he  was  a&aid  that  the 
farmers  had  not  much  to  hope  from 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
said  to  him  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred — "Why  do  you  always  take  up 
the  most  ridicidous  questions  ?"  He 
mentioned  the  circumstance  to  show  that 
the  farmers  who  looked  up  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  their  pro- 
tector— almost  their  guardian  angel — 
against  fraud,  were  not  likely  to  obtain 
much  satisfaction  at  the  hsoida  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  impression 
tlmt  prevailed  among  the  fitimers  in 
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Scotland  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wfiB  extremely  ignorant  upon 
this  Bubject,  and  required  enlightening 
upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  the  other  day  that,  if  we  vera  to  go 
on  injecting  everything,  one-half  the 
world  would  be  inspecting  tiie  other 
half;  but  if  inspection  were  neceasary, 
steps  should  be  taken  to  insure  the 
establishment  of  a  proper  system,  under 
which  it  could  be  adTantageously  carried 
oat.  The  principle  of  inspection  had 
been  acted  upon  widi  referance  to  chicory 
and  other  adulterations  of  human  food, 
and  thera  was  no  reason  why  the  eame 
principle  should  not  be  applied  to  the 
adulteration  of  the  food  of  cattle.  He 
felt  certain  that  the  Government  ought 
to  apply  a  remedy.  What  he  would 
suggest  was  the  remedy  of  publicity — 
that  an  analysis  should  be  made,  and 
that  the  names  of  fraudulent  tradesmen 
should  be  published  at  stated  periods  in 
the  London  OtKttie,  or  some  other  publi- 
cation. Something,  at  all  erents,  ^ould 
be  done,  and  he  moved  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House,  it  was  desirable  that 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  be  directed  to  tlus  subject. 

Mb.  WELBT  seconded  the  Motion, 
because  his  recent  investigations  into 
this  and  kindred  matters  bad  convinced 
hirn  that  the  frauds  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  were  of  enor- 
mous extent,  and  deserved  the  most 
serione  consideration  of  the  Government 
and  Farliament;  but  he  confessed  to 
having  serious  doubts  whether  any  spe- 
cial legislation  on  them  was  practicable. 
Of  these  two  branches  of  adulteration 
that  of  feeding  stufis  was  probably  the 
most  important,  for  by  it  our  supply  of 
beef  and  mutton  was  direcUy  affected. 
The  loss  caused  by  the  use  of  adultera- 
ted cake  had  been  variously  estimated 
at  &om  one-quarter  to  half  of  the  pro- 
duce— that  was  to  say,  that  to  feed  an 
animal  to  a  given  stage  of  ripeness  took 
from  a  quarter  to  half  as  long  again,  and, 
therafore,  cost  frwm  a  quarter  to  half  as 
much  again  more  money  with  the  adulte- 
rated c&e  sold  aa  it  would  do  with  pure. 
But  there  were  two  ^at  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  dealing  with  this — one  which 
had  been  clearly  pointed  out  by  the  Lord 
Chief  Bmwi,  in  1862,  in  the  cause  which 
led  to  the  formation  of  the  Driffield 
Company — that  the  production  of  oil- 
cake is  not  the  primary  object  of  the 
Beed-cmsher.    His  original  trade  was  to 


exprass  oil,  worth  £30  or  £40  per  ton ; 
and  the  cake,  valuable  as  it  was,  was 
really  only  the  refuse  of  Ms  manufac- 
ture. He  was  not  in  any  way  bound, 
like  those  who  sell  food  for  man,  to  see 
that  what  he  sells  is  wholesome;  the 
purchaser  must  look  to  that ;  and,  as  It 
happened  that  the  interest  of  the  seed- 
crusher  and  the  cake  consumer  were  not 
altogether  identical — for  the  purest  lin- 
seed did  not  give  the  most  oU — ^you  could 
scarcely  punish  the  crusher  for  not  sell- 
ing that  which  he  did  not  aim  or  pro- 
fess to  produce.  But  whether  he  should 
not  be  punished  for  professing  to  sell  as 
pure  that  which  was  not  so,  was  another 
question.  On  that  the  second  difficulty 
arose,  that  in  the  adulteration  of  vege- 
table matters  chemical  analysis  gave 
little  or  nt)  assistance.  Professor  Voelcker 
said  it  would  be  easy  to  concoct  a  cake, 
■without  a  particle  of  Unseed  in  it,  which 
should  give  the  eame  chemical  results  aa 
one  made  of  pure  linseed.  The  conse- 
quence of  all  this  to  the  farmer  was  most 
serious.  The  crusher  had  learnt  that 
bis  refuse  was  a  marketable  and  valu- 
able article,  and  he  made  it  an  import- 
ant, though  Bubordinable  branch  of  his 
trade.  Aid  how  did  he  carry  on  that 
branch?  He  shelt«red  himself  under 
the  peculiarities  of  his  position,  and  as 
already  stated  by  the  noble  Lord, 
scarcely  10  per  cent  of  the  oil  mills  in 
England  turned  out  a  pure  article.  Many 
cakes  contained  no  linseed  at  all ;  many 
were  adulterated  with  poisonous  mate- 
rials, as  castor  oil  beans,  croton  oil 
beans,  and  curcas  beans.  Not  long  ago, 
Professor  Yoelcker  produced  a  sample  of 
rape-cake,  mixed  with  wild  mustard, 
which  had  killed  three  oxen ;  and  ano- 
ther composed  of  "the  sweepings "  of 
an  oil  mill  and  the  warehouse  of  a  ge- 
neral provision  dealer,  a  very  little  of 
which  in  two  days  had  killed  fourteen 
sheep,  three  horses,  and  a  pony.  Spe- 
cial machinery  had  been  invented  for  the 
close  imitation  of  linseed  cake ;  rice  dust, 
pollard,  oat  dust,  &c.,  were  made  into 
'*  buff-em,"  which  had  been  wittily  de- 
scribed to  be  to  cake  what  "  bunkum  " 
is  to  speech.  Other  stuffs  were  similarly 
adulterated.  Bice  meal  had  been  made 
of  rice  husks  and  chalk.  Another,  Dr. 
Voelcker  had  described  as  of  no  more 
value  than  a  mixture  of  saw  dust  and 
ground  flints.  In  1863  Dr.  Voelcker 
gave  a  lecture  on  this  subject,  which 
produced   a   good   effect   for   a  time^ 
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but  that  gradually  wore  off,  and  now, 
oring  to  the  demand  produced  b;  the 
failure  of  green  crops  last  year,  the  adul- 
teration was  worse  than  ever.  But  the 
beet  remedy  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Welby)  to  be  tne  eetabliahment  of  oil 
mills  on  co-operatiTe  or  limited  liabiliiy 
principles,  whose  first  object  should  he 
the  making  of  pure  cake,  leaving  the 
production  of  oil  merely  subsidiary.  This 
had  been  done  with  great  success  at 
Driffield  in  Yorkshire.  So  again  with 
manures,  legislation  would  be  difficult. 
It  was  not  easy  to  d^ne  artificial  ma- 
nure, B8  some  farmere  liked  it  mixed 
with  soot,  gypsum,  Ac,  and  the  adulte- 
ration was  not  earaly  discoverable  at  the 
tune.  Many  a  man  went  on  wondering 
for  a  long  time  at  the  smallneBS  of  his 
crops  firom  fields  on  which  he  'had  laid 
out  large  sums  in  manure ;  and  when  at 
last  the  true  cause  dawned  upon  him, 
the  proo&  of  his  having  been  cheated 
bad  Tanished  into  the  soil  and  the  air, 
and  he  had  no  hope  of  redress.  His  case 
was  a  very  hard  one.  Suppose,  for  in- 
stance, he  bought  guaao,  no  ocular  in- 
spection, however  careful,  could  tell 
whether  guano  was  adulterated  or  not ; 
but  chemical  analysis  could.  He  turned 
to  that,  and  the  ingenuity  of  his  perse- 
cutors converted  it  into  a  fresh  instru- 
ment of  torture  for  him.  The  dealers 
had  found  out  that  he  had  begun  to 
attach  belief  to  analysis ;  so  they  them- 
selves sent  a  capital  sample  to  be  ana- 
lyzed, ostentatiously  pubushed  the  ana- 
lysis, and  then  adulterated  the  bulk 
which  is  bought  on  the  strength  c  ' 
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with  loam,  aalt,  sand,  &c.     Or 


suppose 


he  bought  phosphatic  manures,  the_ 
value  depended  mainly  on  the  percent- 
age of  soluble  phosphate,  or  phosphoric 
acid  in  a  soluble  form  that  they  con- 
tained, for  in  that  shape  they  were  most 
readily  taken  up  by  the  plants.  Eadi 
unit  of  this  per  cent  was  really  worth 
about  At.  %d. ;  so  that  for  these  manures 
.  to  be  worth  anything  like  what  they 
were  sold  at,  they  ought  to  contain  30 
or  40  per  cent  of  soluble  phosphate. 
Well,  what  were  the  facts  ?  Samples 
analyzed  for  tlie  Kendal  Farmers'  Club 
contained,  instead  of  44  per  cent,  which 
they  should  have  done  at  their  average 

Bice  of  £7  14*.,  less  than  20  per  cent, 
a  spoke  with  some  confidence  on  t^''■ 
point,  because  much  attention  had  lately 
been  directed  to  it  in  South  Lincolnshire; 
and  there  one  sample  lately  analyzed 
Mr.  Welby 


contained  6  per  cent  of  phosphates,  54 
per  cent  of  sand,  and  the  rest  water.  Of 
eleven  other  samples,  at  an  average 
price  of  £6  8(.  per  ton,  five  contained 
only  12  per  cent,  or  less  ;  one  contained 
only  2  per  cent,  and  was  worth,  there- 
fore, about  Is.,  its  price  being  £6 ;  and 
one  at  £6  containedno  soluble  phosphate 
at  alL  The  fraudulent  dealers'  ezcose 
for  all  this  was — "  The  farmers,  in  their 
ignorance,  won't  give  above  a  certain 
price ;  we  must  concoct  an  article  which 
we  can  sell  &em  at  that  price,  or  not 
aellataU."  There  was  conmderable  fierce 
in  that  argument,  but  the  joke  might  be 
carried  toof^.  It  had  been  so  in  Sou^ 
Lincolnshire ;  for  there  the  farmers,  dis- 
gusted with  the  result  of  their  inquiries, 
had  formed  themselves  into  an  associa- 
tion to  buy  their  manures  direct  &om 
the  manufacturers,  in  large  quantities, 
with  a  guarantee  of  their  quality,  and 
to  anslyte  them.  The  result  had  been 
that  the  members  had  already  saved  a 
\bx^  sum,  equal  to  the  whole  of  their 
poor  rate,  and  they  were  extending  so 
widely  that  their  next  order  would  be 
for  &om  10,000  to  15,000  tons.  This 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  true  directios 
in  which  to  look  for  a  remedy  for  the 
evil ;  but  though  he  had  these  doubts  as 
to  the  pOBsibilit?  of  efiiectual  legislation, 
if  an  ^ectual  law  could  be  devised  to 
assist  the  fanners  in  th^  efibrts  to  pro- 
tect themselves,  he  would  hail  it  most 
cordially.  In  Maine  a  law  came  into 
operation  on  that  very  day  providing 
that  every  bag  or  barrel  of  manure 
should  bear  a  label,  giving  the  maker's 
name,  his  place  of  business,  and  the  per- 
oentage  of  phosphates  and  ammonia  that 
it  contained.  If  it  did  not  come  up  to 
the  description,  the  dealer  might  be 
pimiehed.  Something  like  this  mi§^t 
eventually  be  practicable.  Like  the 
noble  Lord  he  was  not  sanguine  enough 
to  expect  much  assistance  m>m  the  Pra- 
ddent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  for  he  had 
plainly  intimated  that  he  thought  legis- 
lation on  these  matters  impolitic,  discus- 
sion unprofitable,  and  agriculture  so 
fiourishing,  as  to  stand  in  no  need  of 
Iwislative  asaiBtance.  With  all  due 
submission,  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Qendeman  was  wrong  on  ul  three 
points.  The  first  two  were  matters  of 
opinion,  but  the  last  was  one  of  fact ; 
and  he  would  venture  to  say,  fWnn  a 
somewhat  long  and  extenmve  aoqnaia- 
tanoe  with  them,  that  the  fiumers  wen 
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by  no  means  bo  prosperous  as  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  thought. 
Too  many  of  them  earned  their  Uyeli- 
hood  from  hand  to  mouth ;  at  the  best 
of  times  their  margin  of  profit  was  al- 
ways narrow,  and  tte  bad  season  last 
year  had,  in  many  instances,  touched  se- 
riously on  their  capital.  He  would  un- 
dertake to  say,  in  their  name,  that  they 
would  be  deeply  grateful  for  any  effort 
which  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  might 
Ihink  fit  to  make  to  protect  them  from 
til©  rapacity  of  those  msatiahle  harpies, 
adulteration  and  fraud. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaw  out  from  th»  word  "  Th»t "  to  the 
end  of  the  (^eition,  in  order  to  ndd  ths  wordi 
"In  tho  opioion  of  thi>  Houae,  it  ii  deBirable tbaC 
ths  ntCeation  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ihnuld  be 
direoled  to  ths  sdultemtioa  of  teed  tttiSa  a 
nannroi,"— (Xonl  EUhc,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Me.  M'LAGAN  said,  he  thought 
great  deal  of  what  was  complained  of 
could  be  traced  to  the  feet  that,  notwith- 
standing the  warnings  which  had  been 
put  forth  by  the  various  agricultural  so- 
deties,  farmers  were  willmg  to  accept 
any  compound  that  was  ofFered  to  them 
as  a  new  manure  by  unprincipled  adul- 
terators. He  thought  that  the  farmers, 
to  a  great  extent,  held  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands.  Let  them  refuse  to 
purchase  from  any  manufacturer  who 
would  not  give  them  a  guaranteed  analy- 
sis. This  plan  had  been  adopted  in 
Scotland;  tne  farmers  forming  them- 
selves into  local  associations,  and  ap- 
pointing chemical  inspectors,  and  after 
two  years,  in  a  district  where  adultera- 
tion had  been  carried  on  to  an  immense 
extent,  there  was  not  found  one  sin^e 
article  of  adulterated  manure.  He 
thought  the  adulteration  of  oil  cake  was 
due,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  fact  that 
farmers  preferred  to  give  a  much  higher 
price  for  home-made  cake  than  for  foreign 
cake,  some  of  which,  and  that  {torn 
America  in  particular,  was  fkr  superior 
to  what  was  sold  as  home-made  cake. 
Formerly  the  millers  threw  their  oat- 
husks  into  the  rivers.  The  husks  were 
aiterwards  bought  up  at  a  high  price, 
and  ground  up  and  mixed  with  other 
materials.  Farmers  must  learn  to  exer- 
cise more  caution.  Oleaginous  seeds 
could  not  be  diBtinguished  by  the 
chemist ;  in  these  cases  microscopical  ob- 
servation was  necessary.    In  his  opinion 
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the  former  should  be  treated  as  other 
traders  were,  and  if  other  traders  did 
not  ask  for  protection  he  did  not  see 
why  the  farmer  should.  He  spoke 
boldly  on  this  point  because  he  belonged 
to  the  agricultural  interest. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
two  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  be- 
fore him,  while  admitting  the  evils  that 
existed,  and  also  the  difficulty  of  legis- 
lation, had  admitted  hkewise  that  the 
true  remedy  was  in  the  hands  of  the  far- 
mer himself.  He  was  glad  that  this 
discussion  had  come  on  so  soon  after  the 
debate  on  the  adulteration  of  seeds,  be- 
cause it  was  possible  that  the  Committee 
to  which  the  Adulteration  of  Seeds  Bill 
had  been  referred  might  be  able  to  de- 
vise ft  remedy  applicaolo  to  the  present 
case  also.  But  there  was  another  Bill 
before  the  House  upon  a  much  larger 
question — namely,  the  adulteration  of 
the  food  of  the  people,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  deal  with  so  small  a  sub- 
ject as  feed  stuffs  and  manures  while  the 
tex  more  important  question  touching 
the  food  of  the  people  was  concerned 
was  still  undecided.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  said  that  the  small 
farmers  were  unable  to  protect  them- 
selves, but  the  information  he  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  received  pointed  to  an 
opposite  conclusion.  He  liad  received  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  of  great  experi- 
ence within  QiB  last  few  days,  pointing 
out  that  in  various  districts  of  Scotland 
the  iarmers  were  sufficiently  protected 
from t^ese frauds  bycombining  and  form- 
ing associations  among  themselves.  One 
instance  was  given  of  a  district  in  which 
in  the  beginning  much  bad  seed  was 
sold ;  but  the  members  of  the  association 
ceased  to  purchase  from  those  who  sold 
bad  articles,  and  one  by  one  the  inferior 
vendors  were  weeded  out.  That  would 
show  that  the  farmers  had  the  means 
of  protecting  themselves,  and  even  of 
stamping  adulteration  out  of  a  district. 
The  farmers,  by  co-operation,  having 
chemists  attached  to  their  associations, 
and  by  purchasing  on  a  guaranteed  ana- 
lysis, had  an  easy  method  of  meeting 
the  evils  complained  of.  Let  it  be  known 
that  there  was  an  analytical  association 
within  the  district,  and  adulteration 
would  cease. 

Me.  bead  said,  the  adulteration  of 
manures  and  feeding  stufTs  was  a  great 
and  crying  evil,  beyond  the  means  of 
detection  of  small  farmers,  and  therefore 
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it  was  the  duty  of  the  Goremment  to 
provide  a,  remedy.  He  did  not  fancy 
that  the  qaestioa  waa  ripe  for  legisla- 
tioD,  but  ne  held  that  the  whole  matter 
of  adiilteration  and  of  fraud  should  be  in- 
quired into,  and  he  hoped  in  a  short  time 
ttiey  would  have  a  Commission  to  inves- 
tigate the  subject.  As  to  farmers  hav- 
ing their  protection  in  their  own  hands, 
BO  had  other  people,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment stepped  in  to  protect  them  ;  for  in- 
stance, persons  who  sent  diseased  meat 
to  market  were  Uable  to  fine  and  impri- 
sonment, and  in  the  city  of  Norwich  last 
year  a  farmer  who  sent  fifty  quarters  of 
old  and  dirty  wheat  to  a  miH  to  have  it 
cleansed,  had  that  wheat  seized  and 
burnt  in  the  public  market.  Their  ereat 
national  a^cultural  societies  ought  to 
help  farmers  by  taking  the  risk  of  actions 
&om  publishing  the  names  of  fraudulent 
vendors  of  manures  and  feeding  stufb. 

Me.  NOEWOOD  said,  he  believed 
that  farmers  would  be  able  to  obtain 
plenty  of  pure  oilcake  if  they  would 
pay  a  fair  price  for  it. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tne  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  ^ain  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

REG1NA  V.  OVEKEND,  flURNET,  ft  Co. 


Gurtuy,  if  Co. 


Me.  EYKYN  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  case  of  "  Begina  t>. 
Gumey  and  others."  In  bringing  this 
most  important  subject  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  he  had  been  actuated  by 
a  sense  of  public  duty.  The  Company 
bad  been  started  in  1865  with  a  capital 
of  £5,000,000,  and  in  May,  1666,  it  had 
become  bankrupt,  with  engaeemente 
amounting  to  £15,000,000,  of  which 
some  £4,000,000  had  to  be  met  by  the 
ehareholders.  The  truth  was  that  the 
Company  ought  never  to  have  been 
formed  at  all,  because  &om  the  outset  it 
was  not  in  a  solvent  state.  Had  the 
Committee  of  the  Stock  Exchange  com- 
pelled the  directors  to  make  good  their 
undertaking  by  which  they  guaranteed 
all  outetanding  liabilities,  uiey  would 
have  been  unable  to  do  so,  and  the 
shares  would  never  have  been  floated  on 
the  market.  In  the  year  1865-6,  the 
Stock  Exchange  Conmiittee  had  per- 
mitted companies  whose  aggregate  capi- 
Mr.  Read 
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tal  amounted  to  £34,700,000  to  come 
before  the  public,  tiie  whole  of  which 
were  in  liquidation  within  the  following 
year.  Under  these  circumstances  it  waa 
clear  that  the  initiation  of  these  com- 
panies ought  not  to  be  left  under  the 
sole  control  and  supervision  of  the  Stock 
Exchange.  The  effects  upon  public  mo- 
rality of  cases  of  this  kind  were  most 
deleterious,  and  they  created  a  most  un- 
favourable impression  abroad.  The  mat- 
ter had  passed  through  an  ordeal  which 
rendered  it  imperatively  necessary  that 
all  proceedings  in  reference  to  it  should 
be  conducted  by  the  Government,  and 
not  left  in  the  hands  of  private  indi- 
viduals. Dr.  Thorn  had  already  expended 
all  the  money  he  could  spare  in  conduct- 
ing this  prosecution,  and  an  application 
he  had  made  to  the  Treasury  for  assist- 
ance had  been  rejected.  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  had  stated 
during  the  day  that  he  must  decline  to 
hear  Dr.  Thom  otherwise  than  by  coun- 
sel ;  and  therefore,  when  the  case  came  on 
to-morrow,  unless  the  Government  took 
the  matter  up,  the  prosecution  must  of 
necessity  fall  through.  The  case  rested 
now  entirely  with  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice, with  the  Government,  whom  he 
regarded  as  distinctly  responsible  for  the 
issue,  and  with  public  opinion ;  and,  if 
the  prosecution  were  allowed  to  drop,  it 
might  be  truly  said  that  there  was  one 
law  for  the  rich  and  another  for  the 
poor.  He  asked  what  was  the  meaning 
of  "fiegina  v.  Gumey,"  Sc,  if  there 
was  to  be  no  prosecution  at  the  instance 
of  the  Government  ?  In  most  other 
countries  there  was  a  public  prosecutor, 
and  Lord  Brougham  and  other  eminent 
legal  authorities  had  suggested  that  such 
an  officer  should  be  appointed  in  this 
country.  Doubts  had  been  expressed  aa 
to  whether  the  prosecutor  had  not  been 
requested  to  withdraw  from  this  case, 
but  he  knew  the  character  of  Dr.  Thom 
and  of  the  directors  of  the  Company  too 
well  to  give  credence  to  the  insmuation 
for  a  moment.  A  former  Govemmeot 
had  not  hesitated  to  direct  its  Law 
Officers  to  prosecute  in  tho  case  of  the 
British  Bai^,  and  he  did  not  see  where 
the  difficulty  lay  in  followingthe  same 
course  in  the  present  case.  The  outlay 
in  that  prosecution  might  have  been 
enormous,  but  the  effect  in  commercial 
circles  was  such  that  it  was  money  well 
laid  out.  The  Lord  Mayor  had  investi- 
gated this  case  for  seven  days,  and  had 
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committed  the  defendants  for  trial.  A 
jury  of  merchants  had  confirmed  this 
eoiirse,  aud  if  the  prosecution  were  not 
consummated  it  would  be  almost  ascandal 
upon  the  GoTemment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  proceeding  to  read  his  Uotion 
when — 

Mb.  SFEAXEB  eaid,  the  House 
having  agreed  to  the  Motion  that  he 
Ediould  leave  the  Chair,  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  conclude 
with  his  Resolution. 

Mr.  FOTHERGILL  amd,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Eykyn)  that  those  who  went  into  this 
concern  hoping  to  make  large  gains,  but 
who  made  instead  great  losses,  were  to 
come  to  that  House  and  ask  them  to  sup- 
ply the  funds  of  the  country  to  carry  on 
a  prosecution  which  was  the  result  of 
their  own  angry  feeling.  He  spoke  on 
this  occasion  as  a  sufferer,  for,  oontraiy 
to  his  usual  habits,  he  took  100  shares 
in  the  Company,  whereby  he  had  sus- 
tained a  loss  of  £4,000.  He  had  conse- 
quently taken  a  great  deal  of  pains  to 
understand  the  case,  and  if  he  thought 
he  Lad  been  de&anded,  he  would  have 
been  one  of  the  first  to  commence  such 
a  prosecution.  He  had  not,  however, 
as  a  shareholder,  done  what  other  share- 
holders had  attempted  to  do — namely, 
to  repudiate  the  debts  of  the  Company. 
Of  one  thing  he  was  certain  that  if 
that  attempt  had  succeeded,  they  would 
have  heard  nothing  of  this  prosecution. 
The  reason  why  mis  claim  was  now 
made  was  on  account  of  the  m^ni- 
tude  of  the   operation   and  the  disap- 

f  ointment  of  those  who  took  part  in  it, 
Qt  he  did  not  see  why  the  case  on 
these  grounds  called  for  any  exceptional 
l^^ation.  He  was  not  acquainted  with 
the  defendantB  except  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business.  He  had,  however, 
trusted  them  in  the  business  transactions 
of  many  years  with  vast  amounts,  and 
he  might  have  been  plundered  to  almost 
any  extent,  but  he  had  always  found 
their  honour  perfect.  This  had,  to  his 
mind,  too  much  of  the  character  of  a 
vindictive  prosecution,  and  was  only  to 
be  explained  by  the  injustice  and  cruelly 
incident  to  angiy  disappointment;  he 
therefore  protested  against  the  proposal 
that  the  money  for  carrying  it  on  should 
come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tax- 
payers, 

Mb.  D.  DALBYMPLE  said,  that  he 
also  had  been  no  small  loser  by  the  Com- 
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pany,  but  be  would  neither  defend  them 
nor  would  he,  oa  the  other  hand,  assist 
in  supplying  materials  for  the  opening 
apee<dL  of  a  prosecuting  counsel  on  the 
eve  of  a  great  trial.  There  had  been 
too  many  sensation  articles  in  a  portion 
of  the  Fl^ss  in  this  case,  but  he  had  not 
expected  that  an  opportuni^  of  raising 
a  sensational  discussion  on  uiis  question 
would  have  been  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  ["No!"]  That  was,  atany 
rat«  the  effect  of  the  discussion  raised 
that  night.  He  had  had  a  life-long  ac- 
quaintance with  the  gentleman  con- 
cerned, and  his  opinion  was  that  the 
prosecutor  had  no  claim  to  ask  for  the 
I}ublic  money  to  carry  on  this  prosecu- 
tion. Dr.  Thom  had' appealed  to  the 
shareholders  for  money  to  carry  it  on, 
and  whether  the  money  had  been  other- 
wise spent  upon  the  case,  or  whether 
they  had  not  responded  to  Dr.  Thom's 
calls,  in  either  event  he  had  no  claim 
upon  the  public  funds.  H,  after  the 
trial,  it  should  appear  that  there  had 
been  a  default  of  pubhc  justice,  that 
would  be  the  time  to  raise  the  grave 
question  of  the  appointment  of  a  public 
prosecutor. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  there  was 
nothing  which  independent  Members 
of  that  House  disliked  so  much  as  to 
see  a  fair  issue  upon  an  important  ques- 
tion defeated  by  a  technical  artifice.  He 
and  others  who  supported  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  "Windsor  (Mr. 
Eykyn)  were  anxious  that  it  should  be 
tested  by  a  division.  In  order,  how- 
ever, to  defeat  that  object  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  Treasury  Bench  and  another 
hon.  Member  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment challenged  the  Speaker's  de- 
cision on  tlie  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Mcho),  and  thereby  prevented 
the  present  Motion  &om  being  put.  That 
was  a  remarkably  clever  thmg,  and  it 
got  rid  of  the  issue.  In  order  to  mark 
his  sense  of  this  proceeding,  he  should, 
before  he  sat  down,  strain  the  forms  of 
the  House,  as  en  indirect  way  of  express- 
ing an  opinion  on  the  issue  which  be 
was  led  to  raise,  and  his  opinion  of  the 
tactics  resorted  to  by  the  Government. 
He  denied  that  the  demand  for  this  pro- 
secution arose  from  any  vindictive  feel- 
ing. The  strongest  plea  for  it  waa  that 
justice  to  those  who  were  accused  de- 
manded a  fair  trial.  Here  were  men  of 
great  name — almost  of  historic  character 
and  of  European  reputation — aocnsed 
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of  a  terrible  crime.  If  fliey  were  piilty, 
let  them  be  piuuBbed  as  they  deserved 
to  be ;  but  if  they  were  innocent,  let 
their  iimocence  be  proved  in  a  way  that 
could  not  be  disputed.  Let  them  not 
leave  the  Court  with  a  atigma  or  a^blemish 
on  their  character.  K  the  trial  went 
on  fo-mOiTOw  without  the  interference 
of  the  Government,  the  acquittal  of  the 
accused  could  not  be  satisfectory.  The 
Lord  Chief  Justice  had  decided  not  to 
hear  the  prosecutor  except  by  counsel, 
and  no  counsel  without  previous  consi- 
deration of  his  brief,  would  have  the 
hardihood  to  undertake  the  cose, 
therefore  repeated  that  an  acquittal 
under  such  circumstances  vrould  not  be 
eatisfactoiy  to  the  public  or  the  accused. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
]>epartmentsaid,  the  otherday,  that  there 
was  a  precedent  which  ought  not  to  be 
followed,  but  avoided.  That  was  the 
prosecution  in  the  case  of  the  British 
Bank;  but  he  had  heard  it  remarked  by 
commercial  men  that  no  expenditure 
had  produced  a  more  salutary  result 
than  that  which  occurred  in  that  case, 
because  it  proved  that  the  Government 
were  ready  to  prosecute  men,  however 
high  their  position,  who  had  committed 
fraud  against  the  public.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  was  not 
an  exceptional  case.  From  that  stat^ 
ment  he  emphatically  differed.  In  an 
ordinary  and  simple  case,  where  no 
counsel  appeared  for  the  prosecution, 
the  Judge  would  loot  over  the  deposi- 
tions, or  hand  them  over  to  a  barrister ; 
but,  from  the  nature  of  this  case,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Judge  to  take  that 
course  in  the  present  instance.  He  had 
now  redeemed  the  pledge  he  gave  not 
to  show  the  slightest  trace  of  vindictive 
feeling  against  the  unhappy  accused, 
and  he  would  say,  in  conclusion,  that  no 
one  could  exaggerate  the  mischief  which 
the  breek-down  of  this  trial  would  oc- 
casion. It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
if  the  Government  interfered  they 
would  have  to  spend  £5,000  of  the  pub- 
lic money ;  but  the  pubhc  would  look 
over  the  Estimates,  and,  finding  that  on 
some  items  £S,000  were  comparatively 
wasted,  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  have  been  infinitely  better 
to  spend  the  sum  in  the  furtherance  of 
public  justice.  The  course  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  pursue  would 
cause  a  pubhc  dutruet  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  because  people  would 
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say  ibat  if  the  sum  involved  was  small 
— some  £5  or  £10 — the  accused  would 
have  been  brought  to  justice ;  but  when 
millions  of  money  were  concerned,  then 
the  accused  escaped  altogether  from  trial. 
He  trusted  that  m  the  interests  of  British 
commerce  and  the  national  reputation 
the  accused  might  be  declared  not  guilty ; 
but  he  believed  that  it  would  be  re- 
garded as  a  great  failure  of  justice  and 
a  national  scandal  if,  for  want  of  a  pub- 
lic prosecutor,  the  trial  entirely  fell  to 
the  ground.  He  moved  that  this  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA.  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. He  disclaimed  the  smallest  vin- 
dictive feeling,  but  it  was  desirable  in 
the  interest  of  the  accused,  as  well  as  of 
British  commerce,  and  our  national  re- 
pntation  that  the  gentlemen  who  were 
about  to  be  put  upon  their  trial  should  be 
declared  not  guilty.  It  would  be  regarded 
as  a  great  miscarriage  of  justice,  and  a 
great  national  scaniud,  if,  from  the  want 
of  a  public  prosecutor,  this  trial  should 
prove  abortive. 

Ma.  B£ITCE  said,  that  before  going 
to  Uie  merits  of  the  question,  he  was 
Bjmous  to  meet  the  charge  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr,  Fawoett) 
agunst  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  Treasury  Bench, 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  Oie  sense 
of  the  House  being  taken  on  this  ques- 
tion, negatived  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho). 

Mb.  FAwCETT  explained  that  his 
remark  allied  only  to  a  Member  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  a  Member  of  the 
Government  in  another  part  of  the 
House.  

Mb.  SFEAZEB  said,  it  made  no  dif- 
ference whether  anybody  cried  out  "No" 
or  "  Aye ;"  because  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  did  not 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  therefore 
it  had  to  be  put  to  the  House,  and  the 
House  decided  in  favour  of  putting  tiie 
original  Question  that  "  I  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Me.  BETICE  said,  he  ftilly  admitted 
the  magnitude  of  the  issue  to  be  tried 
to-morrow  in  its  bearing  on  the  com- 
mercial morality  of  the  country,  and  the 
importance  which  the  public  attached  to 
the  trial ;  hut  the  question  they  had  to 
consider  was,  whether  the  Government 
should  treat  this  case  in  an  exceptional 
and  supply  for  this  prosecution 
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fonds  trliicli  liad  been  almoet  uniformly 
denied  in  other  cases.  There  liad  been 
for  many  years  but  one  exception  to  the 
rule  that  ibe  Crown  never  interfered  in 
theee  prosecutions.  That  \rae  the  case 
of  the  Sioyal  British  Bank.  Since  that 
time  there  had  been  three  very  remark- 
able cases  of  alleged  commercial  &aud 
without  any  interierence  on  the  part  of 
the  €h)Temment.  In  &e  case  of  the 
Boyal  British  Bank  the  cost  incurred 
was  £20,000.  That  was  Iq  1857.  Was 
it  meant  to  be  said  that  since  that  time 
there  had  not  been  great  commercial 
frauds  spreading  deep  disaster  on  all 
sides,  and  causing  enormone  losses  to 
both  rich  and  poor?  Were  not  these 
cases  entitled,  on  a  fair  consideration  of 
commercial  morality,  to  the  interference 
of  the  Government,  aa  well  as  this  case  ? 
This  was  not  a  question  of  millions ;  the 
Oovernment  was  bound  to  act  on  some 
definito  principle.  If  the  House  was 
dissatisfied  witi  the  practice  of  the  Go- 
remment,  they  ought  long  ago  to  have 
raised  this  question.  There  had  been 
cases  of  gross  misrepreeentation,  cases  of 
ftandulent  dividends,  cases  of  the  grossest 
breaches  of  honesty  and  commercial  mo- 
rality; and  on  no  occasion,  except  the 
one  referred  to,  had  (he  Goremment 
contributed  to  the  expenses  of  the  pro- 
secution. And  even  in  that  case,  upon 
a  consideration  of  the  whole  facts,  the 
Secretary  of  State  who  directed  the  pro- 
secution was  of  opinion  that  the  course 
then  taken  should  not  be  repeated.  Cer- 
tainly, when  an  application  was  made 
last  year  in  a  somewhat  similar  case, 
that  of  the  Leeds  Bank,  his  predecessor 
in  Office  refused  to  take  part  in  the  pro- 
secution. This  was  not  a  time  to  raise 
the  question  whether  there  ought  to  be 
a  public  prosecutor.  There  might  be 
great  authorities — perhaps  there  might 
oe  a  preponderance  of  authority — in 
&vour  of  the  appointment  of  a  public 
prosecutor;  bnt,  although  the  question 
had  been  repeatedly  raised,  Parliament 
had  not  thought  fit  to  legislate  on  the 
matter.  Had  there  been  a  public  pro- 
secutor the  coarse  of  proceeding  would 
have  been  very  different  from  that  which 
the  Government  was  now  asked  to  pur- 
me.  All  the  materials  wonld  have  been 
Babmitted  to  a  competent  officer,  and 
thoroughly  examined  Into ;  and  that 
officer  would  have  determined  what 
oontBe  should  be  taken,  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances  of 
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the  case.  He  was  told  that  in  Scotland, 
in  a  case  somewhat  similar  to  this, 
though  not  of  the  same  vastness,  the 
facts  which  appeared  very  strong  against 
the  directors  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Lord  Advocate,  who  determined  that 
they  were  not  sufficient  to  justify  a  pro- 
secution, and  no  prosecution  was  insti- 
tuted. But  here  the  Gh>vemment  were 
called  upon  to  intervene,  without  a  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  of  the  case,  because  in 
a  private  prosecution,  upon  evidence 
taken  in  a  few  hours,  the  grand  jury 
had  found  a  true  BiU  against  the  ac- 
cused. It  was  quite  possible  if  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings  from  the  first 
had  been  submitted  to  fiie  judgment  of 
a  practised  lawyer  he  might  have  been 
01  opinion  that  there  was  no  case  at  all. 
["  Oh,  oh !"]  He  was  not  giving  any 
opinion ;  he  entirely  applauded  the  con- 
duct of  those  Members  who  had  spoken 
in  this  case  and  abstained  from  exprms- 
ing  any  opinion  of  their  own ;  but,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  asked  for 
a  contribution  of  £5,000  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  this  trial,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Government  would  not 
have  the  direction  of  the  prosecution. 
He  was  not  quite  clear  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  Attorney  General,  in  the 
case  of  tne  Boyal  British  Bank,  of  filing 
an  information  might  not  have  been 
taken  in  this  case ;  but  no  application 
was  ever  made  to  the  Attorney  General 
an  information.     And  when  Sir 
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Boyal  British  Bank  case  he  stated  that 
it  was  only  after  the  most  carefril  and 
thorough  examination  into  all  the  papers 
that  he  was  satisfied  that  there  was  a 
case  that  would  justify  him  in  under- 
taking it.  But  It  was  a  very  different 
thing  to  be  a^ked  to  intervene  at  an  ad- 
vanced stage  of  the  proceedings,  and  to 
give  the  weight  of  the  Government  to 
this  proBOcation.  It  should  also  be  re- 
membered that  the  persons  interested  in 
the  prosecution  had  am^  means  to  con- 
duct it.  In  that  very  House  they  had 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Fothergill),  one  of  the  largest  iron* 
masters  in  the  kingdom,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  D.  Dalrymple), 
who  were  shareholders;  yet  both  had 
determiued  not  to  contribute  towards  the 
expenses  of  the  prosecution.  Besides, 
since  the  prosecution  In  the  case  of  the 
Boyal  Bnti^  Bank,  an  Act  had  passed 
which  gave  great  facilities  to  the  prose- 
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outor.  By  the  Act  of  1857,  incorporated 
with  the  Criminal  Procedure  Act  of 
1860,  proof  of  these  cases  was  rendered 
moro  eoBy,  and  the  Judge  had  poirer  to 
give  costs  to  the  prosecutor,  eo  that  he 
did  not  carry  on  the  prosecution  entirely 
at  his  own  risk.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  Government  did 
not  think  they  were  specially  called  upon 
t»  make  this  case  an  exception  to  the 
ordinary  rule.  If  the  House  was  dis- 
contented at  the  possible  failure  of  jus- 
tice, they  should  long  ago  hare  legislated 
BO  as  to  prevent  a  Mlure  of  justice. 
Could  it  be  eaid  that  during  the  last 
twelve  years  there  had  not  been  cases 
of  alleged  fraud,  which  had  thrown  an 
enormous  expense  on  the  prosecutors; 
and  why  was  this  case,  of  all  others,  to 
he  chosen  as  an  exception  to  the  general 
rule  with  regard  to  Government  inter- 
ference ?  "Was  it  because  it  stood  at  five 
to  three  or  four  to  two  ?  Surely,  they 
must  proceed  on  some  other  rule.  JS 
blame  was  duo  anywhere  it  was  to  Par- 
liament that  it  must  be  attributed.  The 
mischief  arising  from  the  want  of  a 
public  prosecutor  had  been  long  known ; 
but  Parhament — he  did  not  say  the  pre- 
sent Parliament — had  shrunk  from  ap- 
plying a  remedy ;  and,  having  done  so, 
it  seemed  not  fair  or  just  to  fasten  on 
the  Government  a,  censure  for  refusing 
to  bring  funds  and  the  weight  of  their 
influence  to  bear  on  this  particular  case. 

8iB  PATRICK  O'BIOEN  said,  he 
thought  that  the  effect  of  the  Limited 
Liabih^  Companies'  Act  of  1856  should 
be  jealously  watched  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Widows,  and  persons  of  small 
means,  had  been  induced  to  invest  their 
money  in  such  undertakings,  and  were 
thereby  reduced  to  absolute  poverty.  In 
his  own  country,  the  accused  would  be 
prosecuted  by  the  Attorney  General 
Ireland.  No  one  asked  the  Government 
to  commence  a  vindictive  prosecution  ; 
but  it  was  a  case  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment should  see  that  justice  was  done, 
and  that  a  proper  investigatioD  took 
place. 

Ms.  GILPIN  said,  he  had  not  heard 
the  whole  of  the  debate,  and  he  regrt 
it  because  he  should  like  to  bare  learned 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  opened 
it  (Mr.  Eykyn)  what  end  he  intended  to 
serve  by  bringing  this  subject  before  the 
House.  The  public  had  not  undertaken 
this  prosecution ;  the  Government  had 
not  undertaken  it ;  a  private  individual, 
2fr.  Btace 
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injured  in  his  own  opinion  —  and  he 
(Mr.  Gilpin)  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  that  opinion  was  mistaken  —  took 
the  opportunity  of  prosecuting  those 
who  he  believed  had  injured  him.  That 
gentleman  got  the  supposed  offenders 
committed  for  trial,  and  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  And  yet 
the  Government  were  asked  at  this  stage 
of  a  prosecution,  to  which  they  were  no 
parties,  to  carry  that  prosecution  to  an 
end — and  to  what  end  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  last  spoken,  appeared 
to  urge  the  Government  to  undertake 
the  prosecution  on  behalf  of  certain  per- 
sons who  had  suffered  by  the  &ilure 
of  Overend,  Gumey,  and  Co.  He  (Mr. 
Gilpin)  had  always  advocated  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  public  prosecutor,  but  he 
objected  to  a  prosecutor  being  appointed 
ex  post  facto  for  a  particular  case.  Let 
it  not  be  supposed  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  liad  not  suffered.  Members 
of  his  family  had  been  reduced  to  the 
very  verge  of  ruin  by  the  failure  of 
Overend,  Gumey,  &  Co.;  but  those  who 
had  so  suffered  would  not  add  a  feather's 
weight  to  the  humiliation  and  Buffering 
which  had  already  attended  the  mem- 
bers of  that  firm.  He  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  all  its  members,  but  he 
knew  the  Gumeys ;  he  called  them 
friends  in  the  hour  of  their  prosperity, 
and  he  should  be  ashamed  of  himself  if 
he  hesitated  to  call  them  friends  in  the 
hour  of  their  adversity.  Within  the  last 
few  days  he  had  seen  two  of  the  persons 
whose  conduct  had  been  impugned,  and 
he  knew  that  they  were  dTesirous  that 
the  trial  should  proceed.  He  knew  that 
they  were  confident  that  they  could  vin- 
dicate themselves.  Well,  then,  let  the 
trial  be  carried  on  by  those  who  had 
conducted  it  hitherto.  If  they  could  not 
carry  it  on,  they  should  not  have  insti- 
tuted it ;  but  he  most  reepectfiilly  pro- 
tested against  the  power  of  the  State 
being  employed  in  sustaining  a  prosecu- 
tion begun  by  a  private  person.  He  re- 
collected it  had  Deen  so  employed  on  a 
former  occasion,  in  which  it  was  his 
(pinion  that,  afrer  an  expendituro  of 
£38,000,  they  got  hold  of  and  punished 
the  wrong  man. 

Sni  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  explained 
that  in  what  he  had  said,  he  guarded 
himself  against  expressing  any  opinion 
as  to  the  guilt  of  those  gentlemen.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  to  think  they  were 
guilty. 
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Mb.  STAVELEir  HILL  said,  he 
wislied  to  add  to  tihe  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  any 
little  weight  his  testimony  could  give. 
It  never  had  been  the  practice  of  Go- 
Temment  to  take  np  a  proceeding  of  this 
Bort,  at  the  stage  at  which  it  had  now 
arrived.  Whenever  a  prosecutor  in- 
tended to  call  in  the  assistance  of  the 
Oovemment,  it  was  usual  to  do  so  before 
going  before  the  conunitting  magistrate. 
When  a  private  prosecutor  had  gone  on 
to  the  ementh  hour,  it  was  too  late  to 
call  on  the  Government  to  take  up  the 
case,  

The  ATTOElfEY  GENERAL  sud, 
that  in  the  first  place  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  there  were  two  distinct 
qnestions  raised  in  this  discussion ;  one 
was  the  general  (juestion  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  pubbc  prosecutor,  ana  the 
other  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  prosecution.  As  to 
the  appointment  of  a  public  proaecutor, 
he  had  once  or  twice  before  expressed  a 
strong  opinion  that  such  a  public  &nc- 
tionary  was  desirable,  and  he  had  seen 
no  reason  to  change  that  opinion.  But 
it  mnst  be  remembered  that  we  had  no 
public  prosecutor  in  this  country.  The 
Government  was  not  a  public  prose- 
cutor. The  Attorney  Qeneral  was 
not.  It  was  only  in  rare  and  excep- 
tional cases  that  the  Government  had 
conducted  prosecutions,  and  here  he 
would  observe  that  the  apphcation  now 
made  to  the  Government  was  entirely 
unprecedented.  No  Government  had 
ever  subsidized  s  prosecution.  They 
either  prosecuted  or  they  did  not,  and  u 
they  did  prosecute,  the  proceedings  were 
conducted  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  For  a  prose- 
cutor to  go  to  the  Government  and  say — 
"Give  me  so  much  money,  but  you  shall 
have  no  control  over  the  prosecution," 
was  entirely  without  precedent.  Then 
came  the  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  ought  to  have  under- 
taken the  prosecution.  The  principles 
upon  which  the  Govomment  proceeded 
were  these — first  they  had  reference  to 
the  public  importance  of  the  prosecution, 
and  secondly  to  the  probability  of  a  con- 
viction. In  order  to  enable  the  Crown 
to  determine  whether  they  would  prose- 
cate  or  not  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  thoy  should  have  the  evidence  be- 
fore them ;  and,  therefore,  if  Dr.  Thom 


and  those  who  were  conducting  the 
prosecution  had  wished  the  Government 
to  take  up  the  case,  they  should  have 
fiimished  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
with  all  the  information  which  they  pos- 
sessed respecting  the  case  before  the 
matter  came  before  the  Lord  Uayor,  or 
else  have  sent  the  depositions  afterwards. 
Neither  of  those  courses  had,  however, 
been  adopted,  and  the  result  was  that 
they  were  totally  without  information  to 
enable  them  to  judge  whether  there  was 
a  good  case  and  whether  it  would  be 
desirable  for  them  to  undertake  the 
prosecution  or  not.  It  was  impossible 
for  the  Crown  to  go  into  Court  to-morrow 
morning,  knowing  nothing  of  the  case, 
and  say  that  the  prosecution  was  now 
going  to  be  conducted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  under  these  circum- 
stances, however  much  hon.  Members 
might  regret  the  absence  of  a  pubhc 
prosecutor,  they  most  feel  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  have  pur- 
sued any  other  course  than  the  one  they 
had  adopted  in  the  matter. 

SiE  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  the  importance  that 
attached  to  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  behind  him  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill)  and  to  that  of  the  At- 
torney General,  but  it  appeared  to  him, 
with  all  submission,  ^at  those  hon. 
Members  had  overlooked  the  precise 
practical  question  before  the  House.  He 
had  not  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  earlier  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  but  to 
the  latter  portion  of  that  speech  he  had 
listend  with  great  regret.  This  was  a 
most  important  and  extraordinary  ques- 
tion, and  one  which  touched  the  interest 
and  the  honour  of  this  great  country 
from  one  end  of  the  coimtiy  to  the  other. 
The  failure  of  this  great  house  had  in- 
flicted ruin  and  misery  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  Per- 
sonally, he  was  not  affected  in  any  de- 
gree by  Uie  question,  and  therefore  his 
opinion  was  &ee  &om  any  taint  of  par- 
tiality ;  but  he  was  convinced  that,  if  this 
prosecutiou  were  to  be  allowed  to  drop 
for  want  of  funds,  a  deep  blow  would  be 
inflicted  upon  the  laws  of  this  country, 
and  great  dissatisfaction  would  be  felt 
by  the  pubhc.  H  there  was  no  prece- 
dent for  the  course  the  Government  were 
asked  to  take,  they  might — as  they  had 
done  in  another  case  that  night — make 
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a  precedent.  He  hoped  nothing  so 
Bcaudalous  would  occur  as  a  failure  of 
this  prosecution  from  want  of  funds  to 
carry  it  on. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  this  subject  was 
to  him  a  peculiarly  painful  one,  but  he 
must  express  the  deep  regret  which  the 
directors  and  their  fnends  would  feel  in 
the  event  of  this  prosecution  not  being 
proceeded  with.  They  had  been  advised 
not  to  enter  upon  their  defence  before 
the  Lord  Mayor,  in  the  belief  that  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  setting 
themselveB  right  with  the  pubHc  on  their 
tiiaL  He  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  the  defence  ;  and,  put- 
ting aside  the  errors  of  judgment  which 
he  was  afraid  the  directors  had  fallen 
into,  he  could  confidently  assert  that 
they  were  as  free  fr^m  all  imputation  of 
fraud  as  any  hon.  Members  in  that 
House.  If  the  defence  were  to  be  en- 
tered into  it  would  have  an  immense 
effect  upon  the  public  mind ;  and  there- 
fore  he  trusted  in  the  interest  of  the 
directors,  that  the  prosecution  might  go 
forward  in  order  that  their  honesty 
might  be  triumphantly  vindicated.  "iS 
the  prosecution  were  to  drop  through 
it  would  be  by  reason  of  the  conduct 
of  the  rich  shareholders,  who  were  con- 
tent to  express  their  belief  of  the  guilt 
of  the  directors  without  contributing 
\i.  towards  the  expenses  of  the  prose- 
cution. During  the  prosperity  of  the 
directors  they  were  generally  respected 
and  beloved,  and  no  persons  hod  so 
much  reason  to  deplore  the  ruin  of  the 
undertaking  as  the  multitude  of  those 
who  had  pw^cipated  in  their  bounty. 

Mb.  BAENETT  said,  that  having 
heard  a  good  deal  said  on  both  aides  of 
the  question,  he  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  Qovenunent  had  exercised 
a  wise  discretion  in  not  undertaking  the 

S-osecution.  In  the  case  of  the  Western 
ank  of  Scotland  where  the  ruin  was 
equally  great  with  that  resulting  from 
the  failure  of  Overend  and  Gumey,  no 
prosecution  had  been  imdertaken  by  the 
Government.  He  might  say  he  had 
heard  during  the  day,  from  a  gentleman 
well  acquainted  with  the  case,  that  the 
prosecution  would  be  proceeded  with. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  very 
glad  to  hear  upon  the  high  authority  of 
uie  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
— and  upon  questions  of  this  kind  there 
could  be  few  higher — that  there  is  great 
likelihood  the  prosecution  may  proceed, 
Sir  John  Pakingie» 
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notwithstanding  the  dsci^on  at  which 
the  Government  have  arrived.  That 
statement  must  have  been  heard  with 
satisfaction  in  all  parte  of  the  House, 
and  not  least  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Buxton) 
who,  in  all  the  expressions  of  sympathy 
he  used  towards  the  members  or  the 
late  firm  was  felt  by  the  House  to  be 
discharging  a  duty  in  every  way  appro- 
priate and  graceful  for  him  to  undertake. 
The  question  is,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  says,  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance, and  I  trust  the  House  will 
even  at  this  hour  listen  with  patience  to 
the  considerations  I  am  anxious  to  lay 
before  it.  The  Government,  whatever 
they  have  done,  have  not  acted  lightly 
or  unadvisedly,  or  without  U  strong  con- 
viction. I  must  own,  in  passing,  that 
the  strong  and  positive  assertions  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for ' 
Droitwich  appear  to  me  to  be  a  little  out 
of  place,  when  we  consider  that  it  is  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  the  proper  time 
for  undertaking  these  affairs  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  is  at  the  earliest 
stage  of  the  proceedings,  which  hap- 

Eened  in  the  present  case  when  the  right 
on.  Baronet  was  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  first  difficulty  I  feel  is 
the  form  of  the  Motion  in  which  my 
hon.  Friend  invites  the  House  to  do  that 
which  it  has  an  undoubted  right  to  do — 
namely,  to  interfere  with  the  discretion 
of  the  Executive  Government  in  the  dis- 
charge of  its  executive  functions  and 
with  respect  to  the  administration  of 
justice.  No  doubt  the  House  has  a  per- 
fect right  to  take  that  proceeding  if  it 
pleases;  but  it  is  at  the  same  time  an 
extreme  right — a  right,  I  mean,  which 
the  House  on  the  rarest  possible  occa- 
sions even  dreams  of  exercising.  And 
when  the  House  finds  occasion  for  exer- 
cising such  a  right,  what  I  think  is  ob- 
viously according  to  the  dictates  of  Par- 
liamentary justice  and  of  the  publio 
interest  is,  that  the  Government  should 
have  clearly  before  it  the  Motion  by 
which  it  is  intended  or  desired  to  over- 
ride their  discretion,  and  that  they  should 
have  the  power  not  only  of  representing 
in  speech  the  views  they  may  take  of  the 
Motion,  but  the  power  also  of  amending 
the  Motion  and  propOGing  to  the  House 
to  substitute  some  otlicr  issue.  But  this 
is  how  we  stand  —  Notice  of  a  Motion 
having  been  given  by  my  hon.  iViend 
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the  Member  for  Windsor  {Mr.  Eykyn), 
vhich  the  fonns  of  the  Houbs  unhappily 
preTeated  Mm  from  moTing,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  who 
adfi  with  him,  haa  substituted  a  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  and 
he  announced  in  hia  speech  that  he 
fihonld  consider  the  carrying  of  that 
Motion  as  equivalent  to  a  distinct  direc- 
tion to  the  GtoTemment  to  institute  this 
prosecution.  I  regard  that  as  a  very 
great  afcgravation  of  the  difficulties  of 
Uie  case,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  it  is  due 
not  to  the  Oovemment  as  individuala, 
but  to  the  Offices  they  hold  that  they 
should  enjoy  the  usual  and  ordinary 
freedom  of  seeking;  to  vair  the  terms  of 
Motions  to  which  they  object.     As  at 

Ereeent  advised  I  do  not  very  well  see 
ow  it  would  be  possible  for  us  to  wsIte 
the  judgment  at  which  we  had  arrived, 
and  to  take  a  course  opposed  in  our 
opinions  to  the  public  interest  and  the 
clearest  dictates  of  expediency.  The 
difficulty  is  still  further  increased  by 
other  circumstances  of  the  case.  With 
regard  to  the  precedent  of  1857, 1  can- 
not admit  its  authority.  It  has  not  been 
followed  up,  and  it  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  a  most  questionable  couclu- 
don  that  was  then  arrived  at.  I  claim 
the  ri^ht  to  review  the  precedent,  and  to 
ask  tne  House  to  consider  this  very 
grave  question  upon  its  merits.  The 
general  rule  which  charges  the  expendi- 
ture of  criminal  prosecutions  upon  the 
public  does  not  ordinarily  apply  to  frauds, 
and  we  are  therefore  now  called  upon  to 
make  an  exception.  What  I  want  to 
aak  the  House  to  consider  is,  if  excep- 
tions are  to  be  made — apart  &om  the 
question  of  a  public  prosecutor,  on 
which  at  present  I  give  no  opinion — 
what  are  the  g^unds  upon  which  such 
an  exception  is  to  be  based  ?  I  must 
say,  before  proceeding,  that  I  impute  no 
motives  to  tie  Mover,  Seconder,  or  sup- 
porters of  the  Motion  before  the  House 
other  than  a  desire  to  see  justice  done. 
To  proceed — One  of  the  grounds  on 
which  such  an  exception  as  the  present 
would  be  claimed  would  be  sure  to  be 
&a  moral  enormity  of  the  offence  com- 
mitted by  the  supposed  and  imputed  de- 
linquents. That  certainly  cannot  be 
^tged  in  the  present  instance  without 
an  UKKinsistency  into  which  I  am  sure 
the  House  would  not  wish  to  fall,  what- 
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apprehend  there  can  be  no  doubt  at  all 
— even  without  enterina;  upon  the  more 
sanguine  and  charitable  view  we  must 
all  hope  will  ultimately  be  realized — 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  cases  of  a  £ar 
darker  and  far  different  complexion  in 
commercial  morality  have  been  before 
our  eyes  and  blazoned  to  the  world  year 
by  year  in  this  country  without  any  call 
for  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Oo- 
vemment. It  is  not,  therefore,  for  the 
vindication  of  public  morality  that  you 
interfere,  for  you  cannot  give  a  more 
questionable  place  to  public  morality  in 
your  proceedings  than  by  interfering 
with  the  arm  of  authoritf  for  the  pur- 
pose of  branding  milder  forms  of  offence 
while  you  leave  the  graver  forms  of  guilt 
to  pass  unquestioned.  A  most  important 
element  in  the  case  is  the  certainty  of 
result  when  you  call  upon  the  public 
exceptionally  to  interfere — I  mean  the 
certainty,  or  the  probability,  of  a  favour- 
able result.  Even  were  you  to  establish 
a  public  prosecutor  you  could  not  call 
upon  him  to  undertake  everybody's  case 
without  first  examining  rigidly  into  its 
first  inception,  and  inquiring  whether 
there  is  a  fair  probability  of  his  proving 
the  justice  of  the  case  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Court.  It  is  perfectly  evident 
that  nothing  could  more  rapidly  damage 
and  destroy  the  authority  of  the  Crown 
than  its  ill-advised  exposure  of  doubtfol 
cases  to  the  conflict  with  argumenta 
of  greater  authority,  and  the  conse- 
quent failure  of  cases  to  which  its  dignity 
had  been  conunitted.  The  duty  of  a 
public  prosecutor  or  Crown  prosecutor 
clearly  is  to  examine  into  ^  matters 
ab  initio,  and  make  up  his  mind  upon  it 
before  taking  a  single  step  to  commit 
the  Oovemment ;  and  it  becomes  almost 
impossible  that  that  duty  can  be  rightly 
performed  when  once  proceedings  have 
reach  a  certain  stage.  But  what  is  the 
it  stands  now  ?  There  is  a  Mo- 
tion before  us  which  we  are  told  to  read 
like  a  palimpsest  under  a  recent  writing. 
We  are  told  under  a  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment to  read  a  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Windsor  (Mr.  EykynJ, 
which  doses  by  saying  that  the  case  is 
to  be  conducted  by  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown — my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  Oeneral,  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  SoUcitor  Oeneral. 
That  might  have  been  aU  very  well  if 


be  B^d  as  to  the  magnitude  of  tJie   done  at  the  proper  time ;  but  at  the  pre- 
ruin  and  the  amount  of  the  scandal.    I  sent  moment  it  so  happens  that  the  de- 
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fendante  teing  anxious,  and  Teiy  na- 
turally aaxiouB,  to  secure  the  advocacy 
of  my  hou.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli- 
citor General  in  bis  capacity  as  a  private 

practitioner  at  the  bar,  be  has,  I  believe, 
for  months  past  been  engaged  on  their 
side  in  this  case,  and  wul  be  bound  to 


for  the  Crown  Bhall  assiet  in  conducting 
this  prosecution.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  "What 
I  mean  is  not  to  use  any  exaggeration, 
but  to  convey  tbe  exact  and  literal 
meaning  of  tbe  Motion.  It  is  not  possi- 
ble for  the  Government  to  depart  from 
their  judgment  in  obedience  to  a  pre- 
sumed and  undefined  opinion  of  the 
House ;  all  they  can  offer  is  that,  when 
that  opinion  ia  expressed,  it  shall  be 
taken  into  their  most  respects  consi- 
deration. But  what  is  now  proposed  is 
that,  without  any  judgment  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  prosecution,  without 
any  power  of  examination  as  to  the  pro- 
bability of  a  Bucessful  issue,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friends,  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  shall  rush  into  the  midst,  and 
chaise  tbe  State  with  tbe  responsibility 
of  aU  that  has  been  done  and  all  that 
remains  to  be  done.  So  much  with  re- 
gard to  the  probability  of  a  favourable 
result.  I  now  come  to  a  third  ground 
for  exceptional  interference,  which  is 
one  of  very  great  plausibilily.  It  is  said 
that  tbe  case  where  interference  takes 
place  should  be  one  in  which  the  parties 
are  poor,  and  destitute  of  means  to  vin- 
dicate their  interests.  But  is  that  ap- 
plicable in  the  present  case  ?  The  fourth 
and  great  ground  alleged  is  that  the 
interference  of  the  Crown  is  desirable 
because  of  tbe  magnitude  of  the  case. 
What  does  magnitude  mean  ?  It  meane 
that  tbe  scale  of  the  transactions  was 
enormous,  for  tbe  figures  were  counted 
almost  by  tens  of  miHione ;  and,  further, 
it  means  that  whilst  a  lai^  portion  of  the 
suffering  shareholders  may  oe  persona  of 
Bmall  or  moderate  means,  a  large  portion 
of  them  also  are  persons  of  great  and 
almost  unlimited  wealth.  I  do  not  think 
you  can  name  a  case  where  there  has  been 
miputed  commercial  delinquency,  and  a 
body  of  sufferers  by  tbe  delinquency,  in 
which  those  sufferers  were  so  unques- 
tionably possessed  of  ample  resources 
for  the  vindication  of  their  rights.  This 
ia  a  consideration  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance. Tbe  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  calls  on  us 
Mr.  eiaditotu 
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to  interfere  on  behalf  of  poor  persons 
who  have  lost  their  money ;  but  if  we 
are  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  tbe  poor, 
this  is  not  a  case  in  which  we  ought  to 
interfere.  There  are  multitudes  of  cases 
in  the  private  walks  of  honourable  com- 
merce where  a  man  is  stripped,  through 
the  delinquency  of  others,  of  every  far- 
thing be  possesses,  and  has  not  tbe 
means  of  invoking  public  justice.  There 
are  midtitudes  of  other  cases  in  which 
you  have  the  principle  of  joint-stock 
liability,  but  the  whole  body  of  share- 
holders are  persons  of  such  humble 
meane  that  tbey  would  not  increase 
their  strength  if  they  were  to  club  to- 
gether those  means  for  tbe  purpose  of 
vindicating  their  rights.  But  here  it  is 
an  undoiibted  fact  that  there  are  a 
number  of  shareholders  perfectly  able, 
if  they  think  fit,  to  vindicate  tbe  interests 
of  themselves  and  fheir  fellow-share- 
holders. They  do  not  choose  to  do  it ; 
and  a  proposition  is  made  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  step  into  the  places  of 
those  wealthy  persons,  and  seek  for 
them  that  redress  which  they  are  able, 
but  not  willing,  to  seek  for  ■Qiemselves. 
I  wish  in  the  most  dispassionate  manner 
to  join  issue  on  the  question  of  the 
moral  result  which  is  to  De  attained  by 
our  undertaking — I  do  not  say  at  the 
present  stage  of  tbe  proceeding,  for  that 
is  another  matter—but  our  undertaking 
at  all  the  conduct  of  this  prosecution. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  a  moral  good  in 
view,  and  wants  to  remove  a  scandal 
and  a  disgrace.  It  is  my  opinion  that 
in  all  these  eases  of  the  administration 
of  justice,  the  same  rule  ought  to  be 
adopted  as  in  determining  the  punish- 
ment of  crime.  When  we  have  a  case 
of  enormous  guilt,  we  do  not  attempt  to 
proportion  our  punishment  to  the  guilt ; 
what  we  look  solely  at  is  the  effect  upon 
the  future — it  is  our  business  to  deter  and 
repress  crime.  Now,  what  would  be  the 
effect  on  the  fiiture  prudence  and  self-re- 
straint of  a  generation  too  greedy  of  money 
and  too  ready  to  adopt  one  of  the  most 
doubtful  means  of  making  money — that 
of  placing  their  investments  in  concerns 
of  which  they  know  nothing  at  all,  with 
the  view  of  making  large  and  easy  gains, 
of  reaping  tbe  fruits  of  industry  without 
its  toil — what  would  be  the  eflect  if  you 
said  to  all  the  class  of  persons  who  have 
such  views,  "Despise  the  rules  of  pru- 
dence and  duty,  whereby  patient  toil 
and  frugal  habits  may  see  the  rerords 
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of  labour  growing  up  aiound  them  and 
reap  the  fruits  they  deserve ;  look  only 
to  the  beet  prospectuses  and  try  the  ut- 
most limit  oi  speculation  without  caring 
whether  you  know  anything  about  it  at 
all ;  the  advertisement  will  stand  instead 
of  fonde.  Great  and  noble  names,  which 
Englishmen  are  only  too  fond  of  seeing, 
will  stand  to  you  instead  of  commercial 
knowledge,  experience  and  skill;  and 
you  will  nave  this  advantage  over  your 
ntunble  and  obscure  competitors  in  the 
race  for  wealth  who  carry  on  a  regular 
trade — that  if  they  fail  tiiej  must  take 
the  consequences,  but  you,  if  you  fftil, 
will  £ill  with,  a  trt^c  splendour;  the 
whole  nation  will  feel  the  shock,  and 
the  attention  of  Parliament  will  be 
roused  by  die  m^nitude  of  the  transao- 
tiona — benevolent  men  in  the  House  of 
Commons  will  be  excited  to  make  Mo- 
tions invokiiig  for  you  the  assistance  of 
the  State ;  and  for  your  neglect  of  the 
rules  of  prudence,  and  your  hasty  and 
unrestrained  indnlgence  of  the  pursuit 
of  gain,  you  will  receive  the  exceptional 
iavour  of  tbe  State,  and  the  British  tax- 
payer will  be  at  the  expense  of  carrying 
your  cause  to  a  successful  conclusion  ?" 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  was 
acquainted  with  four  of  the  persons  to 
be  prosecuted.  One  of  them,  long  a 
Member  for  Bong's  Lynn,  was  one  of  his 
oldest  Mends,  and,  having  called  him 
his  &iend  in  prosperity,  he  should  be 
ashamed  not  to  do  so  now,  believing  in 
his  honour.  However  much  the  directors 
might  have  been  mistaken,  he  felt  sure 
they  never  intended  to  commit  a  fraud 
on  tbe  public,  and  that  the  result  of  the 
trial  would  vindicate  their  character, 

Mb.  MOKRISON  said,  the  hoa.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  was  not 
reqmnsible  for  the  form  the  Motion  hod 
taken.  He  should  vote  for  tbe  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  if  it  went  to  a  divi- 
sion, because  he  wished  to  express  his 
censure,  not  only  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, but  of  past  Govemmente  also.  He 
had  come  down  to  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Windsor  (JiSi.  Eykyn)  to 
which  he  felt  impelled  by  a  sense  of 
duty.  He  must  respectfully  submit  that 
the  concluding  remarks  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  very  little 
direct  bearing  on  the  present  question. 
The  question  had  come  round  to  a  very 
small  point — whether,  owing  to  a  tech- 
nical rule  of  practice  in  Uie  Queen's 
Bench  there  should  be  to-morrow  an 
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absolute  failure  of  justice?  It  would 
be  very  unseemly  in  any  way  to  discuss 
the  question  of  guilt  or  innocence.  He 
most  honestly  inclined  to  believe  that 
there  was  weakness  rather  than  guilt  in 
the  directors;  but,  if  the  trial  should 
break  down  in  consequence  of  the  ab- 
seucfl  of  counsel,  those  gentlemen  would 
have  no  reason  to  congratulate  them- 
selves on  a  verdict  of  "Not  proven," 
He  believed  it  was  not  correct  to  say 
that  Government  bad  never  intervened 
in  a  prosecution  started  by  a  private  in- 
dividiial,  as  they  had  intervened  in  the 
trial  of  Palmer  for  poisoning  Cooke. 

Me.  clay  said,  he  was  certainly  not 
about  to  prejudge  the  case ;  but  he  could 
not  allow  ^at  debate  to  close  without 
expressing  his  opinion  that  the  course 
of  the  debate  tended  to  show  a  triumph 
of  commercial  delinquency.  If  it  should 
be  proved  that  that  had  been  done  which 
was  currently  reported,  he  thought  they 
could  hardly  share  in  the  indignation 
expressed  at  the  poor  men  who  had 
been  deceived-  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  if  men  would  desert  quiet  and 
unostentatious  industry — if  they  would 
seek  a  higher  road  to  wealth  by  indolence 
and  avarice,  we  could  have  no  pity  for 
them.  ["No!"]  He  diould  be  ex- 
ceedingly happy  to  learn  that  he  had 
placed  a  wrong  interpretation  on  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
certmnly  should  have  expected  that  the 
indignation  expressed  would  have  been 
at  we  guilt  which  might  be  proved, 
although  he  hoped  it  might  not  be  so. 
The  foUy  of  the  poor  men  who  had  been 
deceived  was  that  they  believed  in  the 
word  and  prospectus  of  those  whom  they 
considered  men  of  honour. 

Mb.  MDNTZ  said,  they  were  not 
there  to  try  the  directors,  but  to  discuss 
whether  Oi>vemment  otight  to  take  up 
this  prosecution  and  pay  a  private  so- 
licitor to  carry  it  on.  He  entirely  (^reed 
with  the  Attorney  General  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventiy  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill) 
tliat  if  the  Government  should  have  taken 
up  the  prosecution,  they  ought  to  have 
done  BO  at  the  beginning.  He  was  not 
prejudging  the  case,  but,  however  bad 
the  case  might  be,  it  was  too  late  for 
the  Government  to  undertake  the  prose- 
cution. He  must  give  credit  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  remarks  he  had  made ; 
for  it  was  well  known  so  wealthy  waa 
2  K  . 
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this  cotK^m  only  five  years  offo  that  tew 
hon.  MembOTS  would  hsro  aecUned  to 
take  shares  when  they  stood  at  £13  per 
cent  premimn.  Why,  he  himself  Had 
been  ridiculed  because  he  wotdd  hare 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  At  that  very 
time  and  afterwards  savings'  banks  were 
failing,  by  which  poor  men  lost  every 
shilling;  but  who  came  forward  to  in- 
voke a  prosecution  by  the  Qovernment  ? 
This  was  a  limited  liability  concern ;  but 
do  not  let  them  find  fanlt  with  limited 
liability,  but  rather  with  the  unlimited 
fools  that  took  shares  in  bnanesses  of 
which  they  knew  nothing.  He  should 
not  vote  for  the  Ad,ioummeiit,  or  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Windsor. 
It  was  no  reason  they  should  do  wrong 
because  others  had  neglected  to  do  what 
was  right.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Bfr.  Fawcett)  would  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Mb.  fawcett  said,  as  he  had  taken 
a  somewhat  exceptional  course,  perhaps 
the  House  wonid  allow  him  to  explain. 

Mb.  SFEABCEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  only  be  heard  if  he  wished  to 
explain  his  grounds  for  desiring  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion, "ThatthisHoufiedonowadjoum," 
— (Jfr,  Fawevtt,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Question  put  and  agretd  to. 

Supply  eotuidered  in  Oommittee : 

OonunitteereportPn^reee;  to  sit  again 
To-vtorroie. 

OOVENTRT  ELECTION. 

Me.  BODVERIE  moved  that  the  Pe- 
tition of  Charles  Flint  and  others,  re- 
lating to  the  Coventry  Election  Petition 
Inquiry,  be  printed  with  the  Votes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GtlBNEY  said,  he 
thought  that  there  was  no  occasion  to 
have  the  Petition  printed  with  the  Votes. 
The  Petition  was  printed,  hut  there 
were  blanks  for  certain  names  which 
could  be  filled  up. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion, 

"That  the  Pfltilion  of  Cbarhi  Flint  and  othen 

[pnunted  lOth  Jung^  rcUting  to  the  Coteatrr 

£lMlion  Petition  Inqairf,  be  pritit«d  with  the 

Votes,"— (Jfr.  SeiiMTie,) 

— put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  Hunts 


(ho.    2)  BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  KinTcwtnLirTInaxtKai,  Bill 
t«  omflrin  oertsin  Prorldonal  Orders  nndsr  tbe 
LooiJ  Gorernment  Aet  (tSfiS),  relating  to  tba 
diMrleti  of  Aberrstwlth,  Aahtos  ud«r  Lfae, 
Balb,  Cleokhuton,  Crompton,  Newport  (Mon- 
mouthshire), Blading,  Southport,  Staljbrldge, 
and  WettOD  super  Hare  ;  and  for  other  purpotoi 
relatin  to  the  distriot  of  Gorleston  and  Sonch- 
dowB,  onlfrfd  to  be  brought  ia  by  Mr.  KirttON- 
mrLL-IlnauBin  asd  Hr.  SecrMarr  Bsircin. 

Bill |>r«MnlM^andread the flnttinw.  [BUIIM.] 

TtTBlTPIKE  ACTS  OONTDniASCB,  &C.  HILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  KvATOBBULL-HijaisaiN,  Bin 
to  continue  oertain  Tnmpike  Aot«  in  Great 
Britaia,  to  repeal  csrtain  other  Tampike  Adf, 
and  tt>  mika  further  prorisions  conecraiug  Tank 

S'lke  Roads,  tndered  to  ba  brought  in  hj  Hr. 
!)(iTCHBCLL.UDoass(iT  and  Mr.  Seoretarf  Bbdci, 
Bill  pretaled,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  {3ill  I9I.J 

FISHSRIES  (IX£I.AKD)  B[U» 
On  Motion  of  Mr,  CsionsnB  FoiniosB, 
Bill  to  amend  tba  Lawi  relating  to  the  Flshorics 
of  Ireland,  trdend  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Cn< 
catKSB  FoBTUCDi  and  Mr.  Aitob^ht  GmaaL 
for  IniLUin. 
Bill  pmenttd,  and  read  the  bat  titoa.  CBiU  190.] 

LAim    TAX    I.AW    AUENDUZNT,    ftc.    BQJ^ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chutcblmb  of  the  Ex«is. 

qctB,  Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  rslatiDg  to  Land 

Tax.  and  to  repeal  certain  Duties  on  Offloes  aod 

Fenaiooi,  ordered  to  be  bronght  In  b;  Mr.  Chu>- 

oiLUiB  «f  tba  EioBBquiB  and  Hr.  Atbtm. 

Bill pnMnUff,  and  read  the  Qnt  tinie.  [BiD  IBS.] 

Honae  adjovned  at  Two  o'eloek. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  2ni  Jtdy,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— PoBuo  BiLL»— Krri  BhuKml— 
Impriionmenc  for  p»bt"(IB8);  Debta  of  D*. 


Aot  Extension  ■  (130). 

ComsulbK— Iriah  Chnroh  (1D9),  dibaUadjeumed. 
ii«p«rl— Public  Parka  (Ireland)*  (131). 

NEW  PEER. 
Lord  Bollo  of  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  called  Scotland,  having  been 
created  Baron  Dunning  of  the  United 
Kingdom — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

IRISH  CHURCH  BILL^No.  109.) 
(The  Earl  OroMiilU.) 


House  again  in  Committee  (acoc»ding 
to  Oder). 
Clause  24  f  Bnildiiig  chai^  to  be  pud 
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Clanse  25  (Enactmenfa  with  Kspeofc 
to  chnrohes). 

Lobs  DUN8ANY  said,  that  the  clause 
disposed  of  all  chuichee  in  Ireland, 
whether  in  use  or  ruinous.  It  provided, 
amongst  other  things,  that — 

"  Wbera  kdj  chorch  ma  io  usb  ai  tha  time  of 
ths  puitDg  of  thii  Aot,  and  no  applieation  ia  ro< 
■peel  thereof  u  m>da  by  tha  nid  reprenatatiTe 
Vodjr  of  ths  Hid  church  within  the  uid  preioribed 
pariod,  and  looh  oharah  waa  anoled  ■(  tha  pri- 
Tate  cipenae  af  anj'  parKiD,  the  commienoneri 
■hall,  oa  the  application  of  the  persoD  who 
eraot«d  inch  ohorcti,  if  alire,  or  of  hii  repre«a- 
talJTM  if  ha  died  cince  tbo  jear  ana  thoound 
n^t  hondred,  b;  order  Teat  anoh  oharoli  in  the 
applicant  or  appIicaQta,  or  in  luoh  pacMO  ar  p«r- 
■oni,  as  be  or  tbej  maj  direct." 
'Sov,  he  wished  to  prc^Be,  the  omission 
of  the  words  "if  he  died  since  the  year 
1600  ;"  for  he  could  notaee  why  such  a 
limitation  should  be  imposed,  or  why  a 
church  built  by  a  person  who  died  in 
1799  should  be  dealt  with  differently 
from  one  the  founder  of  which  surriyed 
a  year  or  two  louger.  He  thought, 
moreover,  that  the  BiS  contained  no  pro- 
Tioon  for  churches  in  course  of  repair  or 
Td-GonBtniction,  and  he  presumed  that, 
under  the  4th  sab- section,  the  Commis-. 
doners  could  dispose  of  them  as  they 
thought  fit. 

Amendment  movtd,  line  28,  to  leave 
out  {"if  he  died  since  the  year  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred."; — {Lard  J)utuant/.) 

Earl  GBAMTILLE  said,  a  limitation 
of  time  must  necessarily  be  somewhat 
arbitrary ;  but  he  thought  the  date  se- 
lected was  a  very  fair  arrangement,  and 
to  go  much  further  back  would  lead  to 
^at  difficulty  in  the  way  of  ascertain- 
mg  foots.  He  did  not  quite  understand 
the  noble  Lord'sobjection  to  the  4th  sub- 
section. 

LoED  DUNSAKT  esplained  that  he 
feared  the  Commissioners  would  be  un- 
able in  strict  law  to  treat  churches  un- 
deigoing  repair  or  re-construction  as 
churches  in  actual  use. 

Lord  CAIRNS  believed  that  in  the 
original  Bill  the  3rd  sub-section  vas 
limited  to  cases  where  persons  had  died 
within  twenty  years,  but  the  extension 
of  time  to  1 800  was  afterwards  conceded  ; 
and,  unless  his  noble  Friend  had  reason 
to  think  that  there  were  some  pnrticuiar 
churches  which  might  be  unfairly  dealt 
with,  he  thought  the  present  arrange- 
ment was  satisfactory. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  Com- 
nittee,  wi^tlrawn. 


Amendment  made,  line  38,  after 
("therewith")  insert  ("together  with 
any  land  occupied  with  such  school- 
hoose.") — {Lord  Cairn*.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Ths  IhjKE  or  B0M£B8£T  asked 
whether  a  provision  was  not  necessary 
for  applying  to  secular  purposes  conse- 
crated buildings  not  claimed  by  the 
Church  Body? 

Thz  LOED  CHAMCELLOE  said, 
there  was  no  difficulty  on  this  point; 
the  Bank  of  England  stood  on  the  site 
of  a  church,  and  a  great  many  churches 
had  been  pulled  down  for  the  construc- 
tion of  railways. 

The  Archbishop  of  CAKTEEBTJRT 
said,  that  in  those  cases  application  was 
made  to  the  Bishi^  for  his  consent  to 
the  removal  of  a  church. 

Exjti.  NELSON  said,  he  hoped  that, 

L  the  Report,  a  provision  would  be  in- 
serted in  this  clause  for  capitalizing  the 
first  fruits  and  deducting  them  from 
the  commutation,  to  which  the  clei^ 
e  said  to  be  favourable.  This  fund 
rht  be  applied  to  keeping  cathedrals 


the  Bill  waa  originally  drawn,  provision 
was  made  for  the  repair  of  cathedrals, 
and  the  churches  that  were  specified  in 
the  Bill,  But  that  provision  was  ^ree- 
able  to  neither  party  in  Ireland.  The 
Protestants  objected  to  it,  because  they 
said  these  edifices  might  be  r^arded  in 
some  manner  as  not  belonging  to  the 
Protestant  Church,  and  might  be  given 
hereafter  to  the  Homau  Catholics.  The 
Bomen  Catholics  objected,  because  they 
said  the  provision  was  a  relic  of  endow- 
ment. For  these  reasons  the  Govern- 
ment withdrew  the  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Enactments  with  respect 
to  burial-grounds). 

LoHD  CAIRNS  moved,  in  line  9,  after 
("thereto")  leave  out  ("but  not  sepa- 
rated therefrom  by  any  public  high- 
way"). The  clause  proposed  that  a 
burial-ground  annexed  or  adjacent  to  a 
church  should  continue  under  Church 
management,  subject  to  the  rights  of  all 
parties  ;  but  in  many  cflsps  a  church 
had  been  re-built  at  a  short  distance 
from  the  burial-ground,  and  separated, 
from  it  by  a  highway.  The  burial- 
.  ground  ought  surely  to  remain  with  the 
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Thb  Kawt.  of  KBOEELEY  eaid,  the 
Bill  proposed  that  a  burial-ground  sur- 
rounding a  church  should  be  vested  in 
the  Church  Body ;  but,  in  other  caseB,  it 
was  thought  better  for  the  general  inte- 
rests of  3ie  Irish  population  that  tho 
burial-ground  should  oe  separated  &om 
the  control  of  the  Church  Body,  and 
vested  in  the  Poor  Law  Guardians.  Au 
Act  was  passed  last  year,  of  which  he  took 
charge  in  this  House,  which  prevented 
clergymen  from  obstructing  the  inter- 
ment of  Soman  Cathohce  and  Dissen- 
ters; but,  although  this  was  necessaiy 
in  order  to  prevent  disturbances,  sucl 
legislation  was  of  an  exceptional  hind, 
and  it  wonld  be  better  to  place  burial- 
grounds  separated  {torn  churches  under 
a  distinct  authority. 

The  Mahquess  of  CLANKICAEDB 
doubted  whether  the  guardians  would 
possess  sufficient  powers.  Many  burial- 
grounds  were  fonnerly  attached  to  mo- 
nasteries and  convents,  and  had  never 
been  connected  with  churches ;  but 
though  the  interment  of  persons  of  all 
commimions  was  allowed,  disputes  often 
arose.  He  knew  a  case  where  a  gentle- 
man, having  one  of  these  burial-grounds 
on  his  property,  refused  access  to  it  for 
the  interment  of  the  member  of  a  fondly 
with  which  he  was  on  unfriendly  terms ; 
nor  was  this  a  solitary  occurrence. 
Would  the  guardians,  under  such  cir- 
oumstauccs,  have  power  to  enforce  ac- 
cess? 

Lobo  cairns  said,  his  objection  had 
not  been  met  by  the  reply  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Why  should  a  burial-ground, 
accidentally  separated  from  the  church 
by  a  public  highway,  be  handed  over  to 
guardians,  not  one  of  whom  might  be 
an  attendant  at  the  church  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  remarked,  that 
the  Board  of  Ouardians  represented 
rate-payers  of  all  denominations,  and 
that  all  had  the  right  of  interment.  The 
compromise  proposed  by  the  Bill  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  Church,  a  claim  hav- 
ing been  made  that  all  these  burial- 
grounds  witiiout  distinction  should  he 
handed  over  to  the  guardians.  It  was 
useless  to  make  Amendments,  to  be 
struck  out  in  the  other  House. 

The    Dtjke    op    MAELBOEOtJGH 

said,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 

accept   the   Amendment.     A    footpath 

often  crossed  a  burial-ground,  and  under 

Zord  Cairrut 


this  clause  that  part  which  lay  on  one 
aide  of  the  path  would  belong  to  the 
church,  and  the  other  part  to  the 
guardians. 

Eabl  DE  GEET  said,  he  thought  a 
sufKcient  concession  had  been  made  in 
allowing  burial-grounds  which  were  not 
Bq)arat«d  from  tiie  church  to  he  vested 
in  the  Church  Body. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  not  wishing  to 
divide  on  so  small  a  point,  and  hoping 
that  the  Government  would  re-consider 
the  question.  Although  the  concessioii 
had  not  been  made,  he  would  endeavour 
to  return  good  for  evil  by  pointing  out 
the  absence  of  a  nominative  in  line  18. 

The  verbal  defect  pointed  out  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Ixird  having  been 
supplied, 

LoRi.  DTJN8ANT  Bu^:gested  that 
something  might  be  done  in  the  case  of 
burial-groimds  situated  in  the  centre  of 
gentlemen's  parks,  so  as  to  avoid  annoy- 
ances which  might  arise  from  their  being: 

>sted  in  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEKLEY  said,  he 
would  consider,  before  the  Heport,  whe- 
ther any  provision  was  necessary  to 
meet  the  contingency. 

The  Bishop  op  PETERBOEOUGH 
said,  having  conferred  with  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville),  he  would  defer 
until  me  Report  two  Amendments,  one 
vesting  the  custody  of  interesting  ruins  in 
the  Board  of  Works,  instead  of  in  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians ;  and  the  other 
relating  to  buildings  licensed  for  Divine 
service  other  than  churches. 

Amendment  {by  leave  of  the  Gonunit- 
e)  withdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Enactments  with  respect  to 
ecclesiastical  residences). 

The  Ddke  of  CLEVELAND,  who  had 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  said, :  My 
Lords,  I  feel  it  necessary  to  make  a  short 
statement  m  limine  of  the  course  I  pro- 
pose to  take.  It  has  been  urged  upon 
me  by  one  or  two  noble  Lords  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  that,  though  I 
am  entitled  to  precedence,  yet,  the  prin- 
ciple of  my  Amendment  being  identical 
with  that  given  notice  of  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
I  should  waive  that  right  in  his  favour, 
so  far  as  regards  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment,  and  should  subsequently 
undertake  the  second  portion  of  it.    In 
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requesting  me  to  do  eo  they  acted,  I  pre- 
Bume,  on  the  princdple  "  Timm  jianaos  tt 
dona  farentet,  thinkmg  that  I  am  more 
connected  with  the  Liberal  side.  1  in- 
tend to  move  the  second  portion  aB  part 
and  parcel  of  the  whole  Amendment,  and 
I  regard  the  one  as  contingent  on  the 
other.  My  only  reaeon  for  leaving  the 
first  portion  of  it,  which  in  my  opinion 
is  entirely  founded  on  justice  and  ex- 
pediency, is,  that  it  will  be  more  elabo- 
rately developed  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  is  more  particularly  connected  with 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  I  wish 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  I  re- 
gard the  two  parts  as  a  continuous  whole, 
and  that  I  will  be  no  party  to  the  one 
unless  the  other  is  granted.  If  both  are 
adopted  they  are  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Sill ;  but  if  only  one  were 
adopted  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
that  principle,  and  I  am  convinced  that 
there  is  no  chance  of  the  acceptance  of 
the  first  portion  by  the  other  House,  un- 
less we  join  with  it  the  second  portion 
which  I  shall  subsequently  propose  to 
the  Committee. 

Eam,  stanhope  :  I  beg  also  to  be 
permitted  to  state  the  course  which  I 
shall  adopt  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  this  clause  which  stands  upon 
the  Paper  in  my  name.  My  sole  reason 
for  moving  in  this  matter  at  all  was  be- 
cause I,  and  some  Peers  with  whom  I 
have  the  honour  of  acting,  took  great  ex- 
ception to  the  form  of  words  placed  upon 
the  table  by  my  noble  Relative  tbe  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  0uke  of  Cleveland). 
We  felt  tkat  as  the  Amendment  stanoB 
first  in  his  name  and  in  the  terms  in 
which  it  was  expressed  ve  should  scarcely 
bo  able  to  support  it;  and  I,  therefore,  act- 
ing under  the  suggestion  of  my  Friends, 
placed  upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment, 
^ving  better  expression  to  our  particular 
views.  But  aa  I  now  find,  to  my  great 
satisfaction,  that  my  noble  Relative  does 
not  intend  to  proceed  with  the  first  part 
of  his  Amendment,  but  will  subBtantially . 
adopt  that  of  the  noble  MarquesB  near 
me  (the  Marquess  of  Saliabuiy),  I  shall 
withdraw  the  Amendment  which  I  have 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  and  shall  give  my 
cordial  support  to  my  noble  Relative. 

The  Mabqtjess  of  8AIJSBTTRT  then 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving  his 
Amendment,  the  effect  of  which  was  to 
give  the  glebe  houses  to  the  Church  free 
of  charge.  He  said :  My  Lords,  I  tho- 
nt^hly  appreciate  the  courtesy  of  the 


noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  in 

f'vtng  way  to  me  on  the  present  occasion . 
can  assure  you,  however,  that  I  was  not 
one  of  the  Peers  who  pressed  upon  him 
the  desirability  of  doing  so.  \A  laugh.'] 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  jud^g 
&om  hia  laughter,  seems  to  see  some- 
thing very  wicked  in  my  simple  state- 
ment ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that  all  I 
meant  to  convey  was  that  I  should  much 
rather  have  seen  this  Amendment  in  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Ihike,  who,  I  feel  sure, 
would  have  done  more  justice  to  it.  In 
the  few  words  which  the  noble  Duke 
saw  fit  to  address  to  your  Lordships,  he 
seemed  to  hint  at  some  development 
which  the  subject  was  to  receive  from 
my  treatment,  and  in  saying  that  he  may 
have  frightened  your  notions  with  the 
belief  that  I  was  about  to  inflict  upon 
you  an  elaborate  speech.  I  assure  your 
LordshipB  that  you  need  entertain  no  ap- 
prehensions on  that  score.  My  Amend- 
ment is  a  very  simple  one,  and  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  lay  before  you  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  rest  it  in  a  very  few  words. 
AJI  that  I  ask  of  you  is  to  give  to  the 
Church  Body  the  glebe  houses  at  present 
inhabited  by  the  clergymen  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  wiUiout  the  onerous 
conditions  which  have  been  imposed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Under  the 
BUI  these  glebe  houses  may  be  lUvided 
into  two  classes.  First  of  all  there  are 
those  which  have  no  building  charge, 
and,  secondly,  there  are  those  which 
have  a  building  chai^.  With  respect 
to  those  which  have  none  the  Bill  re- 
quires that  the  Church  Body  should  pay 
ten  years'  purchase  of  the  land  on  wMch 
these  glebe  houses  stand,  estimated  ac- 
cording to  the  value  of  the  land.  Now, 
tho  first  observation  which  I  have  to 
make  upon  that  provision  is  that  it  is 
extremely  and  even  dangerously  am- 
biguous. It  appears  to  me  to  bequeath 
to  the  future  Oburcb  Body  not  only  a 
heavy  charge  for  payment,  but  also  the 
prospect  of  heavy  litigation.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  questions  arising  out  of 
clauses  like  the  one  imder  discussion  are 
to  be  settled  by  arbitration  ;  but  I  have 
no  hesitation  m  saying  that  all  those 
who  have  had  experience  of  that  mode  of 
settling  disputes  will  agree  with  me  when 
I  say  that,  after  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
the  next  great  evil  which  can  befal  a  man 
is  to  get  into  an  arbitration.  To  my  mind 
the  chief  ambiguity  of  the  clause  rests 
upon  the  word  "land."     We  are  told  in 
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the  other  House  of  Farliament  that  the 
meaniag  of  that  is  building  land;  but 
it  ought  to  be  remembered  tliat  statutes 
are  not  interpreted  by  Parliamentary  de- 
bates, but  by  die  exact  meaning  of  the 
Tords  coutamed  in  them.  It  is  obvious 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  world  which 
ought  to  exclude  the  interpretation  of 
building  land  from  it.  Moreover,  it  is 
obvious  that  if  they  are  to  pay  ten  years' 
purchase  on  the  land  as  building  land, 
they  will  have  to  pay  a  great  deal  more 
for  the  value  of  the  glebe  house  than  if 
the  land  were  not  buUding  land.  Then, 
again,  further  ambiguities  may  arise  in 
connection  with  this  word  land  embraced 
in  the  clause.  If  the  Land  is  not  building 
land,  does  it  cover  coal  f  and  if  so,  are 
the  Commissioners  to  purchase  the  coal  ? 
What  are  we  toimderstand  by  ten  years' 
purchase  of  coal  ?  Again,  if  it  is  merely 
agricultural  land,  perplexities  wUl  arise. 
Some  land  of  this  description  pays  £6  an 
acre,  and  some  only  5«.  Which  of  these 
extremes  is  to  be  adopted  ?  Or  are  the 
purchasers  to  knock  down  the  buildings 
and  plough  up  the  laud  so  as  to  ascertam 
its  value?  Or  by  what  means  are  they 
to  ascertain  it  ?  The  clause  is,  I  main- 
tain, as  ambiguous  as  it  could  possibly 
be  made,  and  upon  that  ground  alone  it 
would  be  unworthy  of  your  Lordships' 
acceptance.  But  I  contend  that  on  tlie 
strictest  principles  of  the  Bill  itself  this 
land  could  only  be  charged  for  at  all 
upon  the  buyer's  price  of  more  waste 
land.  There  is  no  ground  for  charging 
it  with  any  other  value.  If  the  land 
in  its  immediate  neighbourhood  has  ac- 
quired any  greater  value,  it  has  acquired 
it  not  through  any  action  taken  by  the 
Stote,  but  through  the  industry  of  suc- 
cessive generations  of  clei^jmen.  No- 
thing, I  think,  could  be  harder  than  to 
say  that  a  thrifty  man  with  thrifty  pre- 
decessors shall  pay  a  penalty  for  that 
thrift.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about  im- 
provements and  the  necessity  of  com- 
pensating them  in  Ireland,  but  this  is 
the  first  proposal  we  have  beard  that 
those  who  nave  made  improvements 
shall  be  by  law  punished  for  those  im- 
provements. I  now  come  to  the  other 
and  much  larger  class  of  parsonage 
houses — namely,  those  iipon  which  a 
building  charge  remmns.  These,  I  fear, 
form  a  very  much  larger  class,  because 
I  think  we  were  told  in  "  another  place  " 
that  the  value  of  the  parsonage  houses 
was  £16,000  a  year,  whereas  the  debt 
Z^  Marsuea  of  Saiithury 


upon  them  was  £250,000.  Now,  if  the 
value  be  £18,000  a  year,  it  is  obvious, 
according  to  the  present  price  of  land 
and  building  land  m  Ireland,  that  it  will 
not  fkll  very  short  of  the  ultimate  value 
of  the  parsonage  houses.  Therefore  I 
think  the  parsonage  houses  come  within 
the  category  of  those  who  have  a  build- 
ing charge  upon  Uiem.  Well  these  re- 
present Uie  thrift  of  the  poor  deigy. 
Some  clergymen,  anxious  to  have  good 
parsonages  to  their  livings,  paid  during 
their  lifetime,  out  of  their  own  revenues, 
a  heavy  payment  in  order  to  insure  the 
building  of  good  houses ;  and  they  ob- 
tained Acts  of  Parliament  to  ohai^ 
their  succesaors  also.  That  is  what 
this  building  charge  represents  in  the 
Bill.  Well  these  subscriptions  of  the 
poor  clergymen  are  essentially  of  the 
nature  of  private  endowments,  and  you  ■ 
have  no  right  to  confiscate  them.  If  you 
do  you  confiscate  contributions  to  which 
you  have  no  right  whatever.  Certain 
men  have  subscribed  their  money  upon 
a  certain  understanding ;  you  malce  out 
the  contract  entirely  in  your  favour;  and 

Jou  confiscate  the  veir  property  which 
as  been  built  out  of  their  revenues.  I 
therefore  maintain  that,  proceeding  upon 
the  bare  principles  of  justice  contained 
within  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill,  yon 
ought  to  accept  my  Amendment.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  have  a  still  stronger  case  to 
make  out  in  mv  favour — ^I  have  the 
pledges  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
upon  the  subject,  confirmed  by  the  ver- 
diet  of  the  country.  We  have  often  had 
that  verdict  cited  to  us  for  our  guidance, 
and  I  myself  shall  now  take  the  liberty 
of  citing  it.  We  can  only  know  what 
Her  Majesty's  Glovernment  really  said  by 
knowing  what  was  the  question  proposed 
by  them,  and  we  can  only  know  the 
question  proposed  by  looking  at  the 
speeches  that  were  made.  When  I  talk 
of  speeches,  I,  of  course,  refer  to  those 
which  were  made  before  the  election  by 
those  who  are  now  among  the  most 
eminent  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  I  do 
not  care  for  the  speeches  which  wen 
made  after  the  election,  as  they  do  not 
bear  in  the  same  manner  upon  the  case ; 
although  I  may  say,  whilst  upon  this 
point,  that  the  ^eec^  which  the  Privy 
Seal  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  made  last 
night  was  one  that  he  would  not  have 
dared  to  make  before  the  last  election ; 
and  if  that  very  remarkable  change  of 
tone  in  the  language  of  the  noble  I>uke 
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(the  Duke  of  Argrll)  irhicli  we  were 
iritneaeeB  to  last  night  had  manifested 
itadf  before  the  veroiet  of  the  country, 
which  he  and  his  party  were  chaUenffing, 
had  been  giren  he  would  have  been 
restrained  by  hie  mors  prudent  fiiends. 
In  order  to  arrive  at  a  sound  conduaion 
on  this  point  we  muat  go  back  to  the 
promise  which  was  maSe  before  the 
verdict  was  given,  and  not  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  promise  given  when  the 
deeired  result  was  achieved.  The  other 
night  the  noble  Duke  was  pleased  to  get 
ont  of  a  dilemma,  cauBed  by  certain 
langof^  which  he  had  used,  by  saying 
that  we  had  attributed  a  great  deaJ  too 
moch  importance  to  his  words.  I  have 
no  intention  of  woondisg  the  bashiul- 
n«flB  of  tihe  noble  Duke  by  quoting  his 
words  again,  but  in  excusing  himself  as 
he  did  he  very  much  tina^Tated  the 
position  which  he  occupied  last  year,  and 
which  he  now  occupies.  The  noble 
Dnke  has  long  been  Imown  ae  one  of  the 
ablest  leaders  of  the  party  with  which 
he  acts ;  he  is  known  as  the  Mend  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister,  and  he  was 
toown  as  one  of  those  who  framed  the 
famous  Besolutions  upon  which  the 
verdict  of  the  country  was  to  be  taken. 
Cansequently  any  words  uttered  by  hJTn 
at  the  time  the  Eesolutions  were  being 
diseoBsed  must  be  taken  as  part  of  the 
issue  submitted  to  the  country  in  order 
to  obtain  its  verdict.  The  noble  Duke 
then  Eiaid^-' 

"  Under  tbe  (obeine  ■ketob«dbr  Hr.Oladiton*, 
tka  Cbnroh  ti  to  bs  left  in  poucMion  of  lb* 
ohuiwbea  awl  uraontgM,  and  of  wme  land  ad- 
jacaat."— [3  Hatuard,  cxciii.  ITl.] 
Such  was  the  language  made  use  of  by 
the  noble  Duke  previous  to  the  elections. 
But  I  ^lall  not  confine  myself  to  him, 
but  will  cite  also  the  instance  of  another 
Uember  of  the  present  Government.  I 
aappose  there  m  no  doubt  about  the 
position  occupied  by  Mr.  Bright  upon 
this  question  before  the  election.  And 
withuiat  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  with 
the  noble  Duke,  we  have  the  satisfaction 
of  dealing  with  a  man  who  does  not 
ordinarily  practice  unnecessary  reticence, 
and  therefore  we  need  have  no  dif&culty 
in  learning  really  what  he  meant.  On 
the  13th  of  March,  last  year,  Mr.  Bright 
awd — 

**  Nov,  if  I  van  atkei  to  gin  m;  adriee— and 
if  I  am  D0(  aaked  I  ihatl  giva  it — 1  ibould  pro- 
prae  that  nhcrs  thers  are  congregation!  in  Ireland 
—and  I  am  ipeaking  aoi,  of  courae,  of  the  pre- 
mt  Bttablinwd  Cbareh — «bo  would  ondertaice 
t«  Lstp  Id  repair  the  obarob  ia  whioh  tiuj  hara 


b«en  aofluitomed  to  vonhip,  and  tbo  paraonag* 
hoDK  in  which  their  mioiater  lirea.  Parliament 
•hould  leaTB  them  in  ths  poaseuion  of  their 
churcbei  and  their  parsonage  honua." — [3  Han- 
mad,  ein.  ie«9.3 

Now,  Mr.  Bright  made  that  promise  un- 
der tiie  impresaon  that  there  was  to  be 
a  demand  for  concurrent  endowment, 
and  that  what  was  to  be  given  to  the 
Church  should  also  be  given  to  others ; 
but,  deferring  the  full  consideration  of 
this  part  of  the  question  until  it  is  before 
the  Committee,  I  wish  to  show  now  that 
the  two  things  are  perfectly  independent, 
and  that  they  were  independent  in  the 
mind  of  Mr.  Bright,  for  he  went  on  to 
say— 

"  All  State  eonnsetion  wonld  be  entlrel;  abo- 
liabed.  Too  woald  then  hare  nil  aecla  on  an 
eqnalltr.  Hie  Pioleatanta  would  have  their 
ohnrebei  and  paraonage  bouiee,  ns  they  have 
now  ;  but  the  repatri  of  them  and  the  support  of 
their  mlniitere,  would  bo  prorided  ty  their  con- 
gregations, or  by  anch  an  orgnniiittion  aa  thej 
cbooaa  to  form.  The  Gatholica  would  provide,  u 
the;  have  hitherto  done  ao  meritorionalj,  and 
with  such  wonderful  aeaeroait;,  for  themselrea." 
— [JMi.] 

It  is  obvious  from  this  that  when  Mr. 
Bright  made  the  promise  I  have  referred 
to  with  respect  to  the  parsonage  houses, 
he  never  dreMnt  of  making  concessions 
\a  the  other  denominations.  I  do  not, 
of  course,  in  saying  this,  wish  to  be  un- 
derstood as  expressing  any  objection  to 
giving  compensation  to  the  whole  of  tho 
denominations.  Mr.  Bright  made  one 
other  observation,  not  bearing  strictly 
upon  the  parsonage  houses,  but  which 
bears  upon  all  the  Amendments  that 
have  been  submitted,  and  which  Z  would 
earnestly  press  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown.     He  said — 

"  If  thi*  qneition  ever  oomea  to  be  dealt  with  b; 
a  great  and  powerful  Miniater,  let  it  be  dealt  with 
in  agreat  and  gonerons  aplrit. — {^Ibid.  1662.] 

My  Lords,  I  cannot  explain  how  it  has 
come  to  pass  that  a  measure  conceived 
with  these  lofty  and  generous  impulseshaa 
sunk  down  into  a  measure  which  Shylock 
himself  might  envy.  I  am  utterly  un- 
able to  understand  it.  I  can  only  con- 
ceive that  some  such  process  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Government  with  respect 
to  the  Didi  Church,  as  was  adopted  b^ 
tho  Triumvirs  of  old  with  respect  to  their 
friends.  The  Triumvirs  found  them- 
selves quite  imable  to  agree  upon  any 
Ci  for  deaUng  with  their  friends,  but  at 
they  hit  upon  the  happy  expedient 
of  allowing  each  other  to  kill  as  many 
of  his  colleagues'  friends  as  he  liked. 
The  Ijish  Church,  I  presume,  has  been 
{^Committee — Clauit  27. 
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submitted  to  some  such  process.  Each 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  bae  been  allowed 
to  obliterate  from  the  Governmeiit  Bcbeme 
what  portion  he  pleaeed,  and  I  am 
that,  after  the  Bill  had  passed  roimd,  it 
muBt  have  been  the  moat  mercenary  and 
aTaricious  of  all  the  Miniatera — I  mil 
not  say  who  that  was — who  cut  off  theae 
glebe  honses  from  the  remnant  of  her 
posaeBBtona  left  to  the  Iriah  Church.  In  the 
same  debate  to  which  I  have  already  re- 
ferred, Mr.  Gladstone  himself  said — 

"  I  enlirely  agree  with  mj  hon.  Frisiid  tha 
Maniber  for  BirmiDgfaua  (Mr.  Bright)  in  vhat  I 
undsratood  to  be  the  purport  of  his  speech,  m 
to  the  mode  ofeffeottng  this  great  operation.  We 
niUBt,  in  m  J  opinioD,  reipect  orerj  vested  interest, 
eierj  proprietary  right,  every  legitimate  feeling, 
and,  in  ererj  case  of  doubt  Chat  arises,  we  mnit 
honestly  endeavour  to  strike  a  balance  in  favour 
ol  the  other  party  and  agaiost  ourselTss.  The 
operation  is  rude  enongh  alter  all :  the  mitigatioa 
which  we  can  impart  to  it  by  the  spirit  in  which 
wamayendeaioar  to  approach  it." — llbid.  1767.] 
I  will  not  detain  your  Lordshipa  longer. 
I  hare  only,  in  the  firat  place,  to  aak  the 
Government  to  consider  the  reason 
the  case ;  and,  secondly,  to  abide  by 
their  own  pledges.  I  have  only  to  say 
that  if  tbey  do  not  abide  by  those  pieces, 
given  before  the  verdict  of  this  country 
was  asked,  they  have  no  claim  to  coi 
to  this  Honae  and  ask  na  to  acquieace 
that  verdict. 

Amendment  moved,  line  83,  to  leave 
out  from  ("therein")  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. — {I^  Marqueu  of  SaHiiun/.) 

Eam,  GBANVIIiLE  :  The  noble 
MarquBBB  was  good  enough  to  interpret 
my  notice  of  his  opening  statement  as 
an  indication  that  I  aaw  something 
wicked  in  his  remark ;  I  am  sure  nothing 
of  the  sort  was  passing  in  my  mind,  but 
I  must  confess  to  the  impression  that 
some  arrangoment  had  been  made  which 
was  evidently  distasteful  to  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland),  and  with 
which  the  noblo  Marquess  was  evidently 
anxious  to  disclaim  having  had  anything 
to  do ;  and  I  think  it  juat  poasible  that 
some  active  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  may  have  undertahen  to  mani< 
pulate  the  Amendment  in  each  a  way  as 
to  secure  the  greatest  number  of  votes 
from  both  sides  of  the  House.  It  is  nn- 
necessary  for  me  to  go  into  the  question 
of  the  difficulty  of  valuitu;  the  land  so 
ingeniously  put  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
I  would  leave  it  to  the  common  sense  of 
your  Lordshipa  to  say  whether,  under 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill,  men  of  great 
eminence  in  different  ways  would  have  i 
ITu  Marqueu  of  SaHthury 


the  eJightest  difficulty  in  coming  to  a  &ir 
valuation  of  the  sites  of  these  parsonage 
houses.  Should  the  clause  as  it  stands 
in  the  Bill  be  passed,  I  shall  he  surprised 
if  even  a  single  case  for  arbitration  were 
to  arise  owing  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commisaionera  with  respect  to  the  value 
of  the  land.     The  noble  Marquess  has 


tion.  That  is,  however,  a  very  incorrect 
way  of  stating  the  case.  However  emi- 
nent particular  persons  may  be,  certainly 
no  declaration  of  theirs  as  individuals 
can  overrule  the  declaration  of  a  united 
Government  afterwards  constructed,  and 
of  which  they  happen  to  form  a  part ; 
and  the  noble  Marquess  evidently  un- 
derstands the  language  of  the  Govern- 
ment now — tlie  language,  for  instance, 
about  the  Bill  of  Fains  and  Penalties 
which  the  noble  Earl  near  me  (the  Earl 
of  Kimherley)  made  use  of  last  ni^t — 
as  applicable  to  the  whole  character  of  the 
measure,  whereas  it  was  only  in  answer 
to  one  particular  ai^inment  of  the  right 
rev.Prehit6(theBishopofPeterboron43i)- 
The  noble  Marquess  showed  the  incon- 
sistency of  bis  ai^^ument  by  reading  a 
passage  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone,  being 
m  Opposition  last  year,  before  the  ver- 
dict of  the  country  was  actually  passed, 
stated  that  it  must  necessarily  be  "  a 
rude  measure"  as  regards  the  Irish 
Church.  It  was  not  a  necessary  part 
of  the  disestablishment  and  diseni^w- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church  that  the  houses 
of  the  clergy  should  be  given  to  them 
for  nothing,  any  more  than  was  that 
plan  of  lib.  luall's  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  nearly 
persuaded  some  of  ^onr  LoriMupe  was 
identical  with  the  Bdl  before  us.  There 
certainly  was  a  hope  expressed  t^t 
these  houses  ehoula  be  given;  but 
that  hope  was  expressed  in  ignorance 
of  the  most  important  fact  that  since 
the  Union  £250,000  had  been  given 
to  the  Irish  Church  for  these  parson- 
age houses,  and  this  sum  was  made  up 
of  an  actual  grant,  and  £150,000  the 
remission  of  interest  on  loans.  The  plan 
of  the  Government  does  nothing  more. 
It  will  come  exactly  to  the  some  thing 
if  the  building  charges  with  respect  to 
these  houses  were  put  upon  the  clergy, 
instead  of  adopting  the  plan  now  pro- 
posed. I  do  believe  my  noble  Fnend 
will  gain  nothing  by  the  bargain,  putting 
entirely  aside   the   £250,000  that  inu 
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granted.  Z  think  tliat  thia  vast  Bum 
may  and  must  be  repaid ;  and  it  would 
have  been  a  dereliction  of  duty  if,  when 
the  Government  came  to  consider  what 
was  right,  and  to  apply  the  principle  of 
equity  with  regard  to  other  persons, 
they  had  entirely  ignored  what  they 
found  out  for  the  first  time,  and  had 
made  no  difference  whatever  in  conse- 
quence of  that  discovery.  I  believe  the 
arrangement,  as  proposed  in  the  Bill, 
will  prove  highly  advantageous  to  the 
dergy.  There  is  at  present  a  building 
cha^e  upon  the  houses  of  £130,000 
for  repairs,  but  the  clergy  will  be  al- 
bwed  to  have  them  for  the  mere  market 
value  of  the  land  on  which  they  stand. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  illustration  de- 
rived &om  Shakespeare  with  regard  to 
the  usurious  character  of  this  arrange- 
ment is  exceedingly  exaf^erated,  and 
not  &ir.  I  would  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  noble  Marquess  in  not 
making  a  long  speech  upon  this  occasion, 
for,  aa  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  I>uke  of  Qeveland)  is  to 
come  afterwards,  we  shall  all  of  us, 
doubtless,  have  an  opportuuity  of  mating 

rches  on  it.  I  would  only  declare  on 
part  of  the  Government  that  they 
cannot  assent  to  the  Amendment  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  proposed. 

Lio&D  GAXBKS :  I  am  anxious  to  offe] 
a  few  observations  upon  this  subject. 
and  lest  there  should  be  any  misconcep- 
tion based  upon  what  fell  fi^om  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland), 
I  desire  to  make  one  explanation. 
The  noble  Duke  said  he  was  anxious 
that  the  Amendment  moved  by  mynoble 
Priend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
dealing  with  the  glebe  housea  of  ^e 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  should 
come  first  in  point  of  order.  He  said  he 
was  prepared  to  consider  it,  and  be 
looked  upon  it  and  the  Amendment 
which  he  is  afterwards  to  propose,  going 
in  the  direction  of  what  is  termed  com- 
parative and  sometimes  indiscriminate 
endowment  as  part  of  one  whole,  and 
for  his  part  he  was  prepared  to  Bupi»rt 
the  present  Ameni£nent,  for  retaining 
the  houses  only  upon  the  terms  of  which 
he  has  given  notice  as  to  their  fiiture 
maintenance.  Lest  there  should  be  any 
misconception,  I  would  say  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  Bummrt  this  Amendment  on 
these  grounds.    I  desire  to  keep  the  two 

?iite  distinct.    I  shall  vote  for  this,  and 
think  I  can  sati^  your  Lordships  it  is 
thorougtkly  just,  even  if  the  other  were 


not  to  be  proposed.  When  the  proper 
time  arrives  I  shall  ask  permission  to 
offer  reasons  why  I  cannot  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke.  Lot 
me  state  to  your  Lordships  what  is  the 
present  question  before  us.  It  does  not 
deal  with  the  glebe  lands  of  a  parish,  it 
deals  simply  and  entirely  with  the 
houses  and  the  curtilages  attached  to 
them.  As  to  the  glebes,  the  provision 
of  this  Bill  is  that  if  the  fiiture  and  re- 
constmcted  Church  of  Ireland  wants 
glebes  of  &om  ten  to  thirty  acres  it  must 

Cy  for  them  at  the  market  price  of  the 
id.  It  is  important,  therefOTe,  that 
we  should  keep  in  view  this  distinction 
between  the  question  of  houses  and 
glebes.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  first 
question,  I  wish  to  dwect  your'  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  this  point.  What  are 
these  h6uses,  when  were  they  built, 
what  is  their  history  ?  It  happens  that 
we  have  precise  information  on  this 
point.  A  large  number,  by  iax  the  ma- 
jority, of  these  houses  have  been  built 
since  the  Union.  In  1800  there  were 
only  295  glebe  houses  in  Ireland,  and 
now  there  are  980.  We  find  that  since 
1833  enormous  sums  of  money,  which 
the  Ecclesiastical  CommiBsioners  have 
been  able  to  trace  die  greater  part  of, 
have  been  n)ent  upon  the  building  and 
repairing  of  these  houses  by  the  clergy- 
men out  of  their  incomes,  and  that  if 
they  have  borrowed  for  that  purpose 
&om  the  public  funds,  with  an  excep- 
tion, which  I  will  afterwards  mention, 
the  whole  has  been  repaid.  The  whole 
amount  so  spent  has  been  £1,200,000, 
and  that  is  quite  distinct  &om  the  grant 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  spoke 
of.  The  money  was  derived  in  the  fijst 
instance  &om  the  income  of  the  clergy- 
men, which  they  might  have  spent  other- 
wise, but  which,  they  chose  to  spend  in 
the  erection  and  repair  of  their  houses. 
And  now  let  me  say  one  word  about  the 
value  of  the  land.  The  noble  Marquess 
put  the  question  how  they  proposed  to 
estimate  tiie  value  of  the  mnd  on  which 
the  houses  stood.  I  listened  with  great 
anxiety  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
on  this  point,  in  order  to  know  how  the 
problem  was  to  be  solved.  But  did  the 
noble  Earl  give  us  any  -information  ? 
None  whatever.  He  swd  the  valuation 
was  BO  easy  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  how  it  was  to  be  done.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  venture  to  say  that  this 
problem  can  only  be  solved  in  one  of 
two  woys.  Either  the  land  on  which 
[^Commitlee — Clauu  37* ,  ^ 
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the  liouBS  is  built  must  be  valued  as  bo 
much  waste  or  barren  land,  utterly  un- 
productiTe—in  which  caee  it  ia  worth 
nothing — or  it  must  he  valued  as  part  of 
the  large  glebe  by  which  it  is  sorroimded 
— you  will  take  the  value  of  the  sur- 
rounding  glebe  as  your  estimate.  But 
what  is  that  surrounding  glebe  ?  It  is 
land  which  has  been  occupied  by  olergy- 
man  after  clergyman  &om  time  imme- 
morial ;  from  time  immemorial  it  has 
been  improved  by  deigyman  after  der- 
gjmaa  out  of  their  own  resonrcea,  and  ib 
consequence  of  the  value  they  have  thus 
imparted  to  it  yoa  will  charge  for  these 
one  or  two  acres  as  if  it  were  highly  im- 
proved agricultural  land.  Let  me  re- 
mind your  Lordships  of  what  a  high 
authority  in  Ireland  (Mr.  Bence  Jonee) 
has  told  us  of  a  case  within  his  own 
knowledge.    He  says — 

'*  Tan  jean  nga  >  lajnun  got  a  leate  for  eisr 
of  Bts  urea  of  bad  land  ft  7«.  p«r  Bore,  a»  a  gUbe 
for  bit  paruh.  £100  wu  bgrroired  on  the  tithsi 
of  tbe  psrUh.  The  lafmui  garo  £150,  and  the 
olBrg;maD  ipenC  £100.  Thai  >  small  hoou,  Ae., 
were  built.  B;  draining  and  manuring  tbia  land 
I*  HAW  *«  well  worth  31t.  per  aore  ai  it  was  7>. 
tn  rear*  ago." 

Thrai  what  you  must  do  by  the  Bill  is 
tiiis — yon  must  value  the  land  on  which 
the  house  stands,  and  which  is  oidy 
worth  7«.  an  acre,  and  you  will  value  it 
at  the  value  of  the  surrounding  land, 
which  is  worth  27«.  an  acre,  though 
all  the  improved  value  of  the  land  has 
been  imparted  to  it  by  the  labour  of 
the  cleivjinan  himself  ?  Now,  I  ask 
is  that  fair?  But  let  us  oome  to  the 
other  facts  in  the  Bill.  The  noble 
Earl  says  that  at  one  time  a  grant  was 
made  of  £150,000  for  the  purposes  of 
these  buildings ;  but  he  forgot  to  toll  as 
when  it  was  made.  That  grant  was  not 
a  grant  from  Parliament,  but,  as  I  un- 
derstand, it  was  a  grant  fr-om  the  Board 
of  First  Fruits ;  it  was  derived  from  re- 
venues which  had  oome  from  the  livings 
of  the  clergy,  and  the  whole  money  was 
expended  long  before  the  Church  Tem- 

Soralitiee  Act,  long  before  1833.  And 
oes  the  noble  Earl  mean  to  say  that  in 
the  glebe  houses  there  remains  any  por- 
tion of  diat  expenditure  which  ooourred 
many  years  before  1833  ?  It  ie  perfectly 
absmii  to  suppose  that  these  houses, 
which  are  now  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
Church  Body,  have  any  remnant  of  that 
expenditure  remaining  in  them.  I  want 
to  ask  your  Lordships  to  observe  what 
is  to  be  done  with  regard  to  Maynooth 
upon  this  subject.  Year  after  year 
Zvrd  Caimt 


grants  firom  the  public  treasury  were 
spent  upon  the  repairs  of  Maynooth — 
some  £30,000  to  £50,000 ;  and  has  it 
been  proposed,  in  consequence  of  that 
expenditure,  to  say  that  ifaynooth,  or 
any  part  of  it,  is  public  property,  and 
that  it  should  not  be  appropriated  by 
those  who  have  found  the  residue  of 
what  has  been  spent  upon  it  without 
their  paying  back  the  snms  which 
have  been  granted?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  What  difference  is  there  be- 
tween grants  made  to  Maynooth  and 
grants  made  to  the  Board  of  First 
Fruits  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  these 
houses  ?  There  is  a  building  charge 
upon  Maynooth,  a  charge  of  £20,000, 
and  of  this  the  Bill  proposes  that  Ifay- 
nooth should  be  entity  released.  What 
consistency  is  there  in  the  two  cases? 
The  noble  Earl  said  there  had  been  some 
breach  of  faith  by  Parliament  <m  this 
subject.  I  will  tell  yon  what  it  is ;  it  ij 
described  in  a  Beport  upon  Maynooth, 
to  be  found  in  the  library.  It  was  thus 
— There  was  a  sum  annually  granted  to 
Maynooth  for  repairs ;  the  Collie  used 
it,  not  for  repairs,  but  for  enlargement ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  that  misappFO- 
priation,  Parliament  unanimously  re- 
fosed  the  continuance  of  the  grant.  An 
ex^nditure  for  repaint  being  still  re- 
quired, a  sum  of  £20,000  was  lent  for 
tiiat  purpose  ;  and  from  the  payment  of 
that  sum  the  tmstees  are  to  be  entirely 
released.  Her  Majesty's  Qovemmeot 
fed  the  emborrasement  of  the  position 
they  are  placed  in,  because  th^  have 
acted  with  regard  to  these  houeee  iqKin 
no  principle  whatever.  If  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  maintain  this  pnv 
position  that  the  new  Irish  Church  snaQ 
have  no  portion  of  these  glebes  except 
by  becoming  purchasers  of  them,  X  neai 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  sum  to 
be  paid  for  the  glebe  houses  is  to  be  ten 
times  the  value  of  the  ground  they  stand 
upon.  I  can  understand  it  if  you  saj 
they  mnst  pay  the  market  value  of  th« 
houses;  but  1  cannot  understand  your 
saying  that  they  may  buy  them,  bat 
you  will  not  sell  them  at  what  they  are 
worth.  The  Qovemment  recoils  from 
the  application  of  the  prinoiple  they 
have  laid  down,  and  they  are  obliged 
to  confess  that  it  is  one  they  cannot  act 
upon,  and  therefore  they  have  produced  , 
this  arrangement,  which  is  a  middle 
course  between  what  is  right  and  what 
ie  wrong.  Now,  I  will  refer  to  the  other 
grant  made  for  the  building  of  honae* 
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to  Tvhicli  the  noble  Earl  referred.  There 
waa  a  loan  of  £120,000  made  by  Par- 
liament ;  but  the  char^  for  that  loan 
was  laid,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  upon 
the  profite  of  the  living — not  upon  the 
house  at  all,  but  upon  the  ti^oa  and 
the  glebe  lands,  and  the  other  profits  of 
the  living  of  which  the  Government  ia 
going  to  take  poseeBsion,  and  of  which 
the  Church  is  to  be  deprived.  It  is  the 
Govemment,  through  the  Conuoissiott- 
era,  who  will  be  the  proprietors  of  the 
property  on  which  the  charge  is  im- 
posed ;  and  the  Church  remains  pro- 
prietor of  that  part  of  the  property  on 
which  the  chai^  never  was  imposed. 
This  is  clear  from  the  first  section  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  What  it  says 
ie  that  the  auma  so  advanced  shall  be 
charges  or  incumbrances  on  the  eccle- 
siastical emoluments  and  profits  of  the 
aee,  benefice,  or  preferment  on  which  it 
ia  expended.  In  point  of  fact,  if  it  ever 
become  necessary  to  enforce  those  charges 
in  the  only  way  in  which  they  could  be 
enforced,  it  could  only  be  by  a  seques- 
tration of  the  profits  of  the  benefice,  but 
the  houses  on  which  tiie  money  wae  ex- 
pended were  never  made  subject  to  the 
charge.  But  the  noble  Earl  tdls  us  that 
when  Members  of  the  Government  made 
these  promises  last  year  they  did  not 
know  of  these  charges.  They  were  ig- 
norant of  these  charges.  "Why,  my  Lords, 
this  was  one  of  the  topics  of  conversa- 
tion— ^it  was  one  of  the  topics  of  the  de- 
bate on  the  Suspensory  Bill,  when  it  was 
pointed  out  what  the  effect  would  be 
upon  those  charges  if  the  clergymen 
then  ut  possession  should  die,  and  the 
amount  of  the  building  charge  then  due 
was  strongly  pressed  upon  your  Lord- 
ships' notice.  Ignorance  of  these  facts 
cannot  be  pleaded  except  through  total 
want  of  attention.  My  Lords,  I  have 
no  desire  to  add  to  the  quotations  which 
have  already  been  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquees  of  Sahabury)  with 
respect  to  these  promises,  but  there  is 
one  quotation  more  which  I  must  ash 
the  leave  of  the  Committee  to  read.  In 
the  debate  upon  the  Eesolutions  off  ast 
year  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Sright  ex- 
pressed in  the  dearest  way  their  opinions 
on  the  subject  of  the  parsonage  houses. 
When  Mr.  Gladstone  went  down  to  Lan- 
cashire I  find  the  statement  which  he 
made  to  the  oountiy,  and  on  which  he 
Baked  for  their  vertnct,  was  this — 


endnra,  if  thew  ehtgf  and  lut;  at»  diipoted  to 
cODlinua  the  Die  of  their  parionagei  and  churches 
for  publio  worship,  that  tbejr  ihould  be  tftken 
from  tbem." 

That  was  the  case  which  was  presented 
to  Lancashire,  and  what  wae  stated  to 
the  electors  of  Lancashire  at  the  last 
election  waa,  of  course,  read  throughout 
the  country.  Why,  my  Lords,  would 
the  Members  of  the  Government  have 
dared  to  go  to  the  country,  and  to  say — 
"We  intend  to  disestablish  and  disen- 
dow the  Irish  Church ;  we  intend  to  com- 
pensate  Maynooth  out  of  Ibe  proper^ 
of  the  Irish  Church;  we  intend  to  com- 
pensate the  recipients  of  the  £egium 
Donum;  we  intend  to  remit  the  build- 
ing charges  upon  Maynooth ;  we  intend 
to  leave  the  clergy  of  the  Establish- 
ment in  possession  of  their  churches, 
but  we  will  refuse  to  give  them  their 
parsonages  unless  they  pay  the  build- 
—  charees?"  In  the  eye  of  the  law, 
;ed  by  the  common  sense  of  the 
itry  and,  above  all,  by  the  ecclesias- 
tical law,  the  churches  and  the  parson- 
ic houses  are  one  and  the  same  thing. 
You  admit  that  you  cannot  take  the 
churches;  you  ought,  consequently,  to 
leave  the  parsonage  houses  m  the  pos- 
session of  those  to  whom  you  hand  over 
the  churches.  I  cannot  help  reminding 
your  Lordships  that  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  even  among  the  suppor- 
ters of  the  Govemment,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion  upon  this 
point,  and  that  the  strongest  remon- 
strances were  made  ^m  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House  against  the  proposal 
'  the  Govemment,  though  these  remon- 
strances were,  no  doubt,  stifled  when  Uie 
time  for  voting  arrived. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I 
would  remind  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  that  the  probable 
way  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the 
glebe  and  land  would  be  to  ascertain  the 
value  of  the  land  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  make  that  the  basis  of  &&  estimate. 
But,  it  should  also  be  remembered  that 
we  have  a  trustworthy  guide  in  the 
existing  valuations,  and  it  is  remarkable 
at  bow  little  these  glebes  are  estimated. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said  that 
£1,200,000  had  been  expended  upon 
>  glebe  bouses ;  but  tne  Poor  Law 
valuation  in  Ireland  estimates  these 
glebe  houses  at  the  yearly  value  of  not 
more  than  £18,000  a  year.  That  valua- 
tion has  been  in  force  for  some  time,  and 
is  not  likely  to  be  considerably  altered 
ICommiltie — ClauM27i  , 
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by  tlie  paasing  of  this  Bill.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  objects  to  the  propoeal 
of  the  Government,  on  the  ground  that 
we  do  not  treat  Maynooth  on  the  same 
footing.  I  wonld,  howeTer,  remind  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that  there  is 
another  point  which  the  Bill  does  not 
touch.  Maynooth  is  an  educational 
eBtabhshment  for  the  training  of  Eoman 
Catholics ;  the  educational  eetabliehment 


mind  that  tjiis  Bill  does  not  touch  Tri- 
nity Collie  in  any  way.  I  do  not  wish 
to  push  this  argument  too  far ;  but  if 
Maynooth  is  to  be  included  in  this  ques- 
tion, it  will  be  well  to  remember  the 
position  of  Trinity  College.  Now,  the 
building  charade  ia,  no  doubt,  a  chai^ 
upon  the  who^  of  tiie  benefice ;  but  it  is 
a  charge  created  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing buildings ;  and  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  propoBes  that  the 
Church  should  take  the  houses  and  the 
Government  the  building  charge,  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  he  proposes  to 


divide  uie  oyster  by  givine  us  the  shell. 
The  noble  and  learned  Xord'e  ail- 
ments, however,  I  must  say,  are  not  cal- 
culated to  offer  much  encouragement  to 
the  Government  to  exercise  leniency,  for 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  instanced 
the  leniency  of  the  Government  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
which  he  advocates.  It  is  a  lact  that 
the  Government  have  gone  in  this  matter 
even  beyond  what  they  thought  was 
strictly  fair.  The  building  charge  will 
be  t^en  entirely  by  the  Government; 
but,  upon  the  other  hand,  the  Church 
will  be  enabled  to  purchase  the  glebe 
houses,  and  to  take  as  the  terms  for  the 
purchase  the  smaller  of  the  two  charges 
—  that  is  to  say,  when  the  building 
charge  amounts  to  less  than  the  value  of 
the  land  they  may  take  the  building 
chai^,  or  vice  vtrtd.  The  consequence 
is,  that  there  is  considerable  alleviation 
in  the  planproposed  by  the  Government, 
though  I  fear  I  shall  be  unable  to  con- 
vince the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that 
these  houses  ought  not  Xa  be  given  to  the 
Church  without  any  payment  whatever- 
Eahl  RUSSELL :  It  appears  to  me 
that  throughout  this  BiU  we  ought  to 
keep  in  mind  the  distinction  which  was 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  on  the 
second  reading  between  justice  and  po- 
licy. I  tliink  it  very  evident  that  if  we 
are  to  disestabhah  and  disendow  the 
The  Earl  of  Kimberlei/ 


Established  Church,  certain  thin^  will 
require  to  be  done  beyond  bare  justioe. 
I  think  it  unfortunate  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  confounded  these  two  ques- 
tions in  several  provisions  of  this  Bill — 
and  in  none  more  than  ia  the  present 
clause.  Strict  justice  only  requires  that 
we  should  pay  to  clergymen  their  life 
interests.  Any  improvements  they  may 
have  made  in  the  lands  they  have  pos- 
sessed they  will  not  be  entitled  to  retain. 
All  they  can  claim  on  the  ground  of  bare 
justice  is  the  value  of  their  life  interests. 
In  considering  what  these  glebe  lands 
are  worth,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that 
land  is  of  different  value  in  different 
parts  of  the  countiy.  In  some  of  the 
remoter  parts  it  is  of  very  Httle  value 
indeed ;  but  if  it  happens  to  be  near  a 
town,  and  can  be  used  for  market  ^r- 
.  it  is  worth  £3  or  £4  an  acre.  But 
if  the  question  of  justice  be  satisfied,  I 
come  to  the  other  question — that  of  po- 
licy. There  does  arise,  in  this  case,  the 
question,  whether  it  is  right,  whether  it 
is  politic,  whether  it  is  advisable,  with  a 
view  to  the  future  welfare  of  Ireland, 
that  you  should  give  these  glebes  and 
glebe  lands  to  the  Church  which  you  are 
about  to  disestablish.  It  can  make  no 
great  difference  to  the  existing  dei^ 
whether  these  houses  and  lands  should 
belong  to  the  Church  Body  in  100  years 
to  come.  Even  if  the  Church  were  to 
remain  untouched  by  any  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment,  the  matt«r 
could  make  no  great  difference  to  them. 
But  I  contend  that  it  ia  a  great  public 
question  whether,  in  disestablishing  this 
Church,  which  has  been  in  connection 
with  the  State  for  eo  many  hundred 
years,  you  should  allow  those  residences, 
with  B  small  portion  of  land  attached  to 
them,  to  remain  with  the  Church  for 
tho  use  of  the  future  clei^.  The  clei|7 
of  the  Established  Churdi  in  Ireland 
keep  up  pure  religions  teaching  in  that 
country,  and  they  ore  a  body  of  men 
whom  everyone  respects.  I  say,  thou,  we 
ought  to  consider  whether  it  is  desirable 
or  not  as  a  matter  of  pubhc  policy  that 
those  residences  should  be  ke^it  up.  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  hedtation  u  answer- 
ing that  question.  I  see  that,  looking 
on  the  matter  as  one  of  State  policy,  it 
is  desirable  that  they  should  be\ept  up, 
and  therefore  I  do  not  think  the  Go- 
vernment have  done  very  well  in  putting 
into  this  Bill  provisions  which  would 
compel   the  Church  Body  to  pay  tw 
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years'  value  for  these  f^ebe  lands,  oal- 
colating  tlie  value  on  their  use  for  build- 
I'ng  puiposee.  The  Govenuuent  say  it 
is  just  tnat  certain  chafes  ou  the  glebes 
should  be  paid  off  ^  but  as  you  are  about 
to  destrt^  this  Church  as  an  Established 
Church,  I  say — "  Don't  re<iuire  the  pay- 
mentofthesepaltrychai^ea.  Youshould 
look  to  the  future  of  this  Church,  and  in 
dealing  with  so  neat  a  question,  you 
ought  not  to  naggle  about  those 
chaises."  Then  there  is  the  question  of 
Maynooth.  That  College  is  in  a  similar 
condition  as  regards  building  chaiges. 
Tou  say  that  bare  justice  requires  a 
compensation  of  fourteen  years  for  the 
interestB  of  the  Professors  and  students 
noTV  receiving  their  education  at  May- 
nooth. Everyone  sees  that  the  fourteen 
years'  compensation  you  are  about  to 
give  Maynooth  wUl  enable  the  manager 
of  that  institution  to  keep  up  a  College 
for  the  education  of  Koman  Catholic 
clergy  in  ^ture  times.  I  agree  with  the 
Government  in  the  principle  adopted  in 
respect  of  Maynooth,  though  I  may  have 
some  doubts  as  to  the  data  on  trhich  the 
fourteen  years'  compensation  for  Profes- 
sors and  students  has  been  arriTed  at. 
The  compensation  to  the  Professors  and 
students  and  that  to  the  Presbyterian 
Ministers  who  reoeive  the  JUgtum  Ihnum 
may  be  put  in  the  same  clauses,  but  the 
two  things  have  no  connection.  I  do  not 
object  to  justice  being  done  to  the  Pro- 
fessors and  students  of  Maynooth  ;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very  just  process 
to  cut  off  three  or  four  years  from  the 
vested  interests  of  the  Presbyterian  Mi- 
nisters who  receive  the  JUgium  Bonum 
and  give  them  to  Maynooth.  I  will  not 
now  enter  upon  the  question  to  be  raised 
presently  by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Cleveland),  in  respect  of  what  may 
be  done  for  the  clergy  of  other  creeds ; 
but,  looking  on  the  question  now  before 
ns,  as  a  la^e  question  of  public  policy, 
I  am  entire^  &vourable  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Salisbury),  and  I  shall  give  my 
vote  for  it. 

Thb  Dukb  op  AEGTLL  :  My  n 
Friend  who  has  jnst  sat  down  puts  the 
deokand  he  makes  for  the  Irish  Church 
on  the  fairest  ground.  He  puts  it  on 
the  ground  of  policy,  and  not  on  that  of 
justice.  My  noble  Friend  is  quite  con- 
mstent  in  making  this  demand,  because 
ho  advocates  concurrent  or  indiscrimi- 
nate endowment,  and  would  do  for  other 


creeds  what  he  propoaes  to  do  for  the 
members  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  shall 
not  enter  into  the  wider  question  now ; 
but  I  am  anxious  to  say  a  word  or  two 
with  respect  to  the  other  and  different 
ground  on  which  this  Reposition  is  sup- 
ported by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  below  the  Gangway. 
I  admitted  the  other  day,  and  I  admit 
again  now,  that  there  is  a  discrepancy — 
an  apparent  discrepancy,  at  least — ^be- 
tween a  statement  which  I  made  last 
year  and  which,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
correctly  observed,  was  a  mere  re-eoho 
of  words  used  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
"another  place'' — that  there  is  a  cer- 
tain discrepuicy  between  that  statement 
and  the  Bill  as  now  drawn ;  but  I  deny 
that  this  clause  can  be  put  forward  as 
evidence  of  a  promise  unredeemed.  If 
the  noble  Marquess  had  read  through 
the  speech  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  be  would  find  that  not  in  one 
passage  only,  but  in  two  or  three  pas- 
sages, Mr.  Gladstone  carefiilly  guarded 
himself  against  any  definite  promise. 
My  right  non.  Friend  in  that  speech 
distinctly  stated  that  he  was  not  in  a  po- 
sition to  make  any  definite  statement. 
I  will  now  read  to  the  House  a  passage 
in  Mr.  Gladstone's  speech,  immediatuy 
following  the  passage  to  which  reference 
has-been  made.    He  said — 

"  Tbii  ii  but  an  imptrfeot  iCatanunt,  it  hu  no 
prelflOMan  irbstsver  to  be  k  dsBnitd  itatfliaeiit." 

A  little  farther  on  Mr.  Gladstone  says — 
"  I  do  DOt^think  it  would  become  me,  eitlier  at 
ths  present  moment  or  *X  tnj  lobuquent  itage  of 
the  debate  whioh  maf  or  VMj  not  follow,  to  miJie 
mfielf  reiponiible,  in  all  iti  important  and  com- 
plex delaila,  for  a,  plan  whioh  ^11  have  Ibr  iu 
aim  to  give  eflbot  to  mj  purpow.  It  would  ihow, 
I  think,  entire  forgotmlneBa  both  of  the  limtti 
of  mr  duty  and  of  tha  rasouroe*  whioh  I  bare 
at  mf  oommand  .  .  .  were  I  to  Dndertaks  re- 
ipoceibilitj  for  the  detaili  of  anoh  a  plao," — 
[3  Haiuard,  oiei.  171.] 

I  tliinV  those  extracts  entirely  destroy 
the  claim  which  the  noble  Marquess 
made,  founded  on  the  words  of  Mr. 
Gladstone.  Again,  in  reference  to  what 
has  been  saioby my  noble  Friend  be- 
hind me  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley),  I 
must  reiterate  emphatically  that  at  the 
time  those  statements  were  made,  as 
far  as  I  know,  the  building  charges 
were  not  before  Mr,  Gladstone.  I  be- 
lieve they  were  not  in  his  mind,  and 
certainly  I  knew  nothing  about  them, 
"W^t  are  the  facts  of  those  building 
charges?  I  shall  not  go  into  minute 
[Contn*««~C?«M#  27. 
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q'aeBi30]i&  as  to  tlie  origin,  of  tliem ;  but, 
-with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Caims),  I  admit  that  in  the 
main  the  advancee  came  from  the  clergy, 
and  that  the  debt  is  one  due  to  them. 
But  in  destroying  the  tithea  we  take  the 
debt  on  ourselrea,  and  with  it  we  pro- 
pose to  take  the  buildings  on  which  it  is 
charged.  The  State  will  thus  become 
posB^aed  of  the  residences  of  the  clergy. 
And  what  is  the  course  we  propose? 
We  propose  to  give  those  reaidGnees 
back  to  the  laity  of  the  Church,  for  the 
benefit  of  their  future  ministers,  at  a 
sum  veiymuch  below  what  is  chained 
on  them  as  encumbrances.  Is  this  very 
hard  or  very  cruel  dealing  with  the 
Church?  Is  this  not  something  veiy 
nearly  approaching  to  the  sketch  origi- 
nallv  laid  down  by  Kr.  Gladstone  ?  If 
the  laity  wished  to  acquire  these  build- 
ings now,  they  could  not  do  so  without 
paying  eveiT  shilling  of  the  charges  on 
them.  WeU,  we  give  them  back  to  the 
laity  of  &e  Church  for  a  sum  very  much 
below  the  sum  chai^d  on  them,  and 
the  truth  is  that  the  accusation  brought 
against  us  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Caims)  is  that 
we  are  departing  from  onr  principle  of 
strict  logical  jostice  in  giving  more  than 
in  strict  equity  can  be  demanded.  Well, 
that  at  least  destroys  the  force  of  the 
counter  accusation  that  we  are  dealing 
with  the  Church  in  tiie  spirit  of  Shylock. 
I,  for  one,  say  that  we  are  acting  in  a 
handsome  and  liberal  spirit  with  regard 
to  those  glebes.  My  noble  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Earl  BusseU)  asks  us 
not  to  ha^le  about  mere  sums  of  money. 
Now,  that  language  is  perfectly  coosistent 
in  the  mouth  of  my  noble  Friend,  because 
he  does  not  care  how  many  millions  we 
give  to  the  Established  Church  provided 
we  give  as  much  more  to  the  other 
Churches  in  Ireland.  But  I  would  warn 
your  Lordships  and  the  House,  especially 
after  what  has  occurred  this  evening, 
that  we  are  running  up  very  close  to  the 
question  of  concurrent  endowniont.  What 
have  we  heard  from  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  ? 
He,  by  agreement  with  noble  Lords  op- 
posite, consents  to  divide  bis  Amend- 
ment into  two  divisions;  but  I  would 
warn  him  that  while  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site may  support  him  in  giving  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  the  Estabmhed  Church, 
he  will  not  get  their  support  in  giving 
one  farthing  of  compensation  to  other 
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Churches  in  Ireland.  This  ought  to  in- 
dicate to  noble  Lords  opposite  some  of 
the  difficulties  withwhichHer  M^esty's 
Government  have  to  deal,  and  they 
ought  in  candour  and  frankness  to  ac- 
knowledge that  in  what  we  have  done 
we  have  acted  in  no  grudging  or  nig- 

fardly  spirit  towards  the  Irish  Church. 
wish  now  to  say  one  word  with  refe- 
e  to  the  most  unjust  accusation  which 
my  noble  Friend  the  noblo  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  has  brought 
against  the  Members  of  the  Government 
the  ground  of  their  alleged  change 
tone  between  this  Session  and  the 
past.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  last  night,  when 
pressed  by  Amendments  and  argumenbi 
which  it  appeared  to  us  involved  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill,  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  aiid  myself 
might  have  expressed  ourselves  with 
something  more  of  energy  than  the  par- 
ticnlar  point  in  debate  at  the  time  de- 
manded. But  we  were,  I  maintain, 
right  in  thinking  that  the  whole  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill  was  involved  in  those  ar- 
guments and  Amendments ;  and  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  there  is  no  justification 
for  the  statement  that  my  noble  Friend 
and  myself  in  what  we  said  last  night, 
to  the  efiect  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is,  in  the  main,  to  give  life  interests 
and  nothing  more,  were  departing  frvm 
the  language  used  by  Members  of  the 
present  Gtovemment  last  Session.  The 
noble  Marquess  referred  to  the  Resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  was  that  Besolution?  I  heg  to 
remind  the  noble  Lord  that  in  it  the 
principle  that  the  compensation  to  the 
Church  should  be  limited  to  life  interests 
was  strictly  defined.  The  Besolution 
has  been  read  before  in  the  course  of 
the  debates  on  the  Bill,  but  I  will  read 
it  again.    It  is  as  follows : — 

"  That  in  the  ofuniOD  of  tliia  House  it  ii  necM- 
lary  ibat  the  Eitablisbed  Cbnrch  of  Ireland 
iboald  oeue  to  exist  as  an  Eilabliihmeat,  dna 
regftrd  being  hud  to  all  permual  intensta  and  t» 
all  indliiduat  rights  of  property." 
These  words  indicate,  as  clearly  and 
distinctly  as  the  EngUsh  langnage  can 
define,  that  ia  the  view  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
and  his  Friends  compensation  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church  should  be  based  solely 
on  the  personal  interests  of  the  members 
of  that  Church.  This  was  the  principle 
which  we  maintained  in  our  speeches 
last  night ;  and  as  to  the  dedamtion  of 
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my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Prwy  Seal 
that  thi"  waa  a  measure  of  Paina  and 
Fenaltiea  against  the  Iriali  Ghurcli,  I 
Tonld  only  obaerre  that  that  can  be  re- 
garded aa  nothing  else  than  a  true  de- 
acripticm.  of  it,  seeing  that  the  diBea- 
tabtiahment  and  disendovment  of  the 
Church  is  the  rery  ptmcdple  on  which  it 
is  baaed.  Onr  pomfaon  is— and  the  state- 
ment has  been  over  and  over  again  re- 
peated in  thia  Honae — ^tlutt  the  exoep- 
tional  privileges  which  that  Church  has 
enjoyed  for  upwards  of  300  yeare — en- 
joyed as  they  were  by  a  small  minority 
of  the  Lish  people,  oonstituted  a  great 
injustice,  and  were  inconsiBtent  with 
the  good  gOTemment  of  that  country. 
That  was  our  position,  but  we  never  de- 
nied, and  we  do  not  deny,  that  in  pro- 
posing thi"  Bill  we  are  giving  offence  to 
the  feelings  of  many  persona  interested 
in  the  Church  and  its  memories,  and  we 
never  concealed  from  ourselves — to  use 
the  language  of  Sir.  Gladstone,  not  in 
the  present  but  laat  Session — that  this  is 
at  beet  but  a  "rude  operation."  That 
was  the  language  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
quoted  by  the  noble  Marqueaa  himself, 
and  yet  in  the  &oe  of  that  quotation  he 
has  the  courage  to  tell  us  that  we  hold 
different  language  now  hoot,  that  which 
we  held  last  year. 

F.ABT.  8TA!NH0PE  wished  to  know 
what  right  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  had  to  assume  that  he  was  un- 
willing to  make  concessions  in  the  way 
of  ooi^pensation  to  any  but  the  Protes- 
tant Qkuroh  in  Ireltmd?  He  stated 
the  very  contrary  in  the  Amendment 
which  stood  on  Uie  Paper  in  his  name, 
and  which  had  for  its  aim  to  provide 
glebes  also   for   the  Bmnan    Catholic 

f  nests  and  the  Presbyterian  ministers, 
t  was,  he  thongbt,  not  too  much  to 
expect  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  read  through  the  Amendments 
before  he  proceed^  to  make  comments 
upon  them. 

Thb  Duke  op  AEGTLL  :  I  beg  the 
noble  Eari'a  pardon.  I  do  not  knov  to 
which  he  is  referring.  I  spoke  of  noble 
Lords  opposite  generally;  but  I  may 
add  that  I  underwood  the  noble  Earl  to 
say  to-night  that  he  would  vote  with 
the  noble  Duke  on  the  first  but  not  on 
&e  second  part  of  his  Amendment. 

Thb  MAWiJEsa  OF  CLANRICAEDE 
said,  that  the  question  immediately  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  was  quite 
difletent  &om  that  of  concurrent  endow- 


ment. Mr.  Gladstone  might,  perhaps, 
have  made  no  distinct  promise  last  Ses- 
sion as  to  the  exact  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  he  meant  to  lay  before  Far- 
hament;  but  then  he  maintained  that 
the  recent  elections  were  influenced  by 
the  assurances  which  had  been  gives 
that  the  Lrish  Church  would  be  dealt 
with  in  a  generoos  spirit,  and  the  ex- 
pectations which  had  been  held  out  that 
the  glebes  and  parsonages  would  be 
handed  over  to  the  ministers  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion.  He  altogether  objected 
to  the  use  of  the  words  metcy  and 
lenient^  in  the  matter,  and  there  was 
very  little  of  either,  he  thought,  in  Uie 
propoaal  to  take  away  the  glebes  from 
the  Church. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause  t 
— Their  Lordships  divided: — Cont«nta 
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Nortbiriok,  L. 
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Penrhfu,  L. 

Poltimore,  L. 

Fortmao,  L. 

RagUn,  L. 
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Clonbroek,  L. 
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Colonnr,  L. 
Colvills  of  Cnlron,  L. 

Congleton,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 


Redesdalo,  L. 

Riven,  L. 

Rau,  L.  {£.  QliugiM.) 

Bo«ie,L.(L.£in»nrd,) 

Saltenford,L.(£.CE>lir> 

SaltcQD,  L. 
Seymour,   L.    {E.  St. 

Mimr.) 
Sbeneld,I,.(£.5h^«U.) 
SUobeiter,  L.(£.Mty- 

fard.) 
SJDolur.  L. 
Bkelmaradala,  L. 
Somerbill,  L.  (Jf.ClM- 
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,, SouthaJnpton,  L. 

GrlDiteBd,  L.  {£.£nnw-    Stanlaj  of  Alderle;,  L. 


Denmau,  L. 

Be  Boa,  L. 

Da  Saunurei,  L. 

DiRbj.  L. 

Dunbofna,  L. 

Dunmore,  L.  {E.  Dim- 

Dunaandla    and    Clan- 

oonal,  L. 
DuDHUlf ,  L. 
Egerton,  L. 
Elphinatone,  L. 
Filiwalter,  L. 
Foxfbrd,  L.  (£.  lane- 

riei.) 
Qorniui«ton,L.{F.Oor- 


Grantler,  L. 


Strathapev,  L.(8.Sm- 

jfoM.) 
Sudaley,  L. 
Talbot  da  HaUhide,  U 
Taunton,  L. 
TemplenHHV,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 
VcmoD,  L. 
Vixi.        - 


HalhertoD,  L. 
Headlejt,  L. 
BejMburf ,  L. 
HongbtoD,  L. 
HjrltoD,  L. 

KeatoTon,  L. 
K  ilmaiue,  L. 

Lanrenoe,  L.  .  .  ... 

Leeonflcld.  L.  Walaingbam,  L. 

Li*nior«,L.(  r.£((mi»«.)  '^emju.hXE.Wmn}-^ 

LoTel  and  Holland,  L.  Weetbnrr,  L. 

(B.  EgtamL)  WbarnoliSa,  L. 

LTllelton,  L.  Willougbb;  d«  Broke,  U 

Sttohtd  in  the  Negative. 

Clauee,  ae  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauee  28  (Power  to  convey  additioDol 
land  to  church  body). 

Lord  DUNSANY  mmtd,  in  line  21 
to  leave  out  ("eiceedbg,")  and  in- 
sert ("leea  than,"}  the  object  being  to 
substitute  a  TniniTnnm  for  a  maximum  of 
thirty  acres  in  the  case  of  a  see  house. 
He  hoped  that  no  objection  would  ho 
taken  to  that  proposal,  which  did  not 
trench  in  any  way  on  tha  principle  of 
the  Sill. 
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Eahl  QEANVILLE  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  which  would 
change  Uie  character  of  the  clauBS.  There 
was  a  proviso  euabling  the  Commis- 
sionere  to  increase  the  quantity  of  land 
if  they  thought  it  necessary  for  the  con- 
venient enjoyment  of  the  house. 

Thk  T^»T*t.  OF  CLAMCAETY  said, 
he  thought  that  the  limitation  mi^ht  be 
diflpensed  with,  and  the  ComnuesionerB 
allowed  to  exercise  their  discretion  as  to 
what  the  quantity  of  land  should  be. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  toithdraien. 

Eahl  GBANVILLE  said,  that  before 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland) 
brought  forward  his  Amendment,  the 
Uke  House  ought  to  know  exactly  ar- 
rangement whjch  had  been  come  to 
respecting  it.  Last  week  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  noble  Duke  was  to  move 
certain  Amendments  to  the  27th  clause, 
but  no  Amendment  stood  in  his  name 
at  the  present  time.  Of  coarse,  the 
noble  Duke  would  be  at  liberty  to  more 
his  Amendments  at  any  stage  of  the 
Bill;  but  it  would  tend  to  the.  con- 
venience of  their  Lordships  generally  if 
they  were  informed  of  the  nature  of  the 
arrangement  which  had  been  made. 

Lord  CAIRNS  said,  that  whichever 
of  the  Amendments  of  which  notice  had 
heen  given  should  be  moved,  it  would 
have  to  be  oonmdered  as  an  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  surplus,  and  he  could 
not  he^  thinking,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  more  convement  to  postpone  it  until 
tiie  clauses  which  related  to  the  surplus 
were  reached. 

E&iu,  QKEY  said,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Duke  would  proceed  with  his  Amend- 
ment at  once. 

LoKD  TAUNTON  trusted  the  noble 
Duke  would  not  allow  his  good  nature 
to  be  practised  upon,  as  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Caims)  was  not  made  with  a  view 
to  facilitate  ihe  passing  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  MA£tnTEBs  of  CLANBICAia>E 
observed  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Duke  was  in  spirit  precisely 
similar  to  his  own,  and  that  the  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  respect- 
ing the  same  point  were  also  somewhat 
aiiiriilnr  in  their  object.  This  being  so, 
he  thought  it  would  have  been  mudi 
better  for  noble  Lords  who  intended  to 
move  those  Amendments  to  hare  con- 
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ferred  together  beforehand,  with  the 
object  of  deciding  which  of  the  pro- 
positions should  he  brought  forward. 
He  himself  thought  that  the  noble 
Dukes's  Amendment  would  fully  realize 
what  was  desired. 

Thb  TIart.  of  MALMESBUEY  said, 
he  ^mpathized  with  the  nohle  Duke'a 
opimons  on  the  subject  of  concurrent 
endowment,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
should  regret  the  noble  Duke's  reliisal 
to  agree  to  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
and  learned  !Fnena.  Indeed,  if  the 
noble  Duke  should  not  assent  to  the 
proposal,  he  should  be  most  decidedly 
prevented  &om  voliz^  with  bim  on  the 
present  occasion.  3£e  proper  time  for 
discussing  the  Amendment  would  be  on 
CHause  68.  

The  Ddke  of  CLEVELAND :  I  am 
very  sorry  I  cannot  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal which  has  been  made  by  the 
nohle  and  learned  Lord  opposite.  Fart 
of  the  proportion  which  I  originally  in- 
tended to  move  has  already  received 
the  sanction  of  the  House  on  tiie  Motion 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury),  and  I  think  I  should  not  be 
discharging  my  duty  if  I  consented  to 
any  further  postponement.  The  noble 
EmI  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury) 
has  stated  that  he  shall  not  give  me  lus 
support  on  the  present  occasion ;  but  I 
really  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  de- 
ferring the  consideration  of  this  question 
until  we  reach  the  68th  clause,  which 
deals  with  the  surplus.  The  noble  Earl 
who  leads  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
in  this  HoiLse  has  asked  mo  a  question 
about  the  arrangement  which  hsis  heen 
entered  into.  In  the  few  remarks  which 
I  previously  addressed  to  the  House  I 
endeavoured  to  explain  the  reason  why 
I  gave  up  a  part  of  my  original  Amend- 
ment. Iten  some  noble  Friends  of  mine 
thought  the  words  I  had  proposed  were 
not  Buf&dentiy  ample  and  would  not 
carry' out  the  object  we  have  in  view. 
Accordingly,  I  have  altered  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment.  My  Lords,  I  thought 
it  was  right  in  the  new  state  of  things 
about  to  be  created  in  Ireland  that  we 
should  endeavour  to  act  with  equal  jus- 
tice towards  all  the  three  great  religious 
denominations  in  that  country.  My 
clauses  are  &amed  on  that  principle. 
We  have  heard  from  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (Earl  Granville)  something 
about  concurrent  endowment.  I  can 
scarcely  call  my  proposal  one  that  goes 
to  the  extent  of  concurrent  endowment. 
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a  proposidon  shadowed  out  by  a  noble 
una  learned  Friend  behind  me  (Lord 
Weetburj)  of  a  mocb.  lai^r  choroeter, 
and  whicb  would  hare  been  entitled  to 
the  name  of  the  conourrent  endowment 
of  all  the  three  Churches ;  but  I  believe 
he  does  not  intend  to  persevere  with 
that  proposition.  M;  Lords,  if  I  were 
treating  this  question  as  an  abstract  one, 
and  were  laying  down  in  the  closet  the 
best  theoretical  principles  which  should 
guide  ua  in  this  matter — if  I  did  not  feel 
tiiat  the  opinion  of  the  country  militated 
against  such  a  proceeding,  and  that  such 
a  course  was  impracticable,  I  might  have 
been  willing  to  consider  a  lai^e  plan  of 
concurrent  endowment.  But  thinking 
that  such  a  scheme  was  not  lihelj'  to  find 
acceptance,  perhaps,  with  your  Lordships, 
and  certainly  not  with  the  other  House 
or  with  the  public  at  large,  I  could  not 
imdertake  to  propose  it  for  your  adop- 
tion. My  proposal  is  a  veiy  small  one, 
and  one  of  a  very  unpretending  cha- 
racter. I  merely  propose  in  parishes 
where  there  are  no  suitable  residences 
or  glebe  houses  for  the  accommodation 
of  tue  ministers  of  religion  to  eive,  at 
the  instance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  con- 
gregations, and,  in  the  cose  of  the  Pres- 
byterian clergy,  also  at  the  instance  of 
the  Presbyterian  congregations,  resi- 
dences for  their  clei^  with  ten  acres  of 
land  attached  to  each  glebe  bouse.  That 
is  the  full  length  and  breadth  of  the 
proposition  which  I  now  have  the  honour 
to  submit  to  your  Lordships.  My  reason 
for  confining  the  quantity  of  land  to  ten 
acres  is  that  I  find  that  quantity  fixed 
upon  by  the  Bill  as  appUed  to  the  Epis- 
copalian clei^ ;  and  I  think  equal  ad- 
vantages in  this  respect,  shoula,  as  tax 
as  possible,  be  extended  to  the  Boman 
Cafliolic  and  the  Presbyterian  clergy. 
If,  in  taking  that  limit,  some  of  my 
noble  Friends  think  I  have  gone  too  far, 
I  must  say  I  cannot  share  l£eir  opinion. 
On  the  oUier  hand,  there  were  proxKtsi- 
tions  which  were  to  have  been  brought 
before  the  House  of  a  much  more  exten- 
sive description.  My  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Bussell),  who  is  so  well 
entitled  to  place  his  views  before  your 
Lordships,  gave  notice  of  his  intention 
to  suggest  thirty-five  acres  as  the  proper 
limit.  Judging  of  the  matter  to  the  best 
of  my  ability,  I  have  thought  that  the 
quantity  I  have  fixed  upon — namely,  ten 
's  the  best  to  adopt  under  dii  the 
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droumstances.  I  do  not  pretend,  for  a 
moment,  that  ten  acres  of  land  is  any- 
thing like  a  sufficient  provision  in  ita^ 
for  a  clei^yman  of  any  denomination; 
but  such  a  grant,  together  with  a  resi- 
dence, where  no  suitable  residence  now 
exists,  would,  I  believe,  be  acceptable 
both  to  the  clergy  and  the  laity  of  the 
denominations  to  whom  it  was  given. 
My  Lords,  it  must  be  remembered  that, 
in  the  main,  Ireland  must  be  regarded 
OS  a  Bomon  Catholic  country,  and  that 
the  Irish  Protestant  Established  Church 
is  not  the  national  Church  in  any  real 
sense  of  the  term.  It  is  not  the  Church 
of  the  people  at  large,  as  it  was  in- 
tended and  expected  that  it  would  be- 
come when  it  was  originally  established. 
We  cannot  pretend  that  it  is  the 
Church  of  the  people  at  large;  and 
therefore  it  does  not  folfil  the  first  con- 
dition of  a  national  Church.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  the  priesthood  of  the 
Church  of  the  majority',  the  Soman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Ireland  must  necessarily 
exercise  a  greatinfluence  overtheirflooks. 
Indeed,  I  believe  there  is  no  country  in 
Europe  where  the  Soman  Catholic  priest- 
hood exercise  greater  influence  than  in 
Ireland.  That  influence  may  he  exer- 
cised for  good,  or  it  may  be  exercised 
for  evil.  Now,  in  what  a  fiosition  do 
you  place  that  priesthood  7  In  many  a 
remote  district  the  Bomsn  Catholic 
priest  Is  located  in  a  miserable  hovel  on 
a  wretched  pittance,  and  depends  entirely 
for  his  subsistence  on  the  voluntary  con- 
tributions of  his  people.  In  every  case 
those  voluntary  contributions  will  EtUl 
remain  to  be  the  principal  support  of  the 
priest ;  but  by  my  proposition  the  priest 
will  be  led  to  feei  that  he  is  not  an  out- 
cast ;  he  will  be  led  to  feel  that  he  is 
connected  with  the  land — a  very  import- 
ant consideration,  I  think,  alUtough  it 
is  true  his  interest  in  the  land  may  be 
small  in  its  pecuniary  value.  Still,  he 
will  feel  that  he  is  treated  fairly  and 
generously  ;  the  acerbity  engendered  by 
his  existence  in  a  miserable  cabin  wiU 
be  removed.    Of  course.  In  the  richer 

rts  of  the  country  hie  condition  may 
different;  but  in  many  districts  his 
lot  is  such  as  I  have  described.  There 
is  no  country  in  Europe  where,  on  the 
whole,  the  mass  of  the  people  is  poorer 
than  in  Irelsjid ;  and  yet  they  are  called 
on  to  support  their  priesthood,  and  they 
do  support  it  in  every  case  by  religious 
contributions.  Considering  the  religious 
character  of  the  Iridi  people,  and  the 
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inflneooe  vhioh  their  priesthood  dob- 
aaeses  over  them,  I  haye  no  doubt  that, 
under  all  ciroiunstanoes,  they  will  con- 
tinue to  make  those  voluntaiy  coatribu- 
tioDB.  But,  at  the  same  time,  in  many 
instancea,  the  prieats  have  uo  suitable 
residences,  and  the  provision  of  such  re- 
eidences  for  them,  with  a  RTnall  quantity 
of  land,  would  place  them  in  a  very  im- 
proved position.  If  he  were  in  any 
other  country  in  Europe,  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholic  priest  would  be  paid 
out  of  the  national  Exchequer.  Here 
that  is  impossible ;  and  I  do  not  pretend 
to  propose  anything  of  that  kind.  The 
email  endowment  I  su^ieflt — if  you 
choose  to  call  it  so — is  not  to  be  t^en 
oat  of  the  public  taxes,  and  the  English 
or  the  Scotch  tax-payers  will  not  be 
asked  to  contribute  towards  a  religion 
of  which  they  disapprove.  The  property 
with  which  we  are  dealing  is  Irish  pro- 
perty, and  applicable  to  Irish  purposes. 
The  original  trust  on  which  it  might  be 
said  to  have  been  given  has  fiuled,  and 
my  proposal  goes  upon  the  cy  pris  doc- 
trine well  recognized  by  our  courts  of 
law — namely,  toat,  when  any  charities 
are  dissolved  or  failed  you  apply  the 
proceeds  of  its  charitable  endowments  to 
the  purposes  most  closely  analogous  to 
those  for  which  they  were  first  given. 
In  this  way,  though  no  longer  devoted 
indeed  to  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ire- 
land, this  property  will  still  be  appli- 
cable to  purposes  connected  with  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  the  people.  You 
will  be  acting  in  perfect  conformity  with 
the  original  intentions  of  the  donore. 
With  respect  to  the  Presbyterians  of 
Ireland,  I  have  had  the  honour  of  seeing 
some  of  the  adherents  of  that  Church. 
They  claim  equality  with  the  Anglican 
Church,  and  demand  that  their  dergy 
shall  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
the  Angucan  clergy  in  Ireland.  The 
justice  and  equity  of  my  present  proposal 
u  regard  to  them  cannot,  I  think,  be 
be  feirly  disputed.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  my  proposition  is  not  conBistent 
with  the  woms  in  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill  which  profess  to  give  nothing  for 
religious  purposes;  but,  my  Lords,  I 
confess  that  I  no  not  ^^e  in  that  prin- 
ciple. I  think  it  is  erroneous,  and  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  better  if  no  such  prin- 
ciple were  set  forth  in  the  Preamble. 
My  Lords,  the  Amendment  I  propose 
will  produce  equality  among  the  di£'er- 
eut  Churches  in  Ireland  in  a  more  satis- 
&ctory  manner  than  that  proposed  by 


the  Bill.  It  has  been  objected  that  my 
scheme  is  inconsistent  with  the  Bill ;  but 
I  maintain  that  it  is  connected  with  its 
main  object — that  of  producing  equality 
among  the  Churches  of  Ireland ;  it  wiU 
satisfy  the  Boman  Catholics,  and  no  Bill 
wiU  be  satisfactory  which  does  not  do 
this.  "What  does  it  matt«r  if  the  pro- 
cess by  which  the  object  is  attained  is 
not  in  all  its  parts  consistent,  as  long  as 
the  main  object  is  consistently  pursued  7 
Beference  has  been  made  to  the  verdict 
of  the  country.  Now,  I  desire  to  follow 
that  verdict,  and  I  believe  the  country 
decided  for  disestablishment ;  but  I  also 
behere  the  Bill  is  more  thorough  in  ita 
dealing  with  the  question  tban  the  coun- 
try expected.  It  was  not  expected  that 
nothing  would  be  lett  to  the  Church ; 
for,  in  point  of  fact,  although  the  Bill 
provides  life  interests,  and  it  could  do 
no  less,  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
Church  itself  has  nothings  And  what 
vriU  be  the  future  of  the  Church  if  the 
Qovemment  plan  be  agreed  to  P  At 
present  the  Church  enjoys  very  lai^ 
revenues ;  in  the  fiiture  it  will  have  to 
trust  to  the  voluntary  system.  And  how 
will  it  fare?  It  is  notorious  that  Ire- 
land has  a  very  large  nimiber  of  absentee 
proprietors ;  and,  ^though  it  is  perfectly 
true  that  many  of  these  absentees  do 
their  duty  by  those  on  their  estates,  it  is 
also  perfectly  true  that  no  absentee  pro- 
prietor does  as  much  as  he  would  do 
if  he  were  resident ;  and,  for  this  reason, 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  subscrip- 
tions in  aid  of  the  Church  of  the  future 
will  be  forthcoming  from  the  proprietors 
to  the  extent  anticipated.  The  volun- 
tary system  must,  therefore,  be  con- 
sidered as  it  affects  the  poorer  classes  of 
the  country;  and,  viewed  in  this  way, 
the  voluntary  system  will  be  rather  a  hard 
one  for  the  Anglican  Church  in  Ireland. 
But  it  is  said  we  must  not  have  general 
endowment,  and  with  this  I  perfectly 
agree,  because  such  a  course  would  be  un- 
wise, if  not  impracticable.  I  am,  there- 
fore, restricted  within  very  narrow  limits, 
but  I  have  endeavoured  to  confine  my 
proposal  within  the  bounds  of  possibi- 
lity. Some,  however,  think  my  proposal 
amounts  to  endovrment,  though  small  in 
extent ;  and  they  think  the  (JoveninLient 
should  have  nodiing  to  do  with  such  a 
proposal.  But,  my  Lords,  in  India  we 
respect  endowments  of  even  an  idola- 
trous character;  and  when  we  do  this, 
we  need  not  be  so  tender  as  to  decline  to 
support  in  any  way  the  Boman  Catholic 
2  L  2        ICmmtUe—CkuitiB, 
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Clinrdi.  Then,  look  at  Canada.  The 
Prench  portion  of  Canada  was  ceded  to 
hb  in  1763,  with  a  Boman  Catholic  Es- 
tablishment -which  we  have  uniformly 
respected,  aad  that  Establishment  re- 
mains in  fall  possession  of  its  endow- 
ments. General  WiUiams,  who  com- 
manded in  Canada  three  or  four  years 
ago,  told  me  that  he  had  to  receive  a 
deputation  of  clergy  in  the  course  of  his 
duty,  among  whom  wae  the  Archbishop 
of  Quebec,  who  assured  Tiim  that  no  na- 
tion in  the  world  would  have  respected 
their  endowments  in  Canada  in  the  way 
the  English  had  done.  And  the  Arch- 
bishop added — 

"  yfe  are  attached  to  the  Englith  oation  :  ire 
know  well  tbnC  if  we  vera  JDined  to  tfaa  United 
States  our  endowmenta  vonld  not  be  respected  ; 
bat  jou  haTO  oarried  oat  all  oar  etipnlationa,  and 
there  are  no  more  faithful  lubjecCi  of  the  Crown 
than  WB  are." 

Why,  then,  should  we  not,  in  the  same 
way,  su^Kirt  endowments  to  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholics  to  a  limited  extent  ? 
I  can  see  no  difference  whatevever  be- 
tween the  two  cases.  Uuch  stress  was 
laid  the  other  night  by  the  noble  Earl 
on  the  feet  that  we  were  very  rapidly 
parting  with  the  possible  surplus  of  the 
Irish  ChiiTch  fund.  I  cannot  pret«nd  to 
say  what  will  be  the  exact  cost  of  cany- 
ing  out  the  proposal  I  now  make ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  it  Is  far  within  the  limits  of 
any  surplus  the  Commissioners  may 
have  to  administer.  Certain  it  is  that 
the  surplus  is  altogether  out  of  propor- 
tion to  the  limited  objects  mentioned  in 
the  Bill ;  and,  after  all  the  demands  for 
glebe  houses  have  been  satisfied,  abund- 
ance of  EuniluB  will  be  left  for  those  ob- 
jects. If  tlie  surplus  amounted  to  some 
£500,000,  it  might  well  be  used  for 
some  of  those  small  matters ;  and  with- 
out wishing  to  esa^erate  the  aacred- 
ness  of  Church  property,  I  must  say  that 
the  building  of  dweUings  for  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priests  is  a  far  more  fit  purpose  to 
which  to  devote  these  Church  ftmds  than 
making  grants  to  infirmaries  and  re- 
formatories, however  desirable  it  may 
be  to  encourage  such  institutions.  I  be- 
lieve the  clergy  have  acted  in  an  exem- 
plary manner,  and  I  should  be  the  last 
to  make  any  complaint  against  them ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  are  not  the 
clei^  of  a  national  Church.  It  would 
be  most  unjust  and  improper  to  treat 
them  with  anything  like  disrespect,  and 
they  ought  to  have  their  full  share  of 
what  is  given  by  way  of  endowment,  if 
this    grant  of   residences    may  be    eo 
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It  will  be  a  great  advant^e  to 
all  the  clergy — Catholic,  Anglican,  and 
Presbyterian — to  have  comfortable  resi- 
dences. If  you  reject  this  Amendment, 
it  is  obvious  that  the  former  Amendment 
on  the  subject  of  Anglican  residences 
will  not  be  allowed  to  stand.  You  most 
give  an  equal  measure  of  rights  and 
advantages  to  all  three  Churches.  I 
may  not  obtain  a  majority  as  lai^  as  the 
last ;  but  I  believe  your  Lordobips  feel 
deeply  the  responsibili^  of  the  situation 
in  which  you  are  placed,  and  I  hope  yon 
will  not  be  unduly  inSuenced  by  minute 
differences  of  opinion.  Your  decision  on 
this  point  will  be  taken  as  a  measure  of 
what  you  intend  to  do  hereafter,  and  aa 
showing  whether  you  intend  to  treat  Ho- 
man  Catholics  wi^  equal  justice.  It  ia 
impossible  to  disguise  the  magnitude  of 
the  issue  before  us,  and  I  do  hope  your 
Lordships  will  give  evidence  of  your 
anxiety  to  do  justice  to  the  great  mass 
of  the  people. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  32,  to 
leave  out  from  ("body")  to  ("Any") 
in  line  36,  and  in  line  38,  after  ("vest- 
ed") to  insert — 

("  rroiided  also,  and  it  is  herebj  enaotsd,  that 
in  an;  inatanoes  in  which  there  are  not  at  present 
houses  of  residence  or  glebe  lands  to  the  extent 
albretaid  for  the  clergy  of  tbe  said  obureh,  and  is 
which  lbs  represenCatiTe  church  bod;  ahatl  report 
that  the  services  of  a  resident  elergjman  are  n^ 
quired  for  the  spiritual  care  of  a  separata  district, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  commiasioDers,  with  the 
approbation  and  according  to  the  directiona  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  council,  to  purchase  gtebtt 
lands  to  tbe  extent  aforesaid,  and  to  purohaae  or 
defrar  tbe  expense  of  erecting  hoases  ofresidanee 
for  such  clerg)'men,  and  in  like  manner  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  tbe  said  caminisaianera,  with  the  like 
approbation  and  according  to  the  like  direelions 
in  tbe  inetances  where  glebe  lands  and  houses  of 
reaidenee  have  not  been  provided  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  or  for  the  Roman  Catbolic  or 
Preabjterian  clergy  having  spiritual  care  of  sepa- 
rate congregations  or  distriots,  by  and  out  of  the 
pBweeda  of  the  property  hereby  vested  in  the  said 
commissionen,  to  purchase  for  such  Roroan  Ok> 
tbolio  prelates  glebe  lands  to  the  extent  herein- 
before  defined  as  tbe  limit  in  tbe  case  of  tha  landi 
to  be  oonvef  ed  to  Che  eburcb  body  with  see  houses, 
and  also  to  purchase  or  defray  the  expense  of 
erecting  suitable  houses  of  residenoe  for  auoh  pre- 
lates ;  and  also  on  the  applioation  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  and  General  Aaiamby  of  tha 
Presbyterian  church  in  Ireland  reapeetively  to 
parehaae  far  tbe  pariah  priests  of  tbe  said  Roman 
Catbolio  church  in  Ireland  and  for  the  clergy  of 
the  said  Presbyterian  ohuroh  in  Ireland  having 
spiritual  charge  of  separata  congregations  or  di(< 
tricts,  glebe  lands  to  the  aforesaid  extent  in  any 
one  ease  of  ten  aores.  and  also  to  purchase  or  de- 
fray the  expense  of  erecting  suitable  houses  of  re- 
sidence for  such  Roman  Catholic  and  Presbyterian 
olergjineii  reipeotirelj.")  — (IXe i^uAe i>/Ci#p^ 
(and.) 
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The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  akd 
BRISTOL :  I  hare  placed  upon  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  Bomewhat  ana- 
logous to  that  of  the  noble  Duke.  I 
have  had  the  honoiir  of  conferring  with 
a  noble  Lord,  uot  now  present,  (Earl 
Stanhope),  and  I  felt  so  completely  con- 
vinced  of  the  wisdom  of  the  terms  in 
which  he  had  drawn  up  his  Amendment 
that  I  simultaneously  published  an  ex- 
pression of  my  desire  that  the  surplus 
might  be  applied  in  the  way  indicate  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl — that, 
in  fact,  it  should  be  applied  to  religious 
and  not  to  secular  purposes.  In  saying 
this  I  give  your  Lordships  the  key  to 
the  remarks  I  wish  to  make.  I  am  about 
to  enter  upon  a  most  difficult  subject, 
and  I  am  in  a  position  which  makes  the 
difSculty  still  greater.  I  have  arrived 
at  my  decision  as  r^ards  the  noble 
Duke's  Amendment  slowly  and  maturely, 
and  well  weighing  my  own  position. 
There  are  three  ways  of  looking  at  the 
subject — three  foundations  on  which 
arguments  may  be  supposed  to  rest. 
There  is  the  ai^ument  tttat  can  be  de- 
duced from  the  morality  of  the  case,  as 
conditioned  by  your  Lordahips  having 
read  this  Bill  a  second  time — there  is  the 
argument  of  religious  expediency,  and 
there  is  that  of  political  expediency.  I 
shall  not  arc:ue  the  case  upon  the  two 
latter  grouncU.  While  deeply  deploring 
the  mischief  which  I  behove  this  BiU 
will  work,  I  accept  the  pronounced  de- 
cision of  the  majoritry,  and  consider  that 
I  am  in  a  far  different  position  &om  that 
I  should  have  been  in  if  such  a  vote  had 
not  been  arrived  at.  I  will  attempt  to 
ai^e  on  this  conditioned  morality  of  the 
case.  It  is  always  best  to  argue  first 
upon  the  morahty  of  any  great  question. 
I  think  it  is  Bacon  who  says — "  Nothing 
that  is  morally  wrong  can  ever  be  politi- 
callyright;"  andl  am  for  referring  to  first 
principles  in  this  case.  I  fear,  however, 
my  thesis  will  ultimately  come  out  rather 
in  this  form,  that  that  which  is  lea^ 
morally  wrong — alas !  that  I  should  be 
driven  to  such  as  argument — will  pro- 
bably be  found  to  be  most  politically 
right,  I  demur  greatly  \a  the  way  in 
whidi  this  case  has  been  put  forward. 
It  is  commonly  sud  that  it  is  profoundly 
wrong  to  take  the  endowments  of  the 
Irish  Protestant  Church  and  to  give  those 
endowments  to  Roman  Catholics,  and  so 
to  propagate  a  system  of  error.  I  demur 
to  that  statement  altogether.  That  might 
be  a  true  way  of  putting  the  case  if  the 


Bill  had  not  been  read  a  second  time ; 
but  it  is  not  so  now.  In  the  first  place. 
Parliament  has  taken  the  money ;  and  all 
that  is  now  in  our  power  is  to  locate  it. 
There  is  this  fiirther, — that  the  question 
now  before  your  Lordships  is  not  one  to 
heansweredbyaplain"  Ay6"or  "No," 
but  it  is  a  question  and  a  choice  be- 
tween two  grave  moral  dif&cultieB.  The 
question  also  is  not  simply  whether  we 
would  with  this  money  "endow"  the 
different  religious  bodies,  but  whether 
we  would  locate  funds  for  certain 
limited  and  defined  purposes.  In  this 
I  agree  with  some  of  the  speakers, 
and  particularly  with  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
who  objected,  and  I  think  most  rightly, 
to  the  term  of  "concurrent  endowment." 
If  any  term  can  be  applied  to  the  pro- 
posal before  your  Lordships  it  ie,  I  tfamk, 
that  of  co-ordinate  grants.  "What  we 
have  then  to  decide  is  which  we  shall 
adopt  of  two  very  anxious  courses — to  use 
no  harder  expression — whether  it  is  best 
to  allocate  a  portion  of  what  must  be  a 
residual  fund  for  religious  purposes,  as  in- 
dicated in  the  Amendment,  or  whether  it 
is  best  to  assign  it  to  purposes  of  an  alien 
kind.  Now,  what  are  the  two  reli^ons 
that  it  is  proposed  favourably  to  consider? 
I  venture  to  touch  upon  a  very  difficult 
question,  because  I  yield  to  no  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House  in  my  devotion 
to  the  Church  of  which  I  am  a  Bishop. 
I  am,  moreovar,  one  of  those  who  defend, 
and  I  shall  defend  to  the  last,  the  old- 
fashioned  term  of  "  Protestant."  I  stand 
before  you  a  Protestant  Bishop ;  and  God 
grant  that  a  Protestant,  in  its  best  and 
true  sense,  Imay  remain  to  the  end.  Now, 
let  us  deal  fairly  with  the  religion  whose 
claims  it  is  proposed  to  consider.  Is 
there  any  one  in  this  House  who  can 
come  forward  and  say  that  the  Church 
of  Rome  does  not  acknowledge  the  three 
creeds  which  we  believe  to  be  necessary 
to  our  salvation  ?  Does  she  not  believe 
that  which  is  the  dearest  doctrine  with 
some  of  us,  and  in  defence  of  which  we 
would  shed  our  best  life's  blood — the 
Divinity  of  our  Lord  and  Master  ?  It 
may  be  that  she  has  added  to  her  system 
much  that  we  consider  deplorable,  much 
even  that  we  consider  dangerous,  but  the 
belief  in  our  Lord,  in  tiie  four  great 
Councils,  and  the  three  great  creeds  she 
shares  in  common  with  ourselves.  This 
is  the  Church  to  which  it  is  proposed  to 
give  a  small  boon  by  way  of  a  grant  to 
her  ministers.  Of  the  Presbyterian 
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Churoh  I  need  say  nothing.  I  might, 
however,  remark  that,  if  I  were  to  enter 
into  the  theological  questions  connected 
with  the  Presbyterian  Church,  I  should 
have  a  more  difficult  matter  thani  should 
have  had  in  speaking  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Church,  because  in  the  examina- 
tion into  theological  principles,  especially 
in  reference  to  the  great  doctrine  to 
which  I  have  just  alluded,  and  a  due 
estimate  of  the  distinctions  between 
Presbytenaiiism  and  Bemonstrant  Pres- 
byterianism,  there  is  much  that  would 
make  an  anxious  inquirer  paase.  We 
have,  then,  two  Churches  before  us  &om 
which  we  may  honestly  differ.  From  both 
I  differ ;  hut  I  do  not  deny  in  either  case 
that  the  members  hold  uiose  doctrines 
which  we  regard  as  the  foundation  of 
our  religious  faith.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  are  we  to  do  with  the  surplus  that 
may  accrue  in  consequence  of  the  pass- 
ing of  this  measure  ?  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  shall  make  no  small  jokes  nor  at- 
tempt to  cat^h  any  unmeaning  laugh 
by  any  description  of  the  application 
of  funds  which,  after  all,  are  to  be 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  human  misery. 
I  will  take  the  highest  definition  that 
can  be  given,  and  say  that  this  money 
is  to  he  applied  to  the  purposes  of  phil- 
anthropy, and  philanthropy  and  re- 
ligion are  confessedly  very  nearly  allied. 
But  things  that  are  very  near  to  each 
other  in  one  sense  are  often  very  wide 
apart  in  another,  and  that  is  the  case 
in  the  present  instance.  Does  not  each 
one  of  us  owe  two  great  debts  F  The 
one  owe  we  not  to  our  feUow-men, 
the  other  owe  we  not  to  our  God  ?  Now, 
what  does  this  proposal  really  come  to? 
Does  it  not  really  amount  to  paying  one 
of  these  debts  with  the  money  which 
should  be  devoted  to  the  other — in  other 
words,  is  it  not  taking  religious  money 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  our  philan- 
thropic debts?  I  firmly  beheve  that  in 
voting  with  the  noble  Duke  I  have 
selected  the  lesser  of  the  two  difficulties 
in  which  I  am  placed.  But,  my  Lords, 
there  are  argumenta  derived  from  the 
Bill  which,  to  my  profound  sorrow, 
your  LordBhj|)8  have  adopted,  and  which 
must  be  considered  as  conditioning  and 
defining  our  future  course.  We  are 
pledged  to  the  principle  of  religious 
equali^,  and  we  have  now  a  further  con- 
sideration besides  the  abstract  ones  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  There  is  a  voice 
behind  ns  which  says — "  Go  on ;  you 
must  go  on  if  you  are  honest  and  moral 
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men."  We  are  told,  too,  that  it  is  sought 
to  attain  peace,  and  in  its  attainment  I 
should  be  willing  to  sacrifice  much,  if, 
in  addition  to  reconciling  it  with  the 
moral  ai^^ument  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
I  can  by  my  vote  bring  peace  where  of 
peace  there  is  at  present  but  little.  If  I 
may  raise  the  tone  of  religion,  if  I  may 
snap  some  of  these  Ultramontane  bonds 
which  press  so  tightly  upon  some  of  these 
ministers,  may  I  not  hidd  all  these 
things  as  very  sufficient  reasons  why  I 
should  adhere  to  the  abstract  moral  rea- 
soning I  first  put  before  your  Lordships? 
But  it  may  be  said — "  No  claim  hafl 
been  made  for  this  surplus ;  your  offer  is 
perfectly  gratuitous.  Tou  are  going  to 
do  something  you  have  never  been  asked 
to  do."  My  Lords,  one  community  &t 
,  least  has  asked  for  it,  and  in  a  very  plain 
way.  We  have  all  seen  the  temperate 
letter  of  the  Moderator  of  the  Presby- 
terian Assembly  in  Ireland.  We  have 
seen  it  noticed  in  the  public  papers 
that  he  has  put  in  his  claim  fat  his 
co-religionists  definitely  and  plainly, 
and  what  has  occurred  in  this  Honsa 
this  veiy  ni^t  has  given  that  claim  its 
iiiU  force.  He  has  said  in  effect — "If 
you  give  these  glebes  and  manses  to  ths 
Episcopalian  Church  then  we  put  in  our 
claim."  It  may  be  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  have  not  made  any  demand  of 
that  kind,  but  I  accept  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Duke  and  others  that  the 
Homan  Catholics  are  not  indisposed  to 
accept  what  the  noble  Duke  proposes 
should  be  given  to  them.  My  Lords,  as 
we  are  now  bound  to  religions  equality, 
I  think  those  who  follow  ^e  noble  Duke 
into  the  Lobby  will  rightly  discharge 
their  duty  as  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  I  have  not  touched  and  I 
will  hardly  touch  on  other  points ;  but  I 
think  it  would  scarcely  he  respect^  to 
your  Lordships  if  I  did  not  anticipate 
some  of  the  objections  which  I  suppose 
will  be  made  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Duke.  I  pass  over  the  objections 
which  may  be  raised  on  political  or  on 
religions  expediency.  I  nave  resolved 
to  consider  the  subject  in  a  deeper  way ; 
but  there  are  other  objections  to  which  I 
think  it  right  to  make  some  reference. 
First,  it  may  be  said  that  it  is  impossible 
to  do  what  the  noble  Duke  osksustodo. 
"Imposfflble!"  Why,  my  Lords,  I 
venture  to  say  that  ^ete  is  no  such  word 
known  in  this  House  as  an  objection  to 
anything  recommended  to  us  by  oon- 
eideradons  of  justice  and  of  peace.    Be- 
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condly,  it  may  be  aaid,  that  the  proposi- 
tion is  "premature."  It  may  be  aaid 
that  it  would  be  for  the  public  couye- 
nience  to  let  tlie  propositioa  ripen  a  little, 
to  have  it  debated  in  tbe  House  of 
Gonunons,  and  diacuseed  in  the  public 
jonmale.  My  Lords,  is  it  our  misaioa  to 
await  oventa  in  that  way  ?  Is  not  our 
mission  a  higher  one  ?  Is  it  not  by  calm 
ai^ument  and  well-considered  measures 
to  lead  public  opinion  ?  I  dismiss,  and 
I  ventu^  to  say  that  I  nghtly  diamise, 
the  word  "  premature."  iSiirdly,  it  may 
be  ui^ed  that  this  provision  would  be  in- 
consistent with  the  promises  which  were 
made  on  the  hustings.  My  Lords,  have 
we  anything  to  do  here  with  the  promises 
which  were  made  in  exciting  circum- 
stances, and  to  those  who  may  not  have 
had  tie  question  fully  put  before  them 
in  all  it«  reasonable  aspects  ?  Are  we 
to  be  bound  by  each  things  ?  Are  we 
to  have  quotations  of  expressions  ad- 
dressed to  motley  assemblages  at  the 
hustings,  used  here  in  the  discusnon  of 
a  question  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
on  its  own  merits  ?  Lastly,  it  may  be 
said  that  this  proportion  is  politically 
inadmisaible.  This,  I  suppose,  implies 
that  if  this  Amendment  passed  inyour 
Lordships'  House  and  went  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  would  be  rej  ected  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  and  by  that 
House-  My  Lords,  on  so  great  a  qnea- 
tion  tax  be  it  from  me  to  speculate  on 
what  may  be  in  the  minds  of  the  Minis- 
ters of  tie  Crown,  or  on  what  may  be 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  this  I  may  say,  that  I  read  with 
interest,  and  something  more  than  in- 
terest, words  that  are  reported  to  have 
been  spoken  by  the  Prime  Minister  at  a 
recent  banquet  in  the  Cit^.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  reported  to  have  said 
that  the  principle  would  be  adhered  to 
of  making  the  surplus  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  available  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Iriah  people.  In  words  well  chosen— 
as  all  the  words  of  that  doquent  man 
are — he  said  that  the  suiplue  would  be 
applied  "  not  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
(Aorch  or  the  support  of  a  cleiwy."  Can 
anyone  say  that  what  the  noble  Duke  pro- 
poses to  have  given  would  be  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  Church  or  the  support 
of  a  clei^  ?  Poor  as  the  Irish  clergy 
are,  I  do  not  think  that  a  gift  of  ten 
acres  of  land  to  each  of  them  could  be 
called  supporting  them.  I  speak  with 
profound  respect  for  those  who  con- 
scientiously diifer  from  me  on  this  sub- 


ject. I  know  that  there  will  be  many 
speakers  Artio  will  say  they  object  to  this 
proposal,  on  the  ground  that  the  House 
of  Lords  ought  not  to  grant  money  to 
propagate  error,  and  I  feel  that  such  ex- 
presaions  of  feeling  deserve  all  possible 
consideration.  But,  my  Lords,  that  ob- 
jection cannot  be  very  just  now.  What 
nave  we  done  by  our  recent  vote  ? 
We  have  declared  by  our  vote — ^may  I 
not  say  our  disastrous  vote? — that  to 
the  State  all  religions  are  alike.  We 
have  heard  many  ^finitions  of  an  Estab- 
lished Church.  Burke  defined  a  Church 
Establishment  to  be  the  indication  of  the 
national  preference  for  one  form  of  reli- 
gion over  every  other.  Consider  this  defi- 
nition with  reference  to  the  present  case. 
How  stands  it  now  ?  Why  thus— At  the 
very  time  when  the  Protestante  of  Ireland 
were  gathering  strength,  you  have  with- 
drawn the  national  preference  for  their 
Church.  That  being  so,  we  must  en- 
counter the  new  difficulty ;  we  must  do 
what  remains  of  justice — we  must  move 
onward  as  far  as  we  may  in  the  direction 
of  peace.  I  have  a  deep  feeling  for  all 
who  experience  a  spiritual  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  on  this  matter, 
and  the  more  their  conscience  touches 
them,  the  more  I  sympathize  with  them ; 
but  I  can  only  say  to  them — "  Tou 
must  decide  for  youreelvea;  it  is  now 
thrown  upon  you  ;  the  nation  has  with- 
drawn her  national  preference  for  the 
religion  you  love."  Let  me  add  this 
concluding,  but  not  unimportant  con- 
sideration. Even  if  you  doubt  the  wis- 
dom of  aj^lying  this  surplus  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  the  Amendment,  I 
would  a£k  you  to  beware  whether  you 
would  not  be  ministering  more  to  the 
religion  ^^ainst  which  you  have  such 
strong  objections  by  applying  the  sur- 
plus in  the  way  the  Bill  proposes.  If 
the  surplus  was  given  in  the  latter  way 
the  Boman  Catholics  might  make  use  of 
it  insidiously  to  promote  their  religion ; 
nay,  they  could  hardly  fail  so  to  use  it. 
They  might  say — "As  the  money  you 
have  taken  from  the  Irish  Protestant 
Church  is  not  given  te  us,  but  comes 
indirectly  to  us,  only  generidly,  as  Irish- 
men, we  certainly  will  use  it  as  £u-  aa 
we  can  to  spread  and  propagate  our 
faith.  Money  given  to  philanthropy 
shall  covertly  be  made  to  further  our  re- 
ligion. We  were  treated  unfairly  when 
WB  most  expected  considuration,  and  now 
we  will  proselytize,  and  proselytize  with 
all  our  hearts.  Our  hospitals  and  aay 
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haae  ehall  be  our  cosTenient  oentree. 
Protestant  money  shall  aid  Catholio  pur- 
poses." Such  obvious  applicationB  of 
the  Hurplua  may  well  warn  us  that  the 
ai^ument  of  prop^ating  error  may  just 
as  fittingl;  be  urged  against  the  origmal 
proposal  in  the  Bill  as  against  the  pre- 
sent Amendment.  Last  of  all,  however, 
let  me  not  forget  that  this  may  be  said, 
and  will  be  said — "  There  is  a  way  out 
of  the  difficulty."  Hang  up  the  eur- 
plus,  and  leave  Parliament  to  aetUe  the 
question  of  its  distribution  at  another 
time."  Why,  my  Lords,  by  adopting 
that  course  we  should  be  placing  before 
this  people,  already  too  excited,  a  sum  of 
money  to  obtain  which  there  would  be 
unceasing  strife.  I  am  sure  that  such  a 
course  would  prolong  tbe^tation  on 
this  most  difficult  subject  untu  such  time 
as  the  money  was  disposed  of.  I  have, 
my  Lords,  only  a  few  more  words  to 
add.  In  the  course  which  we  take  with 
respect  to  this  Bill  we  must  all  be  pre- 
pared for  a  certain  amount  of  self-saori- 
fice.  Many  of  us  who  vote  for  this 
Amendment  may  have  our  motives  se- 
riously misconstrued.  I,  who  now  ad- 
dress you,  may  have  my  words  brought 
up  against  me  as  one  who  secretly  fa- 
vours what  he  ought  most  to  oppose. 
Instead  of  being  regarded  as  one  who 
anxiously  chooses  the  least  of  two  evils, 
having  had  that  choice  now  forced  upon 
him,  I  may  be  denounced  as  one  who  would 
vote  away  public  money  to  advance  and 
propagate  religious  error.  Be  it  so.  I 
humb^  feel  convinced  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent position  into  which  we  are  now 
driven,  the  course  of  the  Amendment  Is 
the  best  course ;  nay,  even  the  right 
course.  Permit  me,  then,  to  u^e  your 
Lordships  to  follow  this  course,  and  to 
listen  to  the  old  maxim — "Take  heed 
unto  the  thing  that  is  right,  for  that 
shall  bring  a  man  peace  at  the  last." 

The  Dtjsb  of  MAELBOEOUQH: 
My  Lords,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  in 
the  debate  that  has  taken  place  on  the 
second  reading,  as  well  as  in  the  debates 
in  Committee,  as  to  what  has  been  the 
verdict  of  the  country  on  this  question. 
I  venture  to  state,  and  I  think  I  may  do 
BO  without  contradiction,  that  if  this 
question  of  concurrent  endowment  had 
been  submitted  to  the  constituencies  at 
the  recent  elections,  and  if  it  bad  then 
formed  the  burden  of  the  speeches  of 
those  who  now  hold  the  reins  of  govern- 
ment, a  very  different  verdict  wovud  have 
been  pronounced  by  the  country  from 

He  Bithop  of  Glouettter  and  Brittol 


that  which  it  has  returned.  But  if 
there  was  one  thing  which  was  assidu- 
ously kept  back  at  the  elections — I 
would  go  fiirther,  and  observe  that  if 
there  was  any  one  point  on  which  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  was  come  to — it  was 
that  there  should  be  no  concurrent  en- 
dowment as  a  consequence  of  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church.  80 
fax  as  the  the  theory  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment goes,  I  cannot  say  that  I  per- 
sonally have  any  objection  to  it.  The 
policy  which  has  hitherto  been  adopted 
by  this  countiT  is  one  whidi  has,  I  think, 
been  very  plamly  laid  down.  The  State 
has  found  it  necessary  to  recognize  the 
existence  of  various  religions  among  its 
people,  to  protect  and,  even  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  encourage  those  religions.  If 
we  look  to  the  fact  that  lai^  sums  of 
money  have  been  voted  for  the  purposes 
of  education,  we  must  at  once  see  that  a 
considerable  portion  of  that  money  has 
been  expended  in  the  teaching  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion  in  this  country. 
Now,  I  by  no  means  complain  of  that 
arrangement.  I  regard  it,  on  the  con- 
trary, as  just  and  equitable  ;  but  we  can- 
not conceal  fiom  ourselves,  as  honest 
men,  that,  if  we  pve  funds  for  the  educa- 
tion of  Boman  Catholic  children  in  the 
precepts  of  their  religion,  it  is  idle  as 
well  as  hypocritical  to  contend  that  it  in 
imposable  to  contribute  anything  to  the 
teaching  of  that  religion  in  Boman  Ca- 
tholic places  of  worship.  One  of  the 
chief  objections  which  I  entertain  to  the 
Amendment  under  our  consideration  is 
that  we  are  invited  by  it  to  endow  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  out  of  fonds 
which  have  hitherto  belonged  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  by  this  Bill  a  grant  is 
made  out  of  those  funds  to  Maynooth, 
and  the  principle  which  I  have  sought 
to  lay  down  is,  no  doubt,  to  a  certaia 
extent,  invaded  by  that  provision.  I  am 
not,  however,  preparea  to  quarrel  with 
the  grant  to  Maynooth,  because  it  forms 
an  important  part  of  the  whole  scheme 
as  it  has  come  before  us,  and  because  it 
is  impossible  that  the  present  grant  to 
Maynooth  should  cease  without  com- 
pensation in  lieu  of  it  bein^  given.  But 
when  we  go  fiirther,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  give  endowments,  as  this  Amen^nent 
would  provide  them,  out  of  the  fonds 
of  the  Episcopal  Church,  I  confess  I 
am  not  prepared  to  go  to  that  extent. 
It  was  stated,  I  mav  add,  in  evidence 
before  the  Commisaioners,  as  will  be 
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Been  in  tlie  Appendix  in  Mr.  Shirley's 
Beport — 

"  Tbst  the  general  remit  of  tbe  Tirioai  mea- 
nrei  afteoting  uthei,  ohurob  ratal,  and  miniBtsn' 
monajp  «u  to  diminiih  the  reTenue  of  the  Church 
bjr  nearl;  £360,000  per  BnDum.  or  about  one- 
third  of  the  whole.  It  u  lelf-eTident,  then," 
tbe  Report  goes  on  to  it.j,  "  from  what  hai  been 
ttaMd,  that  hut  a  Iractiou  of  the  original '  tenth' 
remain!  with  the  olergf  of  the  Establiehed 
Chnroh ;  not  ■  larger  potion  than  would  fall  to 
their  lot  if  the  whole  tithe  bad  heen  a  national 
proTiaioD,  and  had  been  diiided  hetweeu  the 
adherent!  of  the  Churoh  of  Romo  in  Ireland  and 
the  memhen  of  the  Churah  itaelt" 
In  addition  to  that,  we  hare  the  fact  that 
"of  the  glebe  lands  no  less  than  five- 
sixths  were  granted  to  the  Beformed 
Church  since  the  Keformation,"  so  that 
whether  they  are  retained  by  that 
Church  or  not,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
they  wve  originsJly  granted  for  Pro- 
testant uses ;  and  for  this  reason,  if  for 
no  other,  I  shonld  feel  great  hesitation 
in  diverting  any  portion  of  those  funds 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic or  any  other  religion  in  Ireland. 
In  that  respect  I  am  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  (Jovemment,  though  we  have 
probably  arrived  at  our  oondusionB  upon 
the  point  by  a  different  road.  AnoUier 
reason  why  I  think  these  funds  should 
not  be  applied  in  the  manner  proposed 
is  that  it  seems  to  me  you  would  not  by 
that  means  be  effecting  a  settlement  of 
the  question.  If  any  one  thing  has  been 
made  more  clear  than  another  in  the 
course  of  this  question  it  is  the  line 
taken  by  the  Boman  Catholic  hierarchy 
and  the  Boman  Catholic  organs  on  this 
point.  At  a  general  meeting  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Archbishopsand  Bishops 
of  Ireland,  which  was  held  in  Dublin  on 
the  1st,  2nd,  and  3rd  of  October,  1867, 
the  following  resolution  was  nnanimoualy 
passed  :^ — 

"That,  notwithstanding  the  rightfal  claim  of 
the  Catholio  Church  in  Ireland  to  have  restored 
to  it  the  propertj  and  reranuei  of  whioh  it  waa 
VDyMXj  depriTed,  the  Iriih  Catholic  Biahopi 
bvnbj  re-aSrm  the  lubjoined  reiolutiooa  of  the 
BUhopa  assembled  io  the  joara  1833,  IS4I,  and 
1S43 :  and,  adhering  to  [the  letter  and  spirit  of 
those  resolutions,  diatinotl;  declare  that  thej  will 
not  aeoept  endowment  from  the  State  out  of  the 
property  and  reTennes  now  held  br  the  Protestant 
Eitablishment,  nor  anj  State  endowment  what> 

Those  were  the  opinions  entertained  by 
the  Boman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  1867, 
and  how  hasBoman  Catholic  opinion  pro- 
gressed in  the  meantime  ?  Have  we  seen 
any  alteration  in  their  views?  So  far 
&<nn  there  being  any  alteration  in  that 


respect,  we  have  the  most  decided  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  Ireland  that  no 
endowment  whatever  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Boman  Catholic  Church.  In  the 
lace  of  that  fact,  however  benevolent 
and  however  just  in  theory  this  idea 
may  have  been,  X  cannot  help  feeling 
that  it  is  one  which  would  fail  in  prac- 
tice. On  this  point  we  have  a  most  ex- 
traordinary coincidence  of  opinion,  both 
from  the  Boman  Catholics  and  from  the 
Frotestante  of  Ireland.  They  both  unite 
in  condemning  this  scheme ;  and  while 
the  Protestants  declare  that  they  would 
sooner  lose  all  their  endowments  than 
that  one  farthing  of  them  should  be 
given  to  the  Boman  Catholics,  the  Bo- 
man Catholics,  on  their  side,  equally  re- 
pudiate such  a  project,  lie  question, 
then,  remains,  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  property  which  has  to  be  disposed 
of?  I,  for  one,  will  not  anticipato  the 
discussion  which  must  hereafter  arise  on 
this  subject,  if  your  Lordships  should 
not  agree  to  the  proposal  now  before 
you ;  out  I  cannot  help  saying  that  the 
Amendments  of  which  notice  has  been 
given  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
behind  me,  and  which  raises  the  question 
whether  it  is  advisable  or  proper,  before 
the  surplus  shall  accrue,  to  designato 
what  its  future  application  may  be,  will 
form  a  fair  subject  for  discussion  by 
your  Lordships.  I  am  not,  however, 
prepared  to  dissent  altogether  &om  the 
preposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
on  UiiB  subject,  whioh  I  think  may  be  a 
not  unsatisfactory  settlement  of  the 
matter.  So  far  as  concerns  the  proposal 
to  give  to  Boman  Catholic  reformatories, 
and  other  institutions,  which  are  tmder 
the  express  direction  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics, the  BiU  of  the  Government  la 
very  inconsistent ;  for  after  stating  that 
none  of  the  money  shall  be  apphed  to 
Uie  purposes  of  religious  teaching,  it 
proposes  that  some  part  of  the  flinds 
sh^  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Boman 
Catholics  for  teaching  in  Boman  Catho- 
lic reformatories,  and  surely  that  is  as 
much  as  devoting  them  to  the  purposes 
of  religious  teaching  as  it  womd  be  to 
give  them  to  schools  where  religion  is 
taught.  There  is,  however,  another  and 
perhaps  a  wider  view  of  the  matter. 
The  property  of  the  Irish  Church  con- 
sists of  bthea  and  what  may  be  raised 
from  the  sale  of  the  glebe  lands,  and  the 
Government  propose  that  the  tithes 
should  be  sold  at  fifty-two  years' pur- 
chase, which,  viituttlly,  is  a  sort  oinQuu 
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pocui  transactioii,  by  wliich  the  tithes 
will  ulttmatelf  lapse  into  the  pockets  of 
the  landoTuera.  It  has  been  contended 
that  this  is  the  great  blot  of  the  measure 
of  Her  Majes^'s  GoTemment;  but  I 
cauuot  eo  consider  it  myself,  because  I 
think  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
distributioii  of  the  property  has  been 
one  of  the  greatest  difficmtiee  wliich  have 
arisen  in  regard  to  the  Bill.  We  have 
bad  proposes  that  the  money  should  be 
employeil  in  loans  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  population  of  Ireland ;  that  it 
should  be  espeitded  in  the  reduction  of 
taxation  in  that  countiy ;  and  there  hare 
been  other  suggestions  which  show  the 
great  difficulty  which  exists  as  to  the 
distribution  of  the  surplus.  By  the  pro- 
posal of  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
money  will  return  to  the  pockets  of  the 
original  donors — the  owners  of  the  soQ 
— and,  I  think,  that  when  property  has 
been  given  for  a  particular  purpose 
which  is  no  longer  to  bo  ftilfiUed,  the 
best  and  simplest  mode  of  dealing  with 
it  is  to  give  it  back  to  those  feom  whom 
it  came.  I  have  only  one  word  more  to 
say,  and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  ulti- 
mate consequences  of  this  measure — 
consequences  which  may  possibly  be  very 
serious  and  dangerous.  We  should  not 
conceal  from  ourselves,  my  Lords,  the 
effect  which  this  example  m^  have  upon 
the  Established  Churches  of  England  and 
Scotland.  A  very_  great  chaii^  will  re- 
sult from  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Church  of 
Ireland  has  been  a  weight  and  a  drag 
upon  the  Church  of  England,  and  that 
the  removal  of  that  drag  would  give  the 
Church  of  England  more  strength  and 
vigour,  but  I  do  not  believe  in  liat  way 
of  looking  at  the  matter.  If  you  open 
the  sluice  gates  for  the  flood  you  may  be 
overwhelmed.  The  time  will  come  when 
it  will  be  impossible  to  resist  the  exam- 
ple which  has  been  set  by  this  measure, 
and,  unless  a  great  change  takes  place 
in  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  the  re- 
sult of  this  Bill  is  recognized  as  disas- 
trous instead  of  happy,  I  much  fear  what 
may  happen.  I  look  with  great  alarm 
on  this  principle  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment, and  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself 
that  the  Bill  may  lead  to  the  diseetab- 
lishment  of  the  Churches  of  England 
and  Scotland.  For  these  reasons,  though 
I  do  not  agree  with  Her  Mtn  eat^s  Govern- 
ment in  the  expediency  of  this  measure, 
I  shall  support  them  in  their  opposition 
to  this  Amendment. 

2^  Luke  o/MtrOorough 
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Visoount  Halipax  and  the  Earl  of 
Oasnabvon  rose  together,  and  there 
being  loud  calls  for  either  speaker,  both 
the  noble  Lords  remained  standing. 

Lord  CAIBNS  rose  to  Order.  Ho 
said,  their  Lordships  had  the  advantage 
of  two  Motions  before  them,  one  that 
Lord  Halifax  and  the  other  that  Lord 
Carnarvon  be  heard.  He  ventured  to 
sug^st  to  their  Lordships  whether,  ae 
this  was  the  first  time  Lord  TtH.lifa-r  bad 
expressed  a  desire  to  ^eak,  it  might  not 
be  convenient  to  give  him  precedence. 

ViscoiFNT  HALIFAX :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  for  having 
interfered.  I  have  not  yet  addressed  a 
syllable  to  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
this  Bill,  and  as  the  noble  Ea»  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  has  more  than  once 
had  the  opportunify  of  addressing  your 
Lordships,  I  thought  that  in  desiring  to 


do  BO  I  was  not  goihy  of  any  want  of 
courtesy  to  him.  I  wm  not  attempt  to 
follow  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  in  the  observations  which 
he  has  made,  and  which  would  have 
been,  I  think,  better  addressed  to  the 
House  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
And  I  certainly  will  not  argue  the  two 
proposala  which  he  made,  and  neither  of 
which,  I  believe,  will  be  acceptable  to 
your  Lordships — first,  that  the  whole  of 
the  surplus  should  be  put  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords ;  and,  se- 
condly, that  the  funds  should  be  held  in 
suspense,  to  become  the  subject  of  per* 
petual  applications,  till  such  time  as  the 
contending  parties  can  bring  their  con- 
tentions to  a  close.  Voting  as  I  did,  I 
should  be  glad  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
explanation  of  the  course  which  I  adopted. 
I  voted  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess  oj^site  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  os  he  fairly  put  it,  aa  part 
and  parcel  of  a  more  generous  mea- 
sure, the  first  part  of  which  was  in- 
trusted to  his  hands,  and  the  second 
has  been  moved  bv  the  noble  Duke  at 
this  side  of  the  House  (the  Duke  of 
Cleveland).  I  wish  distinctiy  to  state  that 
if  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess  hod 
been  one  and  alone  I  should  not  have 
vot«d  for  it.  I  should  not  have  voted 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess except  as  part  and  parcel  of  a 
large  measure  to  give  to  all  alike ;  and 
if  it  should  happen  that  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Duke  should  be  rqected  I 
shall  feel  myself  at  liber^  upon  the  Re- 
port to  vote  as  I  please  upon  the  pro- 
posal to  give  to  the  Froteetont  Choioli 
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alone.  I  am  for  giving  to  all  or  to 
none.  I  agree  generally  in  the  viewa 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  en- 
tertain upon  the  subject  of  this  Bill. 
I  entirely  agree  in  the  injustice  of 
continuing  to  endow  exdusively  the 
ministers  of  a  religion  which  is  that 
of  a  very  small  minority  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland.  I  believe  that  to  be 
a  wring  injustice  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land —  an  injustice  unexampled  in  any 
other  country,  and  only  forced  upon  the 
Irish  people  by  the  superior  power  of 
iWland.  We  cannot  be  surprised  that, 
as  long  as  that  state  of  things  continues, 
Ireland  should  be  diaaEFected,  and  we 
cannot  hope  for  contentment  there  until 
that  source  of  discontent  is  removed.  A 
good  deal  has  been  said  about  concur- 
rent endowment.  My  liorde,  I  find  in 
this  Amendment  nothing  worthy  of  the 
name  of  coucurreut  endowment,  and  I 
think  much  mischief  has  been  done  by 
applying  words  of  great  significance  to 
a  thing  of  very  small  dimensions.  What- 
ever my  opinions  may  be  in  favour  of  an 
endowed  as  against  a  voluntary  Church, 
no  question  of  that  nature  is  really  under 
discussion  at  present.  What  I  and  what 
your  Ijordships  have  to  consider  is  the 
question  of  some  small  endowment  in 
:&eland.  Now  I,  for  one,  am  not  pre- 
pared to  advocate  the  principle  of  con- 
current endowment.  Everyone  knows 
perfectly  well  that  a  Protestant  Par- 
liament would  not  consent  to  endow 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland, 
and  we  know  also  that  the  Bomau  Catho- 
lics would  not  accept  endowment.  It 
seems,  therefore,  perfectly  childish  to 
discuss  Uie  question  of  general  concur- 
rent endowment  on  this  occasion.  But 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
to  give  houses  and  some  few  acres  of 
land — a  garden  and  a  croft — to  the 
<=iergy,  and  to  ministers  of  the  other 
great  denominations  in  Ireland,  can- 
not surely  be  called  anything  like  en- 
dowments. The  arguments  which  are 
properly  used  against  general  endow- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  in  which  I  en- 
tirely concur,  are  misapplied  when  di- 
rected gainst  this  Amendment.  The 
principle  which  is  avowed  by  all,  as  that 
upon  which  we  are  to  proceed  in  deal- 
ing with  different  religions  in  Ireland,  is 
to  treat  them  equally.  This  is  not  a 
principle  avowed  by  this  side  alone,  but 
by  the  lato  Prime  Minister  twenty-five 
years  ago,  and  by  the  late  Government 
when,  through  Lord  Mayo,  they  pro- 


posed that  all  Ohuiches  should  be  equal. 
I  confess  that  I  heard  that  declaration 
with  joy,  because  I  thought  that  a  new 
era  would  commence  for  Ireland.  I 
must  admit,  however,  that  the  measures 
which  the  late  Government  proposed  were 
very  inadequate  to  produce  anything  like 
religious  equality  in  Ireland.  Where 
the  inequality  is  most  felt  is  in  parities 
where  the  Protestant  clergymen  is  paid 
bj|  the  State,  has  a  good  church  and  a 
fair  residence,  while,  as  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  told  us,  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  priest  depends  for  his  sus- 
tenance upon  the  contributions  of  his 
flock,  conducts  the  service  of  his  Church 
in  a  bam  or  in  the  open  air,  and  dwells 
in  what  is  no  better  than  a  hovel.  Can 
your  Lordships  feel  surprised  that  the 
Irish  people,  influenced  as  they  are  bv 
their  priests,  should  be  diasatisfied  with 
a  state  of  inequality  such  as  that?  I 
admit  fairly  that,  theoretically,  it  might 
be  equality  if  no  houses  were  given  to 
the  clei^  of  an^y  denomination,  and  if 
the  Protestant  mmistere  were  compelled 
to  buy  their  houses  as  Ihe  Boman  Ca- 
tholic det^  are.  But  while  this  might 
be  theoretical  equality,  I  do  not  think 
that,  practically,  in  the  sight  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  so.  Tou 
would  have  a  IVotoatant  minister  in  a 
good  house,  the  Boman  Catholic  priest 
in  a  hovel.  The  people  who  saw  this 
would  not  know  what  price  had  been 
paid  by  the  Protestant  minister.  He 
would  see  the  difference,  he  would  not 
ask  how  it  came  about ;  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve he  would  feel  that  the  minsters  of 
his  religion  had  been  treated  on  a  foot- 
ing of  equality.  If,  however,  you  place 
the  ministers  of  both  religions  upon  an 
equalify — I,  of  course,  indude  the  Pres- 
b3fterians — if  the  Boman  Catholics  see 
their  priests  in  decent  manses,  with 
gardens — it  will  then  be  patent  to  them 
tiiat,  thanks  to  the  Legislature,  the  prin- 
dplo  of  equality  upon  which  we  profess 
to  act  has  been  carried  out,  not  only  in 
theory  but  in  fact.  I  was  surprised  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Duke  that  in  Ireland 
the  feeling  is  that  this  plan  will  not  work. 
Now,  I  have  heard  opinions  expressed 
by  many  Irishmen  —  Protestants  and 
Cathohcs  —  landlords  well  acquainted 
with  the  country,  deeply  interested  in 
its  welfare,  and,  with  ihe  exception  of  a 
few  gentiemen  from  the  North,  whoso 
opinions  might  be  naturally  anticipated, 
and  they  believe  and  declare  that  this 
is  the  one  measure  which  would  bo 
ICommiilee — CJtme  28. 
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acceptable  in  Ireland,  and  wHch,  more 
than  any  other  meaanre,  would  pro- 
duce peace  and  contentment  among 
tiie  masB  of  the  people.  Your  Lor£ 
ships  mil  remember  that  ve  are  deal- 
ing with  an  Irish  question,  and  that 
we  are  dealing  with  Iriah  money ;  and 
upon  a  question  of  that  kind,  I  mink  it 
is  wise  and  politic  to  be  guided  by  the 
advice  of  tboee  Iriah  gentlemen  who  are 
best  acquainted  witli  the  question,  and 
who  have  the  deepest  interest  in  its 
satisfactory  settlement.  I  cannot  see 
that  the  Amendme&t  is  any  serious  in- 
&ingement  upon  the  principle  on  which 
the  GoTemment  have  acted  in  framing 
their  Bill,  or  that  they  are  precluded 
&on  adopting  the  advice  of  some  of  their 
best  &iends  on  this  subject.  Principles 
when  carried  to  an  extreme  are  apt  to  de- 
generate into  harshness.  The  question  is, 
how  we  can  best  attain  that  which  is 
considered  by  the  wisest  men  of  all  par- 
ties to  be  the  end  sought  for.  In  saying 
this  I  do  not  shut  my  eyes  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  Government,  and  I  do  not 
attach  much  importance  to  the  declara- 
tions which  have  been  quoted  to-night, 
because  they  were  made  without  that  full 
knowledge  of  the  subject  which  was  ne- 
cessary before  dealing  with  the  same. 
It  is  true  that  some  of  these  declarations 
appear  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  course 
now  proposed.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
indisputable  that,  though  not  bound  by 
these  assurances,  some  Members  of  the 
Oovemment  have  given  assurances  which 
are  in  conformity  with  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment.  But,  my  Lords,  let  us 
see  what  our  position  now  is.  We  have 
given  houses  and  glebes  to  the  Frotostant 
clergy.  Are  we  prepared  so  far  to  de- 
part &om  the  principle  of  e^^ali^,  upon 
which,  as  we  all  avow,  this  Bill  is  to  be 
based,  by  giving  lliese  advantages  to 
Protestants  and  not  to  Boman  Catholics  ? 
If  so,  do  you  hope  to  restore  peace  and 
content  to  Ireland,  when  the  only  ground 
of  Buch  a  hope  was  the  treatment  of  the 
Churches  of  Ireland  upon  a  footing  of 
equality  ?  I  am  well  aware  that,  in 
dealing  with  this  subject,  one  other  dif- 
ficulty presents  itself,  which  was  alluded 
to  h^  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  and  which 
consists  in  the  opinions  of  a  considerable 
number  of  the  supporters  of  the  Gtovem- 
ment  in  the  House  of  Commons — a  party 
strongly  opposed  both  to  Boman  Catho- 
licism and  to  endowments — I  mean  the 
Nonconformists.  We  who  know  what 
we  owe  to  their  exertionB  in  the  cause 
Fiscount  Saiifax 
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of  liberty,  both  civil  and  religi 
not  be  diqwsed  to  disregard  tiieir  reel- 
ings. But  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  this  country  knows  that  Eng- 
lish Nonconformists  have  never  served 
their  country  better  than  by  sometimes 
sacrificing  their  own  immediate  interest 
and  feeling  for  the  general  good.  If 
they  have  a  strong  feeling  upon  this 
question,  I  believe  they  never  could 
make  a  sacrifice  of  feeling  for  a  better 
purpose  than  in  supporting  a  measure 
uke  this.  If  it  be  true,  as  I  believe  it  is, 
that  all  moderate  Irishmen,  of  whatever 
party,  consider  that  some  such  plan  as 
that  now  before  your  Lordships  is  better 
calculated  than  anyothertopromotopeace 
and  good- will  throughout  Poland,  I  can- 
not but  think  that  the  Oovemment  and 
their  supporters  will  do  well  to  accept 
the  measure,  if  it  be  carried  by  a  large 
majority  in  this  House,  as  I  hope  and 
trust  it  will  be.  It  is  well  that  this 
measure  should  pass,  and  an  end  be  put 
to  religious  discord  in  Ireland,  and  if  it 
can  on^  be  done  by  the  sacrifice  of  some 
amoimt  of  feeling,  I  hope  that  the  sa- 
crifice will  be  cheerftdly  made  for  the 
Eromotion  of  that  which  we  all  have  at 
eart  —  the  peace  and  contentment  of 
Ireland,  without  which  the  Empire  will 
never  be  strong  nor  prosperous. 

Earl  Qbantille  and  the  Earl  of 
Cabnabvoh  rose  to  address  the  House. 
On  the  latter  giving  way — 

EablGBANTILLE  said:  The  noble 
Earl  op|Kisito  will,  no  doubt,  take  the 
same  une  of  policy  as  has  been  ad- 
vocated by  the  noble  Viscount  who 
has  just  addressed  your  Lordships,  and 
I  think  it  Is  time  that  some  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
explain  the  opinions  entertained  by  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Cleveland).  Much  as  I  shall  regret  voting 
against  any  propositLon  made  by  the 
noble  Duie,  uiat  feeling  of  regret  will 
be  increased  by  the  moderation  with 
which  he  expressed  himself  during  the 
greater  part  of  his  speech,  in  whidi  be 
enunciated  principles  with  whidi  I  en- 
tirely agree.  Indeed,  if  I  have  any 
fault  at  all  to  find  with  the  noble  Duke, 
it  is  on  account  of  the  humility  with 
which  he  consented  to  an  arrangement 
that  has  not,  I  think,  proved  very  satis- 
&ctory,  although  in  a  practical  point  of 
view  it  has  puzzled  some  noble  Lords 
with  respect  to  the  way  in  which  they 
should  record  their  votes.     I  am  also 
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iKttmd  to  say  I  also  think  Ma  Iminility 
Tfoa  mieplaced  when  he  so  very  much 
preferred  the  words  he  hae  moved  to 
those  which  he  originally  intended  to 
move,  for  it  really  does  not  appear  to 
me  that  the  Amendment  now  under  con- 
fiideratiOTi  ie  particularly  well  worded. 
I  will  make  but  one  criticism  upon  it. 
I  find  that  the  intention  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  give  to  the  Catholics  and 
Presbyterians  the  advantages  which 
would  be  offered  to  the  disestablished 
Ohurch  with  regnal  to  the  residencea 
and  glehe  lands  of  the  clergy.  With 
regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  applications 
are  very  properly  to  be  made  by  the  re- 
presentative body  of  that  Church.  The 
applications  on  behalf  of  Presbyterians 
are  to  be  made  by  the  General  Assembly, 
and  those  on  behalf  of  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics by  the  Soman  Cathohc  Prelates. 
Bnt,  as  &i  as  I  can  understand  the 
Amendment,  the  see  houses  and  lands 
proposed  to  be  g^ven  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Prelates  can  only  be  granted  on 
the  application  of  the  new  representative 
body  of  the  Irish  Church,  Therefore, 
as  uir  as  the  wording  of  the  Amendment 
goes,  I  think  the  noble  Duke  ought  to 
have  been  a  little  more  careful.  My 
Lords,  I  agree  personally  with  many  of 
the  principles  of  that  large  toleration 
vhicD  the  noble  Lhike  has  dilated  upon 
to-night.  With  respect  to  the  endow- 
ment of  the  Boman  Catholic  religion,  if 
circumstances  were  not  such  as  they  are, 
I  should  not  object  personally  to  some 
arrangement  similar  to  that  proposed 
by  the  noble  I>uie,  though  smaller  in 
degree ;  but  I  do  not  at  all  join  with 
him  in  that  la^er,  and,  as  it  is  con- 
sidered, that  statesmanlike  view  that 
by  endowing  the  Bomajt  Catholics  we 
should  obtam  a  sort  of  control,  partly  of 
a  political  and  partly  of  an  ecclesiastical 
character,  which  I  believe  nothing  on 
earth  would  induce  Uie  Boman  Catholics 
to  accept,  and  which  would  be  so  fatal  a 
power  to  possess  that  I  believe  it  would 
lead  the  Protestant  Qovemment  of  this 
country  into  a  contusion  and  a  mess  from 
which  it  could  not  possibly  extricate 
itself.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  that  I 
thought  the  very  superior  residences  of 
the  Protestant  clergy  ought  not  to  be 
compensated  for  by  equally  good  resi- 
dences for  the  Catholic  clergy.  Indeed, 
I  do  not  disguise  from  your  Iiordships 
the  fact  that  many  of  my  Collei^es 
have  publicly  stated  this  to  bo  their  opi- 
nion ;  bat  this  is  not  the  whole  consider- 


ation of  the  matter ;  it  is  not  for  a  Legis- 
lative  Assembly  or  for  a  Government 
merely  to  consider  the  question  exactly  as 
a  debating  society  woiJd,  and  to  discuss 
whether  certain  details  might  not  in  the 
abstract  be  better  than  others.  We  had 
to  consider — and  no  Government  in  this 
country  will  ever  succeed  in  carrying  a 
great  measure  unless  they  do  consider — 
what  are  the  wishes  of  the  nation  at 
large.  On  this  point  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever.  We  have  been  told  that  this 
is  no  question  of  concurrent  endowment. 
The  noble  Duke  said  that  what  he  pro- 
posed was  a  very  different  thing  from  con- 
current endowment ;  but  that  what  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Westbury) 
proposed — namely,  to  give  £2,000,000  to 
the  Boman  Cathohcs— -did  amount  to  en- 
dowment. I  confess  that  I  am  unable  to 
perceive  the  distinction.  If  you  propose 
to  give  not  only  to  the  Irish  Church,  of 
the  Aiture,  but  also  to  the  Catholics  and 
the  Presbyterians,  the  right  of  clauning 
from  you  residences  for  their  clergy  and 
gardens  comprising  ten  acres  of  hind,  I 
cannot  understand  that  that  does  not 
amount  to  an  endowment ;  and,  as  to  the 
sum  to  be  bestowed,  I  am  unable  to  see 
the  slightest  distinction  in  principle  be- 
tween paying  £500,000  or  £1,000,000 
or  £2,000,000  in  order  to  grant  such 
valuable  property  to  the  different  reli- 
gious homes,  lie  way  in  which  your 
Lordships  promote  this  Amendment  in- 
dicates to  me  that  at  the  bottom  of  your 
hearts  you  believe  that  the  concurrent 
endowment  you  recommend  is  entirely 
opposed  to  the  feelings  of  the  great  ma- 
jority '  'elsewhere, "  who  have  been  able  to 
carry  this  great,  but  much-blamed,  mea- 
sure, as  far  as  it  has  at  present  gone,  to 
so  successful  a  conclusion.  We  are  all 
aware  that  a  lai^  portion  of  the  people 
of  the  country  understood  tiiat  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government  sketched  out 
some  plan  of  concurrent  endowment. 
Well,  the  scheme  was  not  withdrawn  by 
the  late  Government,  but  entirely  denied. 
It  was  said  by  them  that  concurrent  en- 
dowment was  not  their  intention ;  and  I 
must  say  that  that  explanation  has  been 
confirmed  by  the  course  taken  to-night 
by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke 
of  Marlborough),  and  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns).  But,  if 
anything  can  be  more  clear  than  another 
it  is  the  use  that  was  made  at  the  elec- 
taons  of  the  supposed  scheme.  Indeed, 
now  that  the  electioneering  bustle  is 
over,  I  may,  perhaps,  say  that  it  was 
[  Oommitt»—Clmm  38. 
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TodieF  unfairly  used ;  bat  it  was  certainly 
one  of  Uie  weapons  by  means  of  whic}i, 
the  glorious  majority  in  &vour  of  the 
GoTemment  was  returned  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  Then,  when  the  Besolu- 
tions  were  under  discussion,  were  there 
many  voices  raised  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  favour  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment? I  certainly  am  not  aware  that 
there  were.  In  this  House  two  or  three 
noble  Lords  stated  the  opinions  they 
held  on  this  subject,  and  what  was  the 
result  ?  They  had  absolutely  no  support. 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleve- 
land) has  stated  this  evening  that  his 
Motion  is  contrary  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  fol- 
lowed him  (fiiQ  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol),  and  who  ai^ed  in  its  favour, 
admitted  that  there  was  a  little  difficul^. 
"Shai  difficulty  was  that  in  his  opinion  nei- 
ther the  constituencies  nor  their  repre- 
sentatives were  suf&ciently  educatm  at 
present — "prepared,"  I  think,  was  the 
word — to  agree  to  such  aproposal.  And 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Marlbo- 
rough) stated  in  uie  most  emphatic  terms 
that  if  we  had  adopted  at  the  time  of  the 
elections  the  c^  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment, the  verdict  of  the  country,  in- 
stead of  being  in  our  favour,  wonld 
have  been  exactly  the  reverse.  Now, 
what  has  happened  since  that  time  ? 
This  Bill  has  been  prepared  by  men  who 
understood  the  feelings  of  their  country- 
men, and  who  knew  it  was  impossible  to 
do  what  some  of  us  abstractedly  would 
have  widied  to  do.  That  Bill  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
did  not  pass  it  without  paying  great  at- 
tention to  it.  The  question  of  concurrent 
endowment  was  raised  by  some  few  hon. 
Members ;  but  as  soon  as  one  of  them 
sat  down,  another,  in  e^tactly  the  same 
position  as  regards  politics,  rose  to  en- 
tirely repudiate  the  idea,  and  by  the 
great  majority  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  a  strong  feeling  was  expressed 
gainst  the  proposed  change.  My  Lords, 
I  believe^and  I  never  said  anything 
with  more  sincerity  in  my  life — that  the 
great  maj  ority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
will  not  agree  to  such  an  Amendment  as 
the  present;  and,  when  we  find  so  many 
noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  side  of  this 
House  who  are  ready  to  vote  for  con- 
current endowment,  we  ought  not  en- 
tirely to  lose  sight  of  the  foct  that  in  the 
other  House  the  great  Conservative  party 
have  not  given  any  sign  in  favour  of  the 
{vopDsed  change.  I  admit,  indeed,  that 
.  £iirl  Grmviti* 


there  has  been  a  change  of  opinion  in 
this  House.  The  language  used  last  year 
by  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross-Bendies, 
(Earl  Oney),  and  by  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  table  (Earl  Bussell)  met  with  the 
chilliest  reception ;  but  now  the  same 
language  has  been  received  most  un- 
expectedly with  great  approbation  and 
applause  in  various  quarters.  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly rejoiced  at  this,  for  it  gives 
the  greatest  pleasure  to  notice  the  sig- 
nificant fact  that  even  in  this  House, 
which  is  somewhat  slow  in  adopting  new . 
ideas,  the  general  principles  of  equahty 
among  religions  are  more  widely  spread 
than  they  were  before.  Individually, 
too,  I  fe^  some  satisfaction  at  finding 
that  the  opinions  which  I  have  enter- 
tained so  long  should  have  met  with 
more  general  support  than  they  have 
gained  hitherto.  But  whether  it  will  be 
wise,  fkir,  and  statesmanlike  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  at  the  instance  of 
some  individual  Peers,  to  change  the 
policy  th^  have  adopted  with  regard  to 
this  Bill,  I  must  leave  your  Lordships 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  decide, 

Thb  •P.Atn.  OP  HABDWICKE :  I  was 
one  who  voted  against  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  because  I  thought  it 
went  to  destroy  the  Constitution  of  Eng- 
land in  one  of  its  most  important  fea- 
tures. I  think  that  if  the  great  revolu- 
tion is  to  commence  in  Ireland,  we  ought 
to  do  everything  in  our  power  to  eofton 
the  asperities  of  the  measure.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  think  that  while  we  are 
dealing  with  this  property  we  should 
endeavour  to  put  the  R^testant  Church 
on  the  best  possible  footing — that  we 
should  take  measures  so  to  soften  this 
policy  as  that  the  Protestant  Church  may 
reap  all  the  benefit  we  can  secure  for 
her.  I  should  like  to  see  the  tithe  rent- 
cha]^  and  the  other  property  of  the 
Church,  which  is  now  to  be  handed  over 
to  secular  uses  and  to  the  rehef  of  the 
county  cess,  again  used  in  the  service  of 
Almighty  God.  And  that  is  why  I  should 
wish  to  make  an  arrangement  by  which 
the  large  sum  to  be  realized  by  the  sale 
"  the  rent-charge  would  be  given  among 

e  various  religions  of  Ireland.  I  be- 
lieve that  by  that  means  we  should  gain 
for  the  Protestants  in  that  country  a  very 
large  slice ;  and  it  is  for  that  alone  that 
I  would  do  it.  It  is  not  that  I  am  very 
anxious  to  endow  Koman  Catholicism ; 
but  that  I  should  Uke  to  get  the  best 
terms  I  could  for  the  Protestant  Church, 
instead  of  this  property  being  devoted  to 
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secular  pnrpoeee.  If  the  question  now 
before  ua  were  merely  tlie  tddng  of  a 
portion  of  thiB  money,  and  building 
nouses  for  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy 
with  it,  I  would  TOte  for  it,  exceptina-  for 
one  thmg,  and  that  ie,  that  I  am  deeiroua 
as  a  Member  of  this  Houae,  to  agree 
with  my  countrymen.     I  feel  sure  that 

,  this  proposal  is  more  hateiul  to  the  peo- 

jde  of  England  than  anything  we  oould 
offer  them.  I  differ  irom.  them  ;  but  I 
think  that  if  the  measure  went  dowu  to 
the  House  of  Commons  with  this  Amend- 
ment in  it  they  would  reject  it,  and  great 
cooituion  and  difficulty  would  he  the  re- 
sult. I  must  therefore  vote  against  this 
Amendment. 
LoBD  ATHLUMNET  said,  ho  believed 

[  that  the  peace,  prosperity,  and  happi- 

I  neas  of  Irelaiid  would,  in  a  great  mea- 

sure, depend  on  the  manner  in  which 
their  Lordships  dealt  with  the  proposal 
now  before  them.  He  had  long  been  a 
friend  to  the  principle  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment ;  and  now  that  an  opportunity 
presented  itself  to  htm  of  giving  a  vote 
m  favour  of  that  principle,  although  ap- 
plied in  a  veiy  small  and  modified  form, 
he  oould  not  oonaistently  with  hia  own 

!  consdentioua  feelings  re&ain  &oni  em- 

bracing it.  And  really,  remembering 
that  that  was  a  measure  professedly  for 
the  pacification  of  Ireland — that  it  was 
meant  to  be,  as  had  been  said,  "  a  mes- 
sage of  peace"  to  that  country,  it  was 
astonishing  that,  in  that  discussion,  Ire- 
land seemed  altogether  to  be  loft  out  of 
sight,  and  they  were  considering  how 
they  should  please  this  person  and  that 
person,  this  constituency  and  that  con- 
stituency, just  as  though  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Iceland  were  of  no  ac- 
count. That  was  not  the  way  to  satisfy 
Ireland  on  that  solemn  occasion.  The 
great  reason  which  he  had  heard  urged 
against  the  adoption  of  tiiat  principle 
was  that  the  great  body  of  uie  Insh 

Ole — that  was  to  say,  tiie  Soman  Ca- 
cs,  represented  by  their  I^lates 
and  those  in  whom  they  trusted — were 
unwilling  to  receive  at  tjie  hands  of  the 
Parliament  of  England  any  endowment 
of  any  kind  for  their  Church.  But  their 
Lordships  should  recollect  that  they  now 
stood  on  a  totally  different  footing  from 
thaf  which  they  had  hitherto  occupied. 
They  had  now  taken  the  all-important 
step  of  disestabhshing  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland.  He  hsdvoted  forthe 
disestablishmrait  of  that  Church  with- 
out heotatioti,  but  still  with  much  pain ; 


'because,  by  many  whom  he  loved  and 
revered,  it  was  regarded  as  a  mortal 
blow  to  the  Chucrh  to  which  he  be- 
longed. Yet  he  believed  that  he  had 
voted  according  to  the  dictates  of  justice 
and  of  right.  The  Protestant  people  of 
England  would  never  have  submitted 
for  one  year  to  an  injustice  like  that  in- 
volved in  the  Establishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  had  it  been  inflicted  on  them- 
selves ;  and  now  they  were  endeavour- 
ing, in  that  matter,  to  do  to  others  as 
they  would  have  others  do  to  them.  It 
might  have  been  possible  in  pest  times 
' — in  Mr.  Pitt's  time,  and  petha^  later 
— to  have  endowed  the  Soman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland ;  and  perhaps  at  that 
time  the  Prelates  of  that  Church,  and 
those  who  were  trusted  by  the  people  of 
that  country,  might  possibly  have  ac- 
cepted such  endowment.  But  while  Par- 
liament was  hngering  and  refusing  to 
adopt  that  course,  the  Irish  people  were 
being  educated;  and,  being  educated, 
they  acquired  that  sense  of  independ- 
ence which  always  accompanies  educa- 
tion ;  and  as  long  as  the  Irish  Protest- 
ant Church  remained  established,  they 
never  would  have  received  any  endow- 
ment whatever  &om  the  British  Parlia- 
ment. The  common  phrase  was — "  Oh, 
pay  the  priests,  and  they  will  be  quiet." 
That  wss  not  the  way  to  settle  that  ques- 
tion. But  now  the  Protestant  Church 
was  disestablished — ascendancy  was  at 
an  end ;  the  Irish  Boman  Catholics  stood 
on  the  same  common  platform  of  reli- 
gious equahty  with  the  rest  of  their  fel- 
&w-subjecte,  as  far  as  regarded  any 
stigma  upon  their  religion.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  now  concerned  with  only  the 
very  minor  question  of  diaendowment. 
The  Protestant  Church  being  disestab- 
lished, if ,  in  a  spirit  of  frankness  and  of 
kindness,  they  were  to  say  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  Prelates  of  Ireland  —  "  Now 
that  ascendancy  is  at  an  end,  now  that 
the  stigniaof  inferiority  is  removed  &om 
you,  there  are  certain  funds  belonging 
to  the  State  for  rehgious  purposes.  WiU 
you,  widiout  any  onerous  or  improper 
conditions,  without  any  undue  interfe- 
rence— will  you,  as  our  fellow-subjects, 
now  accept  at  the  hands  of  Parliament 
such  a  sum  of  money  as  will  provide  for 
the  clergy  of  your  Church  suitable  re- 
sidences ? "  If  the  ofi'er  were  made  in 
that  spirit  and  manner,  he  believed  it 
would  not  be  rejected.  In  a  certain  sense 
that  might,  of  course,  bo  called  an  en- 
dowment ;  bat  it  was  so  only  in  an  indi- 
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rect  and  veiy  modified  way,  and  many 
of  the  stoutest  and  strictest  Irisb  Protest- 
ants 'would  not  oppose  it.  If  tlie  money 
were  to  be  given  directly  to  Itoman  Ca- 
tholic chap^,  such  persons,  no  doubt, 
would  resist  the  proposal.  But  if  those 
same  I^testants  were  told — '  'We  are  not 
asking  you  for  money  for  chapels,  nor  for 
a.  direct  contribution  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Koman  Catholic  religion 
in  any  way  whatsoever,  but  will  you  give 
Bome^iing  towards  providing  a  suitable 
residence  for  the  priest  of  thcjparish?" 
He  believed  that  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  the  Protestants  of  Irdand,  who  would 
not  subscribe  for  a  chapel,  would  gladly 
put  their  hands  in  their  pockets  for  that 
object.  They  were  standing  in  a  new 
position,  and  his  noble  Friend  proposed 
that  ttie  Boman  Catholic  priests  ^ould 
share  in  the  kindness  of  the  State.  He 
eonld  not  agree  in  the  sentiments  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down.  If 
those  sentiments  were  to  prevail  he  feared 
the  prospects  before  them  in  Ireland  were 
very  aluming.  But  he  did  not  beheve 
that  the  people  of  England  would  take 
the  view  of  the  matter  which  the  noble 
Lord  suggested.  He  behoved  that  if 
they  ex^ained  to  the  people  of  England 
what  it  was  they  asked  for ;  that  it  was 
not  a  grant  &om  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  be  expended  in  the  direct  encourage- 
ment of  Popery — ^if  it  was  explained  to 
them  that  all  that  was  asked  for  was 
that  Irish  money  should  be  expended 
in  providing  decent  residences  for  the 
priests  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  his  conviction  of  the  sense  of 
justice  and  fairness  of  the  people  of  this 
country  was  such  that  he  did  not  hoheve 
they  would  refuse.  He  believed  that 
they  would  cheerfiilly  assent  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  money  for  each  a  pur- 
pose. His  strong  and  decided  conviction 
was  that  the  success  of  this  measure,  as 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland,  depended 
upon  their  treatment  of  this  question. 
He  voted  in  the  majority  that  the  glebe 
houses  should  be  preserved  for  the  Pro- 
testants— he  wished  the  same  advantage 
to  be  extended  to  the  Boman  Catholics 
and  the  Presbyterians.  But  he  would 
say  this,  that  even  if  they  refused  the 
glebes  to  Boman  Catholics  and  Presby- 
terians, and  decided  as  they  had  decided, 
to  give  them  to  the  Protestant  Episco- 
mhans,  he  heheved  in  his  heart  that  the 
Bomon  Cathohcs  would  not  object.  The 
people  were  a  generous,  kind-hearted, 
andT  forgiving  people.  Since  this  Bill 
Zord  Athiu)im»]f 


had  been  brought  forward  he  had  never 
— to  the  credit  of  the  Boman  Catholics 
he  must  say  it — heard  &om  them  a  single 
word  or  song  of  triumph.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  had  heard  this — aye,  and  fifom 
the  lips  of  Soman  Catholic  priests  too^ 
that  they  would  be  sorry  to  see  the 
clet^ymen  of  the  Established  Church 
deprived  of  their  glebes  and  manses. 
Such  being  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
he  would  say  tiiis,  that  this  particular 
proposition,  beyond  any  other  that  could 
be  devised,  would  have  a  beneficial  effect. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  this  was 
the  only  measure  that  was  necessary,  or 
that  it  would  have  an  immediate  eSect 
on  the  tranquiUity  of  the  country.  But 
he  said  this,  that  this  measure  was  the 
necessary  and  indispensable  foundation 
of  every  other  measure.    It  was  in  this 

Xirit  liiat  he  would  vote  in  favour  of 
e  Amendment,  being  confident  that  the 
offer  would  not  be  remsed  by  the  Boman 
Catholic  priests.  But  even  if  the  offer 
were  reiused — though  he  trusted  it  would 
not  be  —  still  the  offer  would  be  kindly 
received  by  the  Boman  Catholics.  Above 
all  it  woiUd  be  kindly  received  by  the 
poor  mountain  peasant  who  was  devot- 
edly attached  to  his  priest,  and  to  whom 
it  would  be  a  source  of  joy  and  congra- 
tulation if  he  saw  a  glebe  and  a  email 
piece  of  land  set  apart  for  the  use  of 
riiB  priest  by  the  country.  He  apologized 
for  having  detained  their  Lordships,  but 
having  been  all  his  life  connected  with 
Ireland,  he  could  not  re&ain  from  ex- 
pressing his  opinion  on  this  measure,- 
which  he  believed  would  draw  closer 
than  ever  the  bond  of  union  between 
the  two  countries. 

Lord  CAIBNS  :  My  Lords,  when  this 
large  and  important  subject  was  intro- 
duced for  the  first  time  to  the  Commit- 
tee, I  did  not  venture  to  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  any  observations  upon 
it,  because  I  thought  it  better  to  reserve 
my  remarks  until  the  direct  issue  was 
raised.  I  now  desire,  in  the  first  place, 
to  enter  my  dissent  from  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Viscount  who  site  at  the  table 
(Viscount  Halifax)  when  he  said  that 
we  are  now  about  to  vote  upon  a  pro- 
position which  really  was  port  and  parcel 
of  the  question  upon  wluch  we  last  di- 
vided, and  that  it  was  impossible  to  af  opt 
one  without  the  other.  The  noble  Vis- 
count went  BO  far  as  to  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  who  sits  below  the  Gangway  (the 
Marquees  of  Salisbury)  had  proposed  the 
Amendmeat  upon  which  we  lately  di- 
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Tided  as  part  of  tin's  entire  propoeitioTi ; 
but  I  venture  now  to  repeat  that  I  at 
least  am  of  opinion  that  these  are  two 
entirely  dietiuct  propoeitione.  If  the  pre- 
sent queetion  had  not  been  proposed 
to-ni^ht  at  all,  I  venture  to  think  the 
division  upon  the  last  question  would 
Lave  been,  exactly  the  same  as  it  was. 
"We  supported  that  Amendment  on  its 
own  merits,  staadinff  alone  ;  and,  what- 
ever may  be  the  cxtnclusion  oome  to  upon 
the  present  proposal  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Oleveland),  I  venture  to 
think  the  merits  of  the  former  Amend- 
ment would  remain  entirely  unaffected. 
It  is  a  lingular  thing  that  when  we  are 
Borne  way  advanced  in  Committee  with 
this  Bill  —  a  Bill  which  has  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  after  some  three  months' 
discussion,  and  which  occupied  some 
amount  of  your  Lordships'  tmie  on  the 
Uotion  for  the  second  reading — and  we 
are  now  for  the  first  time  in  the  whole 
history  of  this  controvert,  I  might  al- 
most say,  if  the  subject  were  not  too 
serious,  at  the  fag  end  of  a  great  con- 
test, confronted  witk  a  proposition  which, 
as  regards  the  principle  on  which  it  is 
founded  and  the  extent  to  which  it  may 
be  carried,  changes  the  entire  face  of  the 
controversy  which  has  hitherto  prevailed. 
Now,  I  do  not  knov  whether  any  of  your 
Lordships  have  taken  the  trouble  to  con- 
sider, even  in  a  rough  way,  the  extent 
to  which  this  propoful  would  go.  The 
noble  Duke  who  introduced  it  said  it 
was  a  very  small  matter,  and  that  it  was 
not  -worthy  of  being  described  by  that 
sonorous  description  "  concurrent  or  in- 
discriminate endowment."  My  Lords, 
I  care  very  little  about  names ;  but  I 
think  we  had  better  understand  exactly 
what  is  the  substance  with  which  we  are 
invited  to  deal.  The  proposal  is,  in  the 
first  place,  to  provide  dwellings  and  ten 
acres  of  land  for  the  clergy  of  various 
denominations,  and  I  will  take  the  So- 
man Catholic  Church  first.  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  in  Ireland  there  are  1,000 
Boman  Catholic  parishes ;  the  division 
is  not  the  same  as  the  division  is  in  the 
Established  Church,  but  some  of  theee 
parishes  are  extremely  large.  It  would 
be .  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  duty 
of  the  whole  parish  could  be  done  by 
one  priest,  or  that  there  were  not  several 
congregations  in  the  same  parish;  but 
I  put  it  at  the  low  estimate  of  a  house 
for  each  parish.  Now,  the  proposition 
is  to  provide  glebes  Then  ^re  is  no 
VOL.  CXCVn.    [thied  bbbibs.] 


sufficient  place  of  residence.  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  there  are  no  re- 
sidences at  all  in  several  of  those  pa- 
rishes, and  only  poor  ones  in  many 
others ;  but  without  being  disreepectM 
to  any  denomination,  I  say  that  if  it  be 
given  out  that  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
years  sufficient  hoases  wiU  be  provided 
with  glebes  in  those  parishes  wnere  the 
houses  are  not  suf&cient  there  will  not 
be  a  parish  in  Ireland  where  you  will 
find  a  sufficient  ministerial  residence. 
Therefore,  my  first  calculation  that  1,000 
Boman  Catholic  residences  would  be 
asked  for  is  not  an  exaggerated  one ; 
the  congregations  that  receive  the  £e- 
gtum  Donvm  number  500 ;  and  thus,  for 
Eoman  Catholics  and  Presbyterians,  we 
get  1,S00.  But  noble  Lords  suppose 
tiiere  is  nobody  else  to  talk  about.  What 
about  the  Methodists  ?  They  are  a  re- 
spectable body,  and  very  numerous,  and 
as  well  worthy  of  glebes  and  residences 
aa  other  denominations.  The  Indepen- 
dents or  Congregationaliets  have  been 
overlooked;  ^ey  also  must  be  treated 
in  the  same  way.  What  about  the  Church 
now  established  ?  What  is  the  position 
of  the  congr^ations  of  that  Cburch? 
There  are  1,500  parishes,  but  only  about 
1,000  residences  and  glebes.  Therefore 
you  have  over  500  parishes  unprovided 
for;  and,  unfortunately,  these  are  the 
parishes  witli  the  largest  congregations, 
and  for  which  the  provision  is  most 
needed.  The  £ill  omits  all  considera- 
tion of  what  are  called  district  churches, 
whose  congregations  are  large,  and  for 
which  in  namly  any  instance  is  there 
a  glebe  or  residence.  All  Uiese  facts 
produce  in  my  mind  this  conviction — 
under  this  scheme  it  is  impossible  to 
imetgine  you  will  require  to  provide  a 
smaller  number  of  residences  and  glebes 
than  2,000  ;  and  I  believe  2,500  would 
be  much  nearer  the  mark.  If  you  re- 
member that  you  will  require  ten  acres 
of  land  for  each  residence  just  where 
land  is  most  valuable,  and  that  you 
must  build  houses  of  some  pretensions, 
I  do  not  thill  It  it  is  at  all  a  high  esti- 
mate to  say  that  the  annual  value  of 
land  and  house  may  be  put  do^m  at 
£60  a  year.  Take  2,000  or  2,500  glebes 
and  houses  worth  £60  a  year,  and  jou  get 
a  capital  sum  of  between  £2.000,000  and 
£3,000,000— nearer  £3,000,000.  which 
it  is  proposed  to  take  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Church.  Do  not  let  us  use  fine  names 
which  people  out-of-doora  will  not  un- 
derstand. They  will  understand  this  to 
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be  a  pnmsion  for  the  clei^  of  all  de- 
nominations to  the  extent  of  £60  a  year. 
If  you  do  not  call  it  concurrent  and 
general  endowment,  depend  upon  it  t1 
people  of  this  country  will.  I  cannot 
understand  those  who  say  that  £200  a 
year  is  an  endowment,  but  that  £60  a 
year  is  bo  smell  a  sum  that  it  is  not 
worth  the  name  of  endowment.  That  is 
not  a  theory  which  will  be  adopted  in 
this  country.  Therefore,  as  regards  the 
principle  of  this  proposal,  I  maintain 
there  la  no  difference  whatever  between 
what  is  now  proposed  and  a  general  pro- 
posal to  divide  the  whole  surplus  between 
the  different  denominations  in  Xreland. 
I  can  understand  the  ailment  that  the 
proposition  is  more  expedient  and  better 
for  the  various  denominations  than  one 
to  divide  the  surplus ;  but  in  point  of 
principle  it  is  much  the  same  tmng.  I 
never  disguised  my  own  opinion ;  I  am 
not  in  favour  of  indiscriminate  endow- 
ment. I  see  many  reasons  against  it ; 
and  I  own  frankly  I  have  not  heard  any 
reaaons  advanced  sufficient  to  alter  my 
opinion.  I  am  not  going  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  now  with  arguments  in 
&vDur  of  my  opinions,  or  ooservationfi 
to  show  the  fallacy  of  contraiy  opinion 
because  there  is  a  question  altogethi 
preliminary.  It  is  this — What  will  be 
the  effect  of  any  legislation  of  this  kind 
commencing  in  your  Lord  ships'  House, 
and  taking  the  form  proposed  by  the 
noble  Ihike?  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
who  presides  over  the  diocese  of  _., 
Davi<f  e  said  the  other  night  that  the 
whole  principle  of  this  question  was  long 
since  settle*!;  that  twenty  years  ago, 
when  you  assented  to  the  grant  to  Uay- 
nooth,  a  principle  was  adopted,  and  that 
this  was  nothing  more  than  following  up 
the  same  principle.  I  could  not  help 
thinking  at  the  moment  that  the  right 
rev.  Fr^ate  had  foi^tten  that  by  this 
Bill  we  were  winding  up  and  closing  the 
question  of  Maynooth ;  and  one  <m  the 
strong  reasons  for  winding-up  the  ques- 
tion of  this  Bill  is  that  ia  has  heen  found 
80  troublesome  and  it  has  caused  eo  much 
uneasiness  in  this  country  that  it  was 
quite  evident  that  when  the  ecclesiastical 
arrangements  of  Ireland  came  to  be 
considered  it  would  be  necessary  to  put 
an  end  to  the  grant  to  the  estabhshment. 
I  do  not  think  any  of  your  Lordships 
would  consider  it  a  wise  or  an  expedient 
thing  to  revive  the  Maynooth  agitation. 
I  foresee  that  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Ihike,  in  th«  present 
Lord  Cmmt 


state  of  &e  public  mind,  would  have  no 
effect  in  the  country  short  of  an  agita- 
tion similar  to  that  which  occurred  at 
the  time  the  Maynooth  Qmnt  was  made. 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  fairly, 
but  not  accurately,  referred  to  what  hap- 
pened last  year.  Lord  Mayo  made  a 
statement  in  the  House  of  Commons 
which  was  by  some  peiaons  held  to 
amount  to  an  opinion  expressed  in  &vour 
of  conciirrMit  endowment.  My  noble 
Friend  denied  the  justice  of  that  inter- 
pretation of  hia  words.  I  am  quite 
Srepared  to  admit  that  while  the  last 
ovemment  were  in  Office  th^  were 
responsible  for  words  uttared  by  any 
Member  of  their  body,  and  were  bound 
to  submit  to  any  fair  criticism  which 
might  be  made  upon  them.  I  am  equally 
free  to  state  that,  agreeing  with  my 
noble  Friend  that  the  intorpretatian 
placed  upon  his  words  was  an  unliur 
mtorpretation,  I  must  add  this  also, 
that  the  intorpretatian  represented  s 
polity  which  not  only  never  was  adopted 
but  never  woe  oonaidered  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  But  what  was 
the  consequence  of  that  construction  at- 
tempted  to  be  put  upon  the  words  of 
Ijord  Mayo  P  In  the  first  place  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  said  that  these 
words,  interpreted  as  he  interpreted 
them,  were  the  origin  of  his  Motion 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church. 
What  happened  at  the  elections  P  There 
was  hardly  a  speech  made  by  the  Prima 
Minister  in  the  oouniy  of  Lancaster  in 
which  he  did  not  refer  to  the  declaration 
of  Lord  Mayo,  and  to  his  interpretation 
of  it  I  and  in  which  he  did  not  hold  it  up 
to  the  people  of  the  country  as  a  declar- 
ation in  finvour  of  or  tending  to  concur- 
rent endowment,  and  in  which  he  did 
not  ask  for  support  upon  the  ground  and 
plea  that  he  was  opposed  to  any  policy 
of  that  kind.  Not  only  was  it  so,  but 
this  was  done  in  such  a  way  as  to  pat 
altogether  out  of  the  question  the  sug- 
gestion that  has  fallen  from  the  nolue 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down.  He  said 
that  what  the  people  were  afraid  of 
was  that  there  would  be  some  taxa- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment. The  whole  question  at  the 
elections  was  this^"  What  are  you  go- 
ing to  do  with  the  money  taken  fr^m 
the  Irish  Church  ?  How  are  you  going 
to  apply  the  surplus  P  "  Was  not  that 
question  asked  at  every  hustings  f  Was 
not  eveiy  candidate  pledged  to  oppose 
any  attempt  to  apply  any  portion  of  it 
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to  the  support  of  extj  reli^on?  The 
noble  Earl  said  Jalrlj  that  any  Liberal 
candidtite  who  had  eone  down  to  the 
eonntry  and  said — "I  am  for  diaeetab- 
liBhing  and  disendowing  the  Irish  Church ; 
but  I  will  give  compensation  for  May- 
sooth  and  the  Styium  Dotttun  out  of  the 
proceeds,  and  I  will  divide  the  remainder 
among  the  Tarious  denominationB  in  Ire- 
land," might  aa  well  have  returned  to 
London  without  going  to  the  poll.  Again, 
how  did  it  come  to  pass  that  this  qnes- 
tion  was  never  bronght  to  a  vote  by  any 
Amendment  proposed  in  the  House  of 
Commons?     I  fmly  believe  that  many 


'  the  House  of  Commons — 
and  I  daresay  on  both  sides  of  the 
House — in  a  private  room  would  say 
that  the  tendency  of  their  private  opi- 
nion was  towards  adopting  me  principle 
of  concurrent  endowment ;  yet  so  utterly 
hopeless  was  it  to  make  any  proposition 
of  the  kind  in  the  Eonse  of  Commons 
that  I  believe  no  Amendment  of  the 
kind,  even  if  one  were  put  upon  the 
Paper,  of  which  I  am  not  sure,  was 
ever  brought  to  a  vote  in  tho  progress 
of  the  BilL  The  right  rev.  Pr^te  (the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol)  said 
it  was  OUT  business  to  lead  public  opi- 
nion. That  is  not  the  principle  acted 
npon  aa  regards  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  and  I  do  not  think  your  Lord- 
ships professed  to  lead  pubhc  opinion. 
If  I  am  right  in  saying  that  this  whole 
matter  was  before  the  nation  at  the  late 
elections ;  that  the  verdict  of  the  coun- 
try was  pronounced  in  favour  of  those 
who  haa  declared  themselves  opposed 
on  any  terms  to  ooncurrent  endowment, 
it  is  rather  a  strong  proposition  to  say 
that  we  are  to  attempt  to  lead  public 
opinion,  not  by  speeches,  not  by  argu- 
ments, but  by  means  of  Amendments  in 
a  measure  of  this  kind,  introduced  at 
the  last  moment  after  it  has  passed  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  will  ask  you  to 
consider  this  —  Suppose  the  House  of 
Commons  were  to  reject  the  Amend- 
ment, what  are  you  prepared  to  dol 
Are  you  prepared  to  go  to  an  issue  with 
the  House  of  Commons  upon  this  Amend- 
ment— to  ask  the  country  whether  you 
or  the  House  of  Commons  are  right : — 
That  is  the  question  we  have  to  con- 
sider. It  is  not  whether  we  can,  by  our 
speeches,  lead  the  people  of  the  country 
to  think  that  our  matured  opinion  is 
right  and  theire  wrong,  but  whether  we 
can  persuade  the  country  we  are  right 
in  futering  this  measure  without  the 


country  having  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
press an  opimon  different  from  that 
which  it  has  already  expressed.  A  noble 
Lord  asked  last  night — '  *  Why  talk  about 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  "  And  he 
said  the  question  was  what  the  people 
of  Ireland  wanted  ?  Bo  far  as  ^  can 
learn,  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  are 
opposed  to  the  policy  of  this  Amendment ; 
and  I  have  not  heard  anyiJiing  which 
lustifiea  tiie  belief  that  the  Catholics  of 
[reland  are  in  favour  of  it.  Unfortu- 
nately— and  I  think  it  is  an  answer  to 
what  has  iallen  from  the  noble  Lord — 
by  the  constitution  of  this  country  you 
ore  obliged  to  legislato  for  Irdand 
through  the  medium  of  the  conetituen- 
dee  of  England  and  Scotland,  with,  of 
course,  Ireland  as  well,  and  yon  are 
obliged  to  be  guided  by  the  opinion  of 
the  constituencieB  of  the  three  countries, 
so  that  you  are  not  at  liberty  to  act  upon 
the  undivided  opinion  of  Ireland,  even  if 
you  were  satisfied  that  that  opinion  had 
been  or  could  be  obtained.  Now,  I 
would  ask  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
another  point,  one  connected  with  the 
surplus.  We  have  talked,  hitherto, 
about  a  surplus  as  if  we  were  dealing 
with  a  Budget  which  had  been  intro- 
duced in  happy  times  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exdiequer,  and  by  which  we 
should  have  a  few  millions  to  dispose  of 
in  any  manner  we  thought  proper.  But 
I  am  a&aid  that  is  not  exactly  the  case, 
and  I  want  you  to  consider  whether 
there  is  any  surplus  to  ccoue  &om  this 
Bill.  Now,  there  was  one  observation 
made  which  your  Lordships  nt^  remem- 
ber. Mr.  Gladstone  said  the  brst  ques- 
tion was,  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
revenue  of  the  Irish  Church.  He  said 
the  Commissioners  who  had  examined 
into  the  matter  had  put  it  down  at 
£600,000  a  year,  but  that,  he  thought, 
the  true  figure  would  be  about  £700,000. 
Personally,  I  think  die  safer  course 
would  be  to  assume  that  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  bestowed  very  great  care 
upon  this  subject,  and  who  had  mate- 
rials before  them  upon  which  to  form  a 
tolerably  accurate  opinion,  were  more 
likely  to  be  right  than  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. If  the  annual  revenue  is  £600,000 
the  whole  property  would  only  amount 
to  £13,700,000;  if  the  annual  revenue 
is  £700,000  the  amount  of  the  capital 
would  be  £16,000,000.  Now,  I  will 
assume  that  £600,000  is  the  true  figure, 
and  then  we  shall  have  a  capitel  of 
£13,700,000.  Now,  the  chaises  upon 
2  M  2      ICommitUf^ClavH  2S. 
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tliat  are  not  lese  than  £9,000,000,  bo 
that  your  surplus  could  only  amount  to 
£4,700,(100.  And  we  have  heard  of  such 
things  as  a  surplus  apparently  consider- 
able turning  out  to  be  very  much  less 
than  was  expected.  But  assume  that  you 
have  the  expected  surplus  of  £4,700,000. 
If  I  am  correct  in  my  conclusions  with  re- 
gard to  th  e  glebes  there  will  go  £3, 000, 000 . 
Then,  too,  as  the  matter  now  stands  the 
Commissioners  wiU  not  be  able  to  touch 
1».  of  the  property  for  two  and  a-half 
years.  The  first  things  they  have  to  do  will 
be  to  compensate  the  owners  of  life  inte- 
rests and  to  provide  for  all  the  expenses 
of  carrying  on  this  gigantic  operation  in 
which  they  will  be  engaged,  and  anyone 
looking  at  the  work  they  have  to  do,  the 
sales  they  have  to  effect,  and  the  length 
of  time  they  have  to  carry  things  over, 
will,  I  think,  acknowledge  that  I  am  not 
overstating  the  matter  when  I  say  that 
no  considerable  or  substantial  amount  of 
surplus  can  be  in  their  hands  and  be  at 
their  disposal  tn  less  than  &om  five  to 
ten  years.  Now,  I  ask,  is  it  a  wise  thing 
for  us  to  be  allocating  in  so  uncertain  a 
manner  a  surplus  that,  even  if  realized, 
will  not  be  in  our  hands  for  five  or  ten 
years  ?  And  how  can  you  tell  what  will 
be  the  state  of  public  opinion  five  years 
hence  ?  The  matter  will  not  be  in  the 
least  degree  more  settled  by  your  pro- 
ceeding at  once  to  allocate  this  money. 
Do  you  think,  supposing  you  determine 
the  appUcation  of  this  money  now, 
that  your  determination  wiU  be  allowed 
to  stand  supposing  at  the  end  of  five 
years  there  should  be  a  change  In  public 
opinion  ?  They  will  tear  your  arrange- 
ment to  pieces  and  will  laugh  at  yon  as 
they  would  at  a  man  who  writes  down 
what  he  will  do  with  his  money  ten 
years  hence.  Now,  in  arguing  this 
question,  I  have  not  stated  what  my 
opinion  is  upon  the  question  of  concur- 
rent endowment ;  but  I  will  frankly  state 
that  I  think  a  very  great  change  has 
occurred  in  public  opinion,  and  fliat  in 
the  metropofis,  and  I  may  even  say  in 
Parliament  itself,  there  has  been  a 
change  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of  con- 
current endowments.  I  will  not  ven- 
ture to  prophesy  either  one  way  or  an- 
other, but  it  is  very  possible  that  on  this 
point  public  opinion  may  be  matured 
and  brought  to  look  at  the  matter  in  a 
yery  different  light  from  that  in  which 
it  is  at  present  regarded.  But  if  you 
are  anxious  that  public  opinion  should 
be  brought  to  favour  your  view,  you  will 
■    Zord  Catrm 


only  thwart  and  injure  your  own  pros* 
pecte  by  attempting  to  force  this  princi- 
ple upon  them  before  they  are  prepared 
to  receive  it,  and  when  it  is  tolerably 
certain  they  will  not  agree  with  you.  It 
is  for  these  reasons  that  I  have  placed 
upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment,  which, 
though  this  is  not  the  moment  when  I 
am  to  propose  it,  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  pass  over  in  silence.  What  I  proposo 
is  when  we  have  gone  through  the  other 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  simply  to  provide 
that  the  surplus  of  this  property  should 
remain  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament 
hereafter.  With  this  view  I  propose  to 
remove  from  the  Bill  those  portions 
which  relate  to  the  application  of  the 
surplus,  and  to  omit  mim  the  Preamble 
those  words  which  have  been  so  gene- 
rally objected  to,  and  which  prescnbe  in 
what  direct  manner  the  Burplus  proper^r 
of  the  Church  shall  now  be  applied. 
The  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this 
measure  told  us  that  a  friend  had  said 
to  him — "Ton  may  get  on  very  well 
with  the  rest  of  this  measure,  but  you 
will  find  yourselves  in  difiiculty  as  boob 
as  you  get  to  the  surplus  clauses."  The 
noble  Earl  regarded  it  as  a  matter  for 
mgratulation  that  that  prophecy  had 
not  been  borne  out  by  what  had  oc- 
curred but  since  the  Bill  has  reached 
your  Lordships'  House,  the  noble'  Earl 
must,  I  think,  have  altered  his  opinion, 
because  no  portion  of  the  BiU  has  been 
subjected  to  more  criticism  than  that 
which  provides  for  the  fantastic  applica- 
tion of  the  surplus  that  I  have  described. 
Now,  my  Lords,  we  have  arrived  at  a 
stage  of  the  deliberatious  on  this  mea- 
sure when  we  have  got  rid  of  those  elo- 
quent perorations  in  which  its  charitable 
merits  have  been  so  much  vaunted  ;  but 
la  reality  it  is  in  aid  of  those  persons 
who,  if  left  alone,  would  have  to  provide 
for  these  charities  themselves.  There- 
fore, we  are  not  at  all  embarrassed  by 
any  of  those  moving  descriptions  of  the 
humane  effects  of  the  Bill  vrith  which 
we  have  been  so  frequently  favoured. 
We  know  what  it  is.  It  is  a  provision 
aid  of  the  county  cess.  I  would, 
therefore,  suggest  to  noble  Lords  who 
are  anxious  fliat  these  funds  should  be 
applied  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
noble  Duke,  whether  it  would  not  be 
really  better  for  the  present  to  suspend 
the  application  of  this  surplus  for  a  time. 
Let  us  see  what  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
ty is  upon  the  point.  If  it  is  in  favour 
of  the  noble  Duke,  depend  upon  it  tha 
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plaa  he  eogeeBte  will  be  adopted ;  if  it 
la  against  me  plan,  ite  postponement 
can  do  no  }iarm,  because  it  will  only 
offend  the  countiy  to  place  a  ptorision 
of  this  kind  in  the  Bill.  There  is  one 
other  observation,  and  only  one,  I  have 
to  make.  I  do  not  want  to  criticize  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke,  but  I 
desire  to  call  attention  to  the  utter  im- 

fracticability  of  the  plan  he  proposes. 
t  fails  to  deal  with  the  various  denomi- 
nations with  which  you  must  deal  if  yon 
are  going  to  adopt  a  policy  of  indis- 
criminate and  concurrent  endowment. 
Again,  has  the  nofale  Duke  considered 
what  is  to  be  done  with  this  property  ? 
Has  it  occurred  to  him  to  appoint  those 
to  whom  it  is  to  belong  ?  Is  he  going 
to  provide  that  these  various  endow- 
ments should  be  inalienable,  because  if 
that  is  not  the  case  they  may  be  turned 
into  money  the  next  day,  and  bo  all  his 
solicitude  about  the  hxed  and  settled 
comfort  of  the  ministers  of  the  various 
denominations  will  be  thrown  away  7 
Theee  are  all  matters  which  require  to 
be  considered  in  dealing  with  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  But  I  only  point  to  these 
things  for  the  purpose  of  directing  the 
noble  Duke's  attention  to  the  want  of 
finish  about  his  proposal.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly a  crude  proposal,  and  one 
which  might  have  been  as  well  sug- 
gested in  the  form  of  a  Besolution.  My 
objections  stand  on  a  broad  ground.  I 
do  not  say  that  public  opinion  may  not 
in  the  end  turn  out  differently  &om  what 
I  expect ;  but  I  think  that  the  proposi- 
tion 18  calculated  to  do  more  harm  than 
good,  and  therefore  I  must  give  my  vote 
against  it. 

The  Mabqdesb  of  SALISBURY:  I 
have  observed  that  the  proposal  now 
before  your  Lordships  has  been  advo- 
cated entirely  on  principle,  while  the 
various  obiectionfl  taken  to  it  have  all 
been  on  detail.  I  think  it  is  better  we 
should  take  the  issue  simply  on  the 
principle,  and  not  on  mere  questions  of 
machinery.  No  one  can  have  listened  to 
the  able  speeches  of  my  noble  Friends 
without  feeling  that  there  is  this  singular 
peculiarity  in  the  arguments  used  in  this 
debate — that  on  the  side  of  those  who 
support  the  Amendment  the  arguments 
all  went  to  the  substance  of  the  matter. 
They  all  relied  upon  the  benefits  which 
this  proposal  would  confer  upon  Ireland, 
and  upon  the  effect  which  it  would 
have  in  reconciling  the  Irish  people  to 
English   rule — in  converting  the  Irish 


priesthood,  by  no  forced  or  severe  means, 
into  friends  of  social  order  and  supporters 
of  British  rule.  They  pointed  out  the 
wretched  condition  of  the  pauper  priests 
of  a  pauper  population,  and  they  re- 
minded us  that  their  position  could  be 
raised  without  any  imposition  of  taxes 
on  the  people,  but  simply  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  large  surplus  already  at 
your  disposal ;  and  they  asked  wheUier, 
if  you  passed  over  such  real  and  terrible 
distress,  which  it  is  in  your  power  to 
alleviate,  you  will  not  be  inflicting  a 
deeperinsult  and  injury  than  that  wmch 
it  IS  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  remove  P 
This  has  been  the  character  of  the  ail- 
ments addressed  to  you  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  and  they  have  been  en- 
forced HO  ably  by  the  noble  Lords  who 
have  used  them,  that  I  should  be  wast- 
ing your  Lordships'  time  and  patience  if 
I  were  to  attempt  to  travel  over  the 
ground  again.  But  what  has  been  said 
on  the  other  side?  Has  any  statesman 
got  up  and  said  the  poH^  of  concurrent 
endowment  is  wrong  ?  Has  any  states- 
man stood  up  and  said  that  the  policy  of 
concurrent  endowment  is  inexpedient? 
Has  anybody  stated  the  opinions  of 
any  distinguished  statesman  against  it  ? 
Have  we  not,  on  the  contrary,  had  a 
most  extraordinary  uaiwifl  of  distinguished 
opinion  in  favour  of  it  ?  The  names  of 
those  who  were  ever  used  to  walking  in 
the  paths  of  conserving  ancient  insti- 
tutions ;  the  names  of  those  who  cer- 
tainly never  supported  any  revolutionary 
changes ;  the  names  of  Pitt,  of  Caatle- 
reagh,  of  "Wellington  and  Peel,  can  be 
quoted  in  support  of  this  proposal,  not 
to  mention  a  host  of  living  men;  and 
can  anyone  say  that  the  principle  is  in- 
expedient or  wrong  ?  TJiere  has  been 
one  string,  and  only  one,  on  which  those 
who  oppose  the  Amendment  have  harped 
— namely,  that  it  would  not  please  the 
constituencies  of  the  country.  My  noble 
and  learned  Priend  (Lord  Caima)  met 
the  point  frankly,  after  his  wont,  and 
said  that  we  should  be  acting  incon- 
sistently with  the  principle  on  ^rtiich  we 
read  the  BiU  the  second  time  if  we  did 
not  recognize  and  abide  by  the  opinion 
of  the  constituencies  against  concurrent 
endowment.  Now,  I  was  one  of  those 
who  voted  for  the  second  reading  on  the 

found  of  the  verdict  of  the  nation.     But 
must  for  myself  protest  that  I  never 
intended  any  such    application  of  that 
vote  as  that  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  made.    I  do  jiot  look  merely 
[^Committee — Clauie  28, 
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to  the  verdict  of  the  nation  as  detivered 
at  the  electioa,  though  I  fully  acknow- 
ledge that  aa  one  element  for  our  con- 
raderation.     But  I  Tenture    to  take   a 


further  and  a  vider  r 
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ask  what  are  the  grounds  upon  which 
opinion  ia  formed — what  is  me  feeling 
among  the  educated  class?  Whether 
in  any  quarter  of  the  political  horizon  I 
could  see  the  signs  of  a  different  feeling, 
or  whether,  indeed,  the  spirit  of  the  age 
was  against  us,  and  there  was  no  appear- 
ance of  our  Tiews  being  adopted  P  will 
anyone  tell  me  that  3ie  "No  Popeiy" 
cry  is  the  goal  towards  which  the  nation 
is  travelling  1  That  ia  a  feeling  which 
has  influenced  many  parte  of  our  hiBtorr, 
and  which,  no  doubt,  is  powerfiil  still ; 
but  will  anyone  say  that  it  is  on  the  in- 
crease, or  that  it  is  likely  at  any  future 
election  to  govern  the  policy  of  the 
country,  or  to  decide  the  councils  of 
statesmen?  Is  not  the  case  precisely 
the  reverse  ?  I  believe  that  feeling  to 
be  old  and  decayed,  though  undoubtedly 
it  once  existed ;  but,  on  the  contary,  I 
think  the  opposite  feeling,  embodied  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Buke  {the 
Ihtke  of  Cleveland^  is  a  young  and  a 
growing  one.  It  is  the  opinion  enter- 
tained almost  universally  among  those 
classes  of  society  where  opinion  is  formed, 
and  from  which  it  extends  down  to  the 
masses.  Nothing  is  more  remarkable 
than  the  graduu  fiviing  away  of  that 
"  No  Popery"  feeling  which  used  tc 
be  so  powerful.  Anybody  who  recol- 
lects even  the  state  of  pubHc  agitation  at 
the  time  of  Papal  aggression,  and  the 
violence  that  marked  it,  and  compares  it 
with  the  feeling  of  the  present  day  in 
regard  to  Boman  GathoLcism,  will  be 
struck  by  the  enormous  change  that  has 
taken  place.  My  noble  Friend  has  said 
that  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
in  London  society,  opinion  is  advancing 
rapidly  in  favour  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment. This  case  is  not  a  hopeless  one. 
On  the  contrary,  every  year  ados  strength 
to  it.  The  question  then  arises — what 
is  the  duty  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
in  respect  of  tiiis  question  ?  I  &ankly 
own  that  I  think  the  opinion  of  the  con- 
stituencies has  been  over-rated  on  this 
point.  We  do  not  allow  for  the  play 
and  exigencies  of  our  electioneering  ma- 
chinery. We  have  a  lai^  niimber  of 
voters  probably  equally  divided  between 
the  two  parties  of  the  IJtate,  and  attached 
to  them  by  habit  and  feeling,  but  not 
ouing  very  keenly  for  politiou  opinions. 
2^  Marfttn*  of  SiUUhuTjf 


Between  them  come  those  people  who 
have  strong  opinions,  and  who  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  join  the  standard  of  that 
canmdate  who  will  swallow  their  parti- 
cular Shibboleth.  Now,  I  believe,  the 
Nonconformists  have  acted  on  this  ques- 
tion just  in  the  manner  which  is  so  umi- 
liarto  usin  the  case  of  what  is  called  the 
Permissive  Bill.  They  go  to  &  cuidi- 
date  and  say  — "  Take  our  ciy  or  renounce 
our  support;"  and  the  candidate,  who 
finds  no  counter  enthusiasm  on  the  other 
side,  is  obliged  to  accept  the  condition  on 
pain  of  losing  the  seat.  But  it  is  quite  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  opinions  of 
persons  who  may  possess  such  influence  as 
that  at  elections  represent  to  a  large 
extent  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
country.  Well,  what  is  the  duty  of  the 
Rouse  of  Lords  in  this  case  ?  I  do  not 
address  myself  to  those  who  have  con- 
scientious objection  to  the  Amendment. 
I  leave  them  to  reconcile,  as  best  they 
may,  with  their  opinions  the  fact  that 
we  edso  sustain  in  our  colonies  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion,  that  a  large  grant  is 
annually  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer for  the  support  of  a  Boman  Catholic 
educational  institution — nay,  that  all  the 
surplus  of  the  Bill,  as  at  present  con- 
structed, will  infallibly  go  into  the  hands 
of  monks  and  ntms.  But  those  noble 
Lords  who  believe  in  their  hearts  that 
the  Amendment  is  right  are  oppressed, 
perhaps,  by  the  fear  that  the  constitu- 
encies wiU  not  accept  it,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  will  reject  it.  I  wiU  ask 
them  to  consider  whether  that  is  taking 
a  feir  and  proper  view  of  the  function  of 
the  House.  I  do  not  ask  whether  the 
Qovemment  will  accept  the  Amendment 
or  not.  If  the  Government  be  got  into 
difficultiesby  making  electioneering  pro- 
mises that  they  ought  not  to  have  made, 
it  is  not  our  business  to  extricate  them ; 
nor  do  I  ask  whether  this  Amendment 
will  he  santioned  is  the  first  instance, 
not  know  if  the  House  of  Commons 
will  take  upon  itself  the  responsibili^  of 
jeopardizing  the  Bill  rather  than  accept 
the  Amendment.  I  believe  that  that 
would  be  an  enormous  reeponshilitv  ibr 
them  to  assume,  knowing,  as  we  all  do, 
that  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
Members  is  really  in  favour  of  the  policy 
of  the  Amendment.  But,  whatever  thq 
course  they  might  adopt,  I  venture  to 
remind  your  Lordships  that  unless  yon 
raise  a  standard,  you  cannot  expect  men 
to  flock  to  it — unless  you  have  the 
courage  to  sot  upon  your  (^pinions,  yoD 
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oannot  expeot  them  to  prevail.  I  am 
sure  that  the  shadow  of  an  opinion  in 
tbisooontry  falls  apon  meu'e  minda  long 
aft«r  the  substance  and  life  of  it  have 
passed  sva; ;  and,  if  jm  wish  to  dispel 
this  evil  spectre  of  tie  "No  Popery" 
ery,  yoa  must  be  courageous.  Some  one 
must  "  bell  the  cat."  If  you  wish  your 
oountrymen  to  consider  this  question 
fiurly,  you  must  feirly  bring  it  nnder 
their  notice.  This  is  the  duty  and  funo- 
tioD  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Your  maxim 
should  be — "Be  just,  and  fear  not." 
For  myself,  whatever  may  be  the  opinion 
of  noble  Lords,  I  cannot  ref^ise  my  vote 
for  the  Amendment,  'which  I  believe  to 
be  just  in  itself;  which,  to'my  mind,  is 
the  only  one  that  opens  any  t4derable 
hope  of  pacifying  Ireland ;  and  which, 
in  my  opimon,  is  the  only  one  Uiat;  gives 
any  oompensadtm  for  the  motley  evils 
wluch  I  believe  the  Bill  will  bring  upon 

ThxEaklofKOCBEIELET:  Iwish, 
my  Lords,  very  briefly  to  state  why  I 
entirely  oononr  in  the  course  taken  by 
the  Government  with  reference  to  the 
questiQii  now  under  our  consideration. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Uarquess  of 
Salisbury)  has  spoken  with  great  force 
«B  to  the  progress  of  opinion  with  re- 
spect to  it.  In  dealing  with  it — and  it 
is  a  question  on  which,  as  having  had 
charge  for  a  time  of  the  Gktvemment  of 
Ireland,  I  have  much  reflected — I  am 
bound  to  confess  that  it  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  probably  the  wisest  and 
safest  mode  of  settling  this  difScnlt  sub- 
ject to  have  recourse  to  what  is  called  a 
scheme  of  concurrent  endowment.  The 
question  is  one,  I  may  add,  which  was 
niUy  discussed  before  the  present  Bill 
was  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
the  country.  In  1866  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Bencbes 
(Earl  Ghey)  brought  the  subject  before 
this  House,  when  he  made  a  Motion  by 
which  he  proposed  to  your  Lordships  an 
elaborate  scheme  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment. That  scheme,  however,  met  with 
no  support  in  the  country.  Again,  in 
1867,  my  noble  Friend  who  formerly 
hdd  the  Office  of  Prime  Minister  (Eaxl 
fioBseU)  brought  the  question  again  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  House.  He, 
too,  contemplated  a  system  of  concurrent 
endowment,  and  I  voted  with  him  on 
that  occasiooi ;  but  we  were  but  38,  and 
tinre  was  a  majority  of  52  against  us. 
I  supported  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
groond  that  I  thought  his  Motion  af- 


forded a  very  fair  opportunity  of  trying 
the  pulse  of  the  country  on  the  subject. 
I  entirely  differ  from  those  who  i:i'init 
that  the  opinion  of  the  country  has  been 
favourable  to  the  scheme  of  concurrent 
endowment.  It  seems  to  me  that  you 
fail  into  a  grave  error  when,  in  dealing 
with  a  question  of  this  kind,  you  pay 
regard  merely  to  the  private  conversa- 
tions or  the  private  opinions  of -men, 
however  eminent,  and  cite  them  in  sup- 
port of  your  argument  as  (gainst  pubUc 
demonstrations  of  opinion.  What  has 
been  the  course  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
imon  this  question?  The  noble  Duke 
the  late  President  of  the  Council  (the 
Duke  of  Marlborough)  referred  to-night 
to  a  resolution  which  was  passed  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  Prelates  on  the  subject 
in  1867.  I  will  not  go  back  so  far. 
Observe  what  occurred  quite  lately. 
There  has  been  a  meeting  of  the  prin- 
cipal members  of  the  Esteblished  Church, 
and  they  have  declared  against  concur- 
rent endowment.  Then,  r^ain,  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Presbyterian  Assembly 
within  a  few  days,  it  was  in  the  most 
decided  terms  declared  that  in  no  fwm 
or  shape  would  they  consent  to  a  pro- 

r>salfc«  "levelling  up,"  as  it  is  termed. 
am  not  now  saying  whether  they  are 
wise  or  not  in  adopting  this  course ;  but 
I  must  look  to  these  authoritative  meet- 
ing, rather  than  to  the  expression  of 
private  opinions,  to  ascertain  the  views 
of  the  country  on  the  subject.  And  now 
let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider 
for  a  moment  whether  the  general  course 
of  opinion  throughout  the  world  is  in 
fovour  of  concurrent  endowment.  What- 
ever may  be  our  o|Hmous  or  our  natural 
desire  to  maintain  the  Established  Church 
in  this  country — and  I,  for  one,  as  a 
member  of  it,  most  earnestly  desire  to 
see  it  maintained  —  I  cannot  conceive 
how  anyone  who  watches  the  changes  of 
opinion  in  the  world  can  fail  to  observe 
that  that  opinion,  instead  of  being  in 
favour  of  general  endowment,  is  tondjng 
more  and  more  towards  the  voluntary 

fstem.  To  turn  that  current  of  opinion 
believe  to  be  beyond  even  the  great 
abilities  of  the  noble  Marquess,  ana  the 
great  authority  of  this  House.  The 
noble  Marquess  has  alluded  to  the  "  No 
Popery"  cry,  andhassaidlhat  he  thinks 
it  is  fast  fading  away.  In  that  respect 
I  agree  with  him  ;  but  if  you  wish  to 
jH«vent  that  diminution  of  fanaticism  at 
which  I,  for  one,  greatly  rejoice,  and  to 
retard  the  progress  of  toleration,  yoa 
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can,  I  venture  to  say,  take  no  "better 
course  to  secure  your  object  than  to  pass 
tMs  Amendment.  Depend  upon  it,  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  feel 
really  upon  this  subject.  I  regret  that 
feeling  shoidd  prevau  as  it  does  in  some 

auarters  ;  but  you  must  not  look  upon 
le  Tiewa  of  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland  on  the  question  as  mere  fanati- 
cism and  bigotry.  Those  views  are 
deeply  connected  with  our  Protestant 
institutions,  and  wise  men  and  states- 
men ought,  I  think,  to  hesitate  to  con- 
firont  them  directly,  while  they  continue 
to  exist.  There  is  one  other  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  advert  before  I  sit  down. 
The  noble  Uarquess  opposite  appealed 
to  the  great  names  of  Pitt,  Fox,  the 
Dtike  of  Wellington,  and  Sir  Eobert 
Feel  in  support  of  hie  argument.  Now, 
I  have  great  respect  for  the  authority  of 
those  great  men.  I  have  studied  their 
opinions  on  this  subject,  and  I  have 
been  greatly  influenced  in  m;  opinion 
by  them ;  but,  ia  it  not  somewhat  re- 
markable that,  notwithstanding  the  high 
positions  which  they  occupied  in  the 
councils  of  their  country,  their  great 
power,  and  the  eloquence  which  they 
were  able  to  bring  to  bear  in  support  of 
their  views,  they  were  totally  unable  to 
carry  into  practice  their  opinions  on  this 
Question  ofeoncurrent  endowment?  Why, 
then,  my  Lords,  may  we  not  plead  the 
same  reason  which  prevented  them  from 

g'ving  effect  to  their  views,  and  acknow- 
ige  that  we  are  obliged  to  look  to  the 
general  wish  of  the  nation  ?  In  dealing 
with  a  matter  of  this  kind  you  must  look 
at  the  measure  as  a  whole,  and  this 
Amendment  concerns  but  a  small  detail. 
But,  although  a  detail,  it  is  not  con- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
your  Lordships  will  not,  I  hope,  there- 
fore, adopt  it. 

Earl  ETJSSELL  :  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  before  the  House  goes  to  a  divi- 
sion, for  I  own  I  look  upon  this  as  a 
most  important  question.  We  must  re- 
collect that  in  dealing  with  it  we  do  not 
stand  in  the  same  position  as  we  did  at 
the  beginning  of  tne  evening.  A  great 
change  has  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
by  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  whioh,  in  fact,  adds  £100,000 
to  tte  £200,000  that  was  before  pro- 
posed to  be  g^ven  to  the  disestablluied 
Protestant  Church.  A  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Denbigh),  who  is  veiy  much  at- 
tached to  the  noble  E^l  (the  Earl  of 
The  Earl  ofZimitrlty 


Derby)  opposite,  wrote  to  him  a  letter 
last  year,  publicly  declaring  that  he  was 
obliged  to  separate  from  hie  political 
course  upon  the  Suspensory  Bill,  inas- 
much as  the  contrast  between  the  position 
of  the  Protestant  and  Boman  Catholic 
clei^jmen  was  odious  and  offensive  in 
his  eyes.  Your  Lordships  are  told  that 
if  you  do  not  reject  this  Amendment 
serious  consequences  will  ensue.  But 
if  you  do  reject  it,  after  adding  to  the 
endowment  of  the  Protestant  Churdi, 
what  will  happen?  In  the  eyea  of 
the  Koman  Catholics  of  Ireland  this 
will  be  the  position — that  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  Government  pro- 
posed a  considerable  endowment  for  the 
purpose  of  famishing  retddencee  and 
glebe  lands  to  the  Protestant  clergy, 
while  the  Government,  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  House  of  Lords  re- 
fused  to  give  any  money  whatever,  or 
any  part  of  tho  large  surplus  which  they 
declare  to  be  in  llieir  control,  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  residences  for  the 
parTsh  priests  of  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland.  When  the  announcement  goes 
to  Ireland  that  such  is  the  determination 
of  the  Government,  aggravated  by  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords,  what 
can  it  produce  but  a  new  sense  of  degra- 
dation—  a  new  feeling  of  bitterness 
gainst  the  Government  of  England, 
that  acts  in  a  manner  so  unequal  ?  To 
announce  to  the  parish  priests  that  not 
Id.  will  be  given  to  benefit  their  con- 
dition, while  you  are  dealing  liberally 
and  generously  with  the  clergy  of  another 
and  smaller  denomination  must,  I  say, 
be  productive  of  very  great  evils  in  Ire- 
land. What  it  was  hoped  would  provs 
a  message  of  peace  will,  in  reality,  ag> 
gravate  the  bitterness  that  exists.  Much 
stress  has  been  laid  to-night  upon  ^e 
word  "endowment,"  but  the  word  is 
misapplied  when  it  is  used  in  reference 
to  this  proposal.  This  is  quite  clear, 
that  a  Church  which  is  separated  from 
the  State,  hut  accepts  a  certain  number 
of  glebe  houses  for  its  parish  priests, 
cannot  be  called  either  an  endowed 
or  an  Established  Church.  Under  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  0eveland)  neither  the  pre- 
sent Church  of  Ireland,  the  Boman 
Catholic,  nor  the  Presbyterian  Church 
would  be  established  or  endowed;  and 
it  would  be  contrary  to  all  ordinary 
words  of  speech  to  treat  them  so.  No- 
body calls  the  Boman  Catholic  Church 
endowed  because  it  has  the  grant  to 
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Kajnooth ;  and  nobody  calls  llie  Pree^ 
b3^eriaa  an  endowed  Church  hecauee  it 
has  the  Regium  Donum.  But  I  say  the 
effect  of  caiTjiDg  this  Amendment  would 
be  to  spread  a  feeling  of  satidaction 
throughout  the  Soman  Catholic  body, 
clergy,  and  laity,  for  the  parish  priests 
of  £elaitd  would  then  say — "  We  are  no 
longer  n^lected  or  frowned  upon;  we 
are  uo  longer  excluded  &om  measures 
of  justice ;  our  houses  are  comfortable, 
and  we  ourselves  are  treated  with  fair- 
ness." My  Lords,  there  ie  one  thing 
more.  The  topic  has  been  much  in- 
sisted upon  that  Ministers  have  no  free 
will  in  the  matter,  and  are  bound  by  the 
result  of  the  last  election.  There  have 
been  Ministers  in  former  times,  who  by 
dissolving  Parliament  have  suddenly 
obtained  great  majorities  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  was  done  by  Mr. 
Pitt,  it  was  done  by  Lord  Grey,  it 
was  done  by  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  and  by 
Lord  Falmerston ;  but  I  hare  always 
thought  that,  on  those  occasions,  the 
General  Elections  having  been  advised 
by  bigh-minded  men,  these  great  Minis- 
ters were  not  thereby  placed  in  a  posi- 
tiou  of  degradation,  but  that  a  large 
and  geaerous  confidence  was  given  to 
them  by  the  people  of  England.  Kow, 
mj  belief  is  that,  when  the  election  was 
hdd  last  November,  a  similar  confidence 
was  extended  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  had 
declared  that  he  meant  to  disestablish 
and  disendow  die  Church,  and  not  to 
erect  any  new  Church  in  its  place.  To 
that  pohcy  the  people  of  England  will 
expect  him  to  be  faithful,  and  no  doubt 
he  will  be ;  but  the  people  of  England 
never  insisted  on  his  introducing  a  new 
kind  of  penal  exclusion,  making  the 
Catholic  priesthood  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  moro  bitterly  offended  than  ever 
they  were  before.  I  believe  further, 
that  if,  after  this  measure  were  passed, 
the  state  of  Ireland  became  worse  than 
before  the  people  of  thie  countiy  would 
reproach  the  Government  with  die  step 
which  they  had  taken,  and  would  not 
accept  the  plea  that  the  mischief  was 
done  in  following  out  the  orders  of  the 
people  themselves.  And  if  your  Lord- 
ships camo  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
for  the  peace  and  welfare  of  Ireland  that 
by  some  solid  proof  the  Catholic  people 
and  priesthood  should  be  led  to  feel  that 
they  were  hereafter  to  receive  equal  jus- 
tice and  to  be  well  governed,  so  far  from 
being  blamed  for  what  they  bad  done, 


the  Government  would  receive  that  re^ 
ward  which  would  be  justly  due  to  Minis- 
ters who  had  healed  the  wounds  of  many 


The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  I  venture 
to  ask  your  Lordships  to  allow  one  of 
the  Bench  on  which  I  sit  to  say  a  very 
few  words  in  explanation  of  the  vote  I 
am  about  to  give.  In  voting,  as  I  in- 
tend to  do,  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland),  I 
cannot  profess  that  I  do  so  with  any  de- 
sire whatever  of  advancing  the  Iloman 
Catholic  priests  of  Ireland.  But  I  think 
there  are  three  very  important  points  to 
consider,  and  I  earnestly  desire  your 
Lordships  to  consider  them :  they  are 
these,  that  in  the  Boman  Cathoho  faith 
there  ts  the  first  element  of  Catholicism, 
and  secondly,  the  element  of  Eomamsm. 
As  far  as  you  promote  the  power  of  the 
teachers  of  that  faith  by  promoting  the 
element  of  Catholicism,  you  strengthen 
tbem  in  the  work  which  you  desire  they 
should  do.  As  far  as  you  help  tbem  to 
set  forward  the  peculiar  views  which 
over  and  above  Cathohdsm  divide  their 
teaching  from  the  teaching  of  the  early 
Church,  you  make  them  the  great  le- 
gionaries of  Eomanism  in  the  land.  I 
believe  that  by  giving  to  the  Komaa  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  in  Ireland  the  status 
and  position  of  holding  these  glebe 
houses  independently,  you  will  enable 
them  to  maintain  for  themselves  a  li- 
berty of  teaching  which  it  is  of  the  ut>- 
most  importance  that  they  should  be 
enabled  to  preserve.  And  ^erefore  it  ia 
— and  not  because  I  have  any  sympathy 
with  the  peculiarities  of  their  teaching 
— that  I  heartily  desire  to  help  them  out 
of  the  sectional  difficulties  of  their  po- 
sition into  something  like  a  grander  and 
more  general  teacbmg  of  Christianity. 
And  as  far  as  that  portion  of  the  subject 
goes,  I  shall  give  my  vote  fearlessly  and 
openly  for  giving  them  these  glebes.  I 
do  not  think  this  is  a  question  of  con- 
current endowment  at  all.  You  have  a 
certain  surplus,  and  in  bestowing  a  por- 
tion of  it  in  this  way  you  are  not  endow- 
ing any  particular  form  of  Christianity, 
The  evil  of  so  doing  lies  in  making  it 
the  paid  servant  of  the  State  from  year 
to  year.  "What  do  you  do  by  this  pro- 
position more  than  you  have  done  with 
regard  to  Maynooth  ?  Tou  are  wind- 
ing up  the  question,  once  for  all,  and 
you  are  not  creating  any  fund  for  the 
suatentation  of  a  particular  religion.    It 
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is  said  that  the  eum  proposed  to  be  givea 
18  large ;  but,  after  all,  what  is  it  you 
are  taking  &om  the  £8,000,000  of 
Church  property  ?  It  eeems  to  me  there- 
fore, that  1^  ia  a  question  which  your 
Lordships  ought  to  settle.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  talked 
about  the  importance  of  this  House 
leading  the  opinion  of  the  country  by 
speeches,  and  not  by  votes.  But  when 
were  Englishmen  ever  led  by  words,  un- 
accompanied by  deeds  ?  It  has  always 
been  said  that  the  difference  between 
the  English  armies  and  other  armies 
was  that  the  ordinary  officer  said,  "  Gen- 
tlemen, go  on!" — while  the  English 
officer  said  "Gentlemen,  follow  me  1" 
In  the  same  way,  your  speeches  here 
may  be  as  loud  as  you  like ;  but  you  will 
not  carry  public  opinion  with  you,  unless 
you  show  titat  you  hare  the  courage  to 
follow  up  your  words  by  the  necessary 
action.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  hare  at  this  moment  the 
duty  set  upon  us  of  showing  that  we  are 
not  afrtud  of  doing  that  ^dilch  we  be- 
lieye  to  be  right.  I  make  the  greatest 
possible  allowance  for  the  Government 
in  not  proposing  such  a  measure  as  this. 
All  GtoremmentB  must  be  subject  to  a 
certain  gentle  pressure.  I  believe  that 
the  convictions  of  evei?  noble  Lord  upon 
the  Ministerial  Bench  are  with  me  in 
this  matter ;  but  they  are  not  able  to 
inarch  with  us,  onless  th^  receive  a 
gentle  pressure,  to  which  I  believe  they 
will  yield  with  the  greatest  possible  sa- 
tisfaction. I  believe  that  the  countiy  at 
la^e,  after  a  vsiy  short  space  of  time, 
will  agree  with  you  in  the  justice  of  ttiis 
measure.  For  what  is  it  you  are  going 
to  do  ?  The  queetion  is  not  between  the 
Church  of  Ireland  and  these  competing 
religious  bodies.  If  it  were,  however 
bigoted  I  may  be  thought  for  saying  so, 
I  woold  not  give  one  single  hal4)enny  of 
the  Church's  money  to  any  competing 
sect.  The  question  b,  when  you  have 
created  a  considerable  surplus  of  money, 
whether  you  are  to  give  it  to  the  Boman 
Oatholics,  not  as  an  endowment,  but  in 
a  form  which  will  give  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  priest  and  the  Presbyterian 
teacher  a  certain  independence  which 
will  lift  him  above  the  position  in  which 
be  is  at  present  ?  It  ia  on  this  ground 
that  I  venture  to  say,  in  common  with 
every  statesmen  for  these  many  years 
past  who  has  dared  to  state  his  opinion 
on  this  subject,  that  I  believe  you  will, 
n«  Buhop  of  Oxford 


in  pasoDg  this  Amraidment,  be  doing  an 
act  of  consummate  policy,  as  well  as  of 
the  greatest  justice,  in  so  administering 
these  remaining  liinds. 

The  Easl  of  DENBIGH  :  In  jus- 
tice to  myself  and  to  the  Catholic  Peers 
who  will  act  with  me,  I  wish  to  explain 
the  vote  that  I  shall  be  obliged  to  give 
on  this  question.  I  cannot  do  otherwise 
than  express,  on  the  part  of  all  the  Cft- 
tholics  in  this  kingdom,  our  grateftil  ac- 
knowledgments to  those — ^more  especi- 
ally the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Cleveland)  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (^Lord  Caima) — who,  during  this 
discussion,  have  so  generously  advocated 
the  claims  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland. 
It  may  be  thought  an  act  of  cowardice 
to  have  abstained  ft-om  voting  on  the 
last  Amendment  which  was  before  the 
House,  and  I  wish  to  explain  why  I  did 
abstain.  I  have  felt  the  greatest  desire 
to  act  generously  towards  all  our  fellow- 
Protestants  who  are  affected  by  this  Bill, 
but  I  could  not  vote  for  that  Amendment, 
because  in  the  way  in  which  it  was  put 
to  the  House  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  it  would  certainly 
appear  unjust  in  the  eyes  of  the  country. 
I  fully  acquit  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  of  any  wish  to  rest  that  Amend- 
ment upon  grounds  of  injustice,;  but  I 
say  that  if  it  goes  to  the  country  as  it 
does  now  it  will  have  an  air  of  strong 
injustice.  I  therofore  abstained  &(mi 
voting  on  that  proposal.  With  regard  to 
the  present  Amendment,  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough]  who  spoke 
this  evening  said  that  the  Catholic  clergy 
had  distinctly  repudiated  all  participle 
lion  in  any  State  grant.  No  ^abt  they 
did  so,  because  they  wished  to  acquit 
themselves  of  all  appearance  of  sordid 
motives  in  supporting  the  Bill,  and  did 
not  desire  to  embarrass  the  Oovemment. 
But  I  have  informed  myself  of  the  views 
of  the  Catholics  on  this  subject,  and  I 
am  convinced  that  if  such  a  measure  as 
this  were  offered  as  an  act  of  justice — of 

fure  justice — it  would  not  be  reftised. 
t  may  be  thought  that  the  vote  I  am 
about  to  give  gainst  this  Amendment 
is  inconsistent  with  that  view.  I  wiA 
to  explain,  thereforo,  whf  I  cannot  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  It  has  been  said 
that  this  is  not  concurrent  endowment ; 
but  I  feel  convinced  that  the  country 
itself  will  look  upon  it  as  concurrent  en- 
dowment. I  cannot  hide  &om  myself 
that  the  feeling  of  the  ooimtoy  is  d^ 
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cidedly  ag&inat  concurrent  endowment. 
The  GkiTemment  also  have  spoken  plainly 
on  the  subject,  and  have  said  that  they 
vill  not  accept  this  plan.  If,  therefore, 
I  support  it,  I  ahall  perhaps  be  helping 
to  do  that  which  ntay  enduiger  the  Bill. 
Now,  the  Irish  set  great  store  by  this 
Bill.  The  other  day  I  presided  at  a 
meeting  attended  by  1,000  Irishmen  be- 
longing to  the  working  claeaee.  The 
Bill  was  only  spoken  of  incidentaUv,  but  it 
elicited  a  universal  expression  of  kindly 
feeling  towards  England,  because  they 
felt  that  England  now  desired  to  act 
justly  towar<&  Ireland.  To  risk  the  loss 
of  this  Bill  would  be  an  immense  injuiy 
to  Ireland  ;  and  for  these  reasons,-  though 
veiy  reluctantly,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty, 
in  common  with  other  Catholic  Peers,  to 
vote  against  the  Amendment. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CAKTEEBUEY: 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  me  to  give 
my  vote  without  saying  a  few  words,  the 
more  so  as  I  do  not  quite  agree  with  my 
right  rev.  Brother  ^the  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
in  the  reasons  which  will  guide  his  vote 
on  this  question.     My  reason  for  Bup- 

Krting  Uie  Amendment  of  the  noble 
ike  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  is  this— 
that  ever  since  I  was  able  to  think  on 
politics  I  have  conceived  that  the  po- 
licy indicated  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Bussell)  who  lately  addressed  the  House 
was  the  only  policy  likely  to  bring 
peace  to  Ireland.  I  have  in  my  humble 
way  supported  that  policy  in  matters  of 
education.  I  have  supported  it  in  the 
matter  of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  I  have 
always  thought  it  right  end  fair  that  the 
Uaynooth  Grant  should  be  made.  I 
have  thought  that,  though  we  were  not 
bound  in  Ireland,  as  in  Canada,  by  an 
actual  treaty,  yet,  being  brought  into 
close  relations  with  our  Soman  Catholic 
brethren,  we  could  not  deny  them  that 
small  meed  of  justice  which  the  May- 
nooth  Grant  gave  them  without  treating 
them  as  if  they  were  our  slaves.  There- 
fore, when  an  opportunity  occurs— un- 
expectedly to  me,  not  willingly — and  I 
am  called  upon  to  say  whether  I  still 
maintain  the  policy  which  I  have  always 
supported,  I  am  constrained  to  adhere 
to  the  opinions  which  I  have  entertained 
for  the  last  twenty  years.  In  doing  so 
I  un  consoled  by  the  thought  that,  after 
aD,  there  is  no  difference  in  principle, 
though  there  is  considerable  difference 
in  pdicy,  between  the  two  proposals  be- 
fine  the  Ciommittee.     And   upon   the 


whole,  ae  the  noble  Uarquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  said,  I  prefer  making 
a  respectable  secular  priest  comfortable 
in  his  house  to  paying  an  indefinite 
number  of  nwnks  and  nuns  for  services 
in  lunatic  and  other  asylums,  and  think 
that  the  Amendment  supports  that  form 
of  Bomanism  which  is  the  least  objec- 
tionable. I  believe  the  day  has  passed 
long  ago  when  you  could  say  that  you 
did  not  recogniee  the  existence  of  Ro- 
manism in  Celand.  I  believe  I  am  not 
wrong  in  saying  that  a  fair  salary — two- 
thirds  above  that  given  to  any  Protestant 
clergyman — is  given  in  every  union  in 
Ireland  to  the  priest  out  of  the  poor  rate- 
And  I  think  that  this  is  just,  because 
a  vast  majority  of  the  poor  are  Boman 
Catholics ;  they  must  be  attended  to  by 
somebody,  and  as  they  cannot  be  at- 
tended to  by  the  Protestant  clergyman, 
the  Boman  Catholic  priest  must  be  em- 
ployed and  paid  for  ms  services.  I  know 
also  that  this  mode  of  paying  the  chaplain 
of  the  workhouse  really  provides  a  Bo- 
man Catholic  curate  in  a  very  large  nnm- 
her  of  parishes  in  Ireland,  because  the 
priest  has  a  salary  far  larger  than  is  re- 
quired for  his  service  in  the  workhouse, 
and  the  ^ater  part  of  his  time  is  spent 
in  teaching  Boman  Catholics  who  are 
not  in  the  poor  house.  This  being  the 
case,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  sometiiing 
not  veiy  real  to  say  that  there  is  a  great 
principle  at  stake  in  an  Amendment 
which  proposes  to  put  the  Boman  C^- 
tholic  priests  into  comfortable  dwellings. 
The  only  thing  to  make  one  hesitate  to 
do  this  is  that  the  money,  unlike  the 
money  in  the  case  of  the  workhouses,  and 
unlike  that  which  used  to  be  voted  for 
Maynooth,  comes  out  of  the  Amds  of  the 
Irish  Church.  Still,  it  must, be  remem- 
bered that  that  money  is  to  be  taken 
&om  the  Church  and  applied  to  Irish 
purposes.  Being  forced  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  between  what  seems  to  me  the 
sham  scheme  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  disposal  of  the  surplus 
and  the  real  scheme  of  the  noble  Duke, 
I  shall  record  my  vote  in  favour  of  the 
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House  to  be  in  Committee  again  on 
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UHTUTES.]— SUICT  COMWTTK  — A^orf- 

Rrglilralion  of  VoWn  [No.  304]. 
Pmua   Bitu—CommiUie — Conugiom  Diieue 

{Animal*)  (No.  S)  (rMomin.)*  fiOSJ— 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

CATTLE   PLAGOE   IN   RODMABIA. 
aDBanoN. 

Mb.  TTJRNOE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Conncil  on  Education,  Whether  any 
rteps  have  been  taken  to  procure  a  Be- 
port  by  a  competent  Veterinary  Sui^eon 
on  the  Cattle  Plague  in  Boumania,  in 
accordance  with  a  suggestion  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Jassy  in  a 
Despatch  dated  January  Ist,  1869  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Despatch  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  duly  considered  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  Resident  of  the  Coun- 
cil ;  and,  after  having  fully  weighed  the 
matter  and  the  other  information  the 
Government  possessed  on  the  subject,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  a  caee  in  respect  to 
which  the  Treasury  should  he  asked  to 
go  to  the  expense  of  procuring  a  Beport. 


ASSESSED   RATES  BILL. 

(Ifr.  Otiehtn,  Mr.  Searttary  Bruee,  Mr.  John 

Bright.) 

[bill  178.]      CONSIDEBATIOH. 

BID,  as  amended,  eonsidtred. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  movid  after  Clause  7, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Ownrra  to  give  liiti  of  oeoupicrt  and  liable 
to  penalty  for  vill'ut  omiMlon,) 

"  Enrj  owner  nlio  agr/xt  wilh  tbe  orerieeri 
to  paf  the  peer  nite,  or  who  it  rated  or  liable 
to  be  rated  for  anj  lierediinoient  inatnd  of  tiio 
oooupier,  ah.ill  deliver  to  the  OTeracera.  fiom 
time  to  lime,  wben  required  bj  ibem,  in  vrlting, 
« lilt  eontaiDing  tlie  nimei  of  the  aelunl  occu- 
pier! of  tbe  hereditament!  oompriaed  in  luob 
agreement,  or  for  which  he  ii  so  raleJ  or  linbie  to 

deliver  ineb  !iiC  when  required  to  do  ao,  or  iril- 
fulij  omit*  tbererrom  or  miaatalea  therein  llie 
name  of  anj  occupier,  he  *hnll  lor  everjr  luob 
omidion  or  miuWiement  be  liable,  on  •ummarr 
conviction,  to^a  penali;  not  exceeding  two 
poundi." 

Colonel  DYOTT  said,  he  objected  to 
the  clause.  The  simplest  plan  to  effect 
the  object  in  view  would  be  to  introduce 
into  the  valuation  list  another  column 
giving  the  composition  value,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  columns  of  the  gross  annual 
and  net  annual  value.  If  that  was  done 
owners  would  not  be  needlessly  worried 
by  penalties  and  requiring  them  to  give 
notice. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  this  was  not  a 
new  clause  at  all ;  hut  two  sub-sections 
of  the  Bill  as  it  stood  before  had  been 
taken  and  embodied  in  the  clause  as  a 
matter  of  convenience. 

Clause  (Owners  to  give  lists  of  ooou- 
piers  and  liable  to  penalty  for  wilful 
omission,) — {Mr.  Goteh»n,)-~iroughl  vp, 
and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  with 
a  blank,  and  eommitUd;  eonnidered  in 
Committee,  and  rtporUd,  with  an  Amend- 
ment ;  as  amended,  added. 

Me.  8AMUEL80N  said,  he  rose  to 
move  a  clause,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  make  owners  who  omitted  to  pay 
rates  before  tbe  Sth  of  June  liable  to 
forfeit  the  commission.  His  wish  was  to 
secure  that  the  parish  should  receive  the 
rates  punctually;  and  if  that  was  not 
done  by  the  owners  paying  the  rates 
within  a  reasonable  time  they  had  no 
right  to  receive  the  commission.  Hoping 
that  the  Bill  would  put  an  end  to  a 
vicious  system,  he  begged  to  move  after 
Clause  4,  to  insert  the  Idlowing  clause: — 

(Owners  amiiting  lo  pnj  rnle*  befbte  tlie  ftftli 
daf  of  June  to  forleit  oemmiaaion.) 
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n  owner  who  hu  b«i)ome  liable  to  pa; 
toe  poor  rate  omitl  or  oegleeti  to  per,  before  tho 
flflh  de;  of  June  In  >nj  jwr,  en;  nte  or  anjr  in- 
■talment  Ibereor  which  baa  bfoomedue  previouel; 
to  tbe  preceding  flflh  dnf  of  Januarj,  and  has 
been  jnlj  demanded  b;  a  detnand-aat«  delivered 
to  him  or  left  at  hit  unul  or  loat  linown  pUee  of 
abode,  ho  ibnll  not  be  entitled  (o  deduct  or  receive 
an;  oonmiHion,  abatement,  or  allairanoe  to  irhicli 
be  would,  except  tor  luob  omuiian  or  neglect,  be 
•ntitled  under  itaii  Act,  bat  ahall  be  liable  to  mj, 
■nd  ahall  pif ,  each  role  or  iniulment  in  fijll. 

Me.  TERNON  BAKCOUET  said,  he 
entirely  Bympathiied  with  the  object  of 
the  hoa.  Qeotleinaii,  (Mr.  Samuelson) ; 
but  there  tob  a  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  applioatioa  of  his  prmciple.  If  the 
owner  of  a  property  made  default  in  his 
rates  he  would  be  fined  by  being  de- 
prived of  the  conmuBsion  he  would  other- 
wise be  entitled  to ;  that  was  all  proper. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  owner 
became  insolvent  and  oould  not  pay,  the 
rate  would  fall  upon  the  occupier  ;  and 
by  this  Amendment  he  also  would  have 
to  pay  the  full  rate ;  and  it  might  hap- 
pen that  this  full  rat«  might  be  larger 
than  the  amount  of  his  rent  that  re- 
mained to  pay.  It  was  a  balance  of 
advantages  and  disadvantages,  and 
would  leave  it  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  to 
decide  between  them. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  that 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Houee 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  proposed 
clause,  aa  be  thought  that  the  probable 
hardship  of  its  operation  upon  tbe  occu- 
pier would  be  very  remote. 

Clause  agreed  io  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Sm  HENBT  SELWIN-IBBErSON 
moved,  after  Clause  17  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

(Lilt  af  de&u iters.) 

•'  Batbre  aof  reviiiai  barriater  ihiJI  proceed 
with  the  reriiion  of  the  Tilt  of  Toteri  for  any  pariih 
or  place,  the  overieer  oriuoh  pariih  or  place  ihslt 
■ubmit  a  ii*e,  rerified  bj  hla  lignalure,  to  luch  re- 
Tiaing  barritter,  of  all  partiei  whoihall  hare  made 
default  in  payment  of  their  rate*,  a*  required  bj 
the  prDViiiona  of  thii  Act  or  of  the  HcpreieDl 
tlon  of  tho  People  Act  of  186T." 

Clause  (List   of  defaulters,)  —  {& 
Benry  Sehiin-IbbeUon,) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  a.  feel  said,  he  was  unable  on 
tbe  part  of  tbe  Government  to  accede  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  he 
Mr.  Stmuetton 


regarded  it  as  anperfluooa,  and  oaloa- 
lated  to  interfere  with  the  performance 
of  the  duties  of  the  Sevising  Barrister. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  icith- 
draum. 

Mr.  chad  wick  moved,  in  page  I, 

le  9,  to  leave  ont  "  hereditament,"  and 
insert  "  of  a  rateable  value  not  exceed- 
ing twenty  pounds,  if  situated  in  the 
metropolis,  and  ten  pounds,  if  situated 
elsewhere." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "  heredita- 
eot,"  to  inaert  the  worda  "  of  a  rateable  Taloe 
it  eioeeding  twenty  ponnda,  if  lituated  in  the 
etropolii,  and  ten  pouoda.lf  ■itoatedeliawhara." 
(ifr.  Chadaick.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

I  there  inserted." 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  he  was  unable 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment.  The  prin- 
ciple applied  to  all  property  which  was 
held  by  the  tenant  or  occupier  on  short 
terms,  that  he  should  not  pay  a  rate 
which  extended  beyond  the  period  of  bis 
occupation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  BAETTELOT  moved,  in 
clauses,  sub-section  3,  line  11,  to  leave 
out  "twenty,"  and  insert  "sixteen," 
He  oliject«d  to  the  extravagance  of  tho 
distinction  that  was  proposed  to  be  made 
between  tbe  metropolis  and  other  towns, 
for  be  believed  the  rents  of  houses  in 
Liverpool,  for  instance,  were  as  high  as 
those  in  London.  His  proposition  would 
be  fairer  to  the  metropolis  itself. 

Sm  CHAitLES  DILKE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  any  alteration  of  the  limit  of 
£20  for  the  metropoUs.  The  figure  of 
£16  would  make  it  only  a  half  Bill  for 
London,  because  the  vast  amount  of  tha 
property  which  was  compounded  for 
in  London  was  between  £20  and  £16. 
Nearly  all  the  local  Acta  had  adopted 
£20,  and  therefore  that  was  the  fitting 
line. 

Me.  holms  said,  he  would  willingly 
support  Liverpool  in  obtaining  some- 
thing  above  the  line  fixed  on  its  case;  but 
he  regarded  the  circumstances  of  Lon- 
don as  exceptional.  Every  year  im- 
provements in  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways were  driving  the  poorer  classes  out 
of  their  dwellings  in  the  metropolis  to- 
wards the  east  and  tbe  south  of  the 
town,  causing  an  increase  in  tbe  rents  of 
the  habitations  of  tbe  humbler  olassee. 
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Eren  in  cleamg  llie  pieoe  of  groimd 
Carey  Street  a  krge  number  of  the  poor 
wore  driven  to  Southwark  aad  eUewLere. 
He  felt  certain  that  the  reduotion  of  the 
limit  to  £  1 6  irould  only  lead  to  renewed 
agitatioii  and  evasion. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion,  £rom 
all  the  evidence  he  had  been  able  to 
gather,  that  the  line  of  £20  was  too  high 
lor  the  metropolis,  and  he  should,  there- 
fore support  ttie  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gaUant  Member  (Colonel  Barttelot). 
Mh.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  investi- 
gated this  matter  afresh,  in  order  to  be 
certain  whether  £20  was  too  high.  He 
would  submit  the  result  to  the  House, 
and  ask  whether  they  were  not  of  opinion 
that  the  limit  with  respect  to  the  metro- 
polis should  remain  as  it  originally  stood. 
The  question  was,  what  was  the  average 
numDer  of  houses,  in  different  places, 
below  a  given  line.  He  would  take  first 
an  £8  line.  In  London  there  were  only 
1 8  per  cent  of  male  occupations  below 
£8,  while  in  Birmingham  there  were  67 
per  cent,  in  Liverpool  26  per  cent,  and 
in  Manchester  54  per  cent.  It  was  clear, 
therefore,  tliat  in  London  there  were 
scarcely  any  houses  below  £8.  Taking 
a  £10  line,  there  were  in  London  only 
25  per  cent  of  male  occupationB  below 
that  line,  against  72  per  cent  in  Birming- 
ham, 67  per  cent  in  Manchester,  and  41 
per  cent  in  Liverpool.  Taking  a  £20 
Uue,  the  total  number  of  male  occupa- 
tions in  London  below  that  line  waa  5] 
per  cent — that  was,  the  line  of  £20  for 
London  would  not  include  the  same  per- 
centage of  male  occupations  as  would  be 
included  in  Birmingham  and  Manchester 
at  the  line  of  £6.  As  re^^arded  the  per- 
oentage  of  houses,  £20  in  London  was 
about  equivalent  to  £8  in  Manchester. 
He,  therefore,  put  it  to  the  House  whe- 
ther £20  was  not  a  fair  line  for  the 
metropolis.  He  was  quite  ready  to 
sider  the  case  of  Liverpool  when  they 
came  to  it. 

Mb.  MELLY  said,  he  hoped  the  Oo- 
venunent  would  stand  firm  to  the  £20 
line  Jbr  the  metropolis.  He  wished  to 
restore  the  compounder  to  his  former 
position.        

Mb.  QBAVES  said,  that  he  waa  op- 
posed at  first  to  such  a  difference  be- 
tween London  and  other  lai^  towns, 
but  an  examination  of  the  statistics  had 
Mnvinoed  him  tiiat  £20  was  not  too 
U^  fbr  Londtm. 


Mb.  COLLINS  said,  he  hoped  tha 
hon.  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Colonel 
Barttelot)  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, though  he  thought  the  £20  line 
too  high. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  p>^  I,  line  19,  after  the  word  "eieeed."  to 
leaTe  out  ihe  words  "  tbe  *moDDt  bereinaHer 
■pecifted,"  in  order  to  jnwrt  Ibe  worda  "twant; 
poundi,  if  the  bared! tameDt  U  situate  in  Ibe  roe- 
trrrpoMi.  or  eight  pounds,  if  situate  elaeirbere," — 
(Jfr.  Ooichea,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tne  Bill," 
put,  and  ntgaUv§i. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  twenty  pounds,  if  the  hereditament  is 
situate  in  the  metropolis,  or  eight  pounds, 
if  situate  elsewhere,'  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

After  tha  word  *"  nietrapotis,"  to  insert  tbe 
words  "  or  eioeeds  tbirleen  pounds  if  situate  in 
tnj  parish  Kbollj  or  partly  witliin  the  borough  of 
LiTerpool." — {Mr.  Bathbtme.) 

Qnestion,  "  That  those  words  he  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Clause  3,  section  3,  page  3,  line  11,  after 
"metropolis,"  to  insert,  "or  eieeeds  ten  poond« 
if  aituBte  in  towns  containing  at  the  last  Census 
over  two  hundred  and  fifty  tbousand  inbabitanta." 
—{Mr.BaiUy.) 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection on  principle  to  make  exceptions 
of  Manchester  and  Birmingham.  At  the 
same  time  he  had  shown  that  an  £8  line 
gave  the  same  percentage  of  houses 
'  ere  that  a  £20  Ene  gave  for  London. 

Mr.  CHADWICK  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  question  should  he  settled  by 
the  proportion  of  houses  below  a  certain 
line.  That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
justice  of  the  case.  He  objected  to  a 
sliding  scale  for  three  large  towns.  If 
Birmingham  and  Manchester  were  in- 
cluded, why  not  SaJford,  which  really 
formed  part  of  Manchester  ? 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  would  suggest  that  Manchester  and 
Liverpool  shoiSd  be  included  in  the  same 
category,  and  then  we  should  have  three 
classes,  one  for  tbe  metropolis,  one  for 
Manchester  and  Liverpool,  and  one  for 
the  rest  of  the  country. 

Mb.  PIXON  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hoQ.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
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Bazley).  The  limit  £10  would  give  much 
greater  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Bir- 
mingham than  £6.  Birmingham  wae 
almost  entirely  inh&hited  b;  working 
men,  the  proportion  of  wealthy  residents 
being  very  much  smaller  than  in  other 
larger  towns.  What  they  ought  to  do 
was  to  try  to  find  the  same  limit  for 
houses  of  the  same  class. 

Mtt.  BAZLEY  said,  that  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  offered  to 
fix  the  limit  at  £20  for  the  metropolis, 
£13  for  IdTerpool,  £10  for  Manchester 
and  Birmingham,  and  £8  elsewhere, 
and  to  that  proposal  he  would  accede. 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  a  sugges- 
tion had  been  made  which,  he  thought, 
was  a  good  one,  that  the  rateable  value 
of  any  hereditament  should  not  exceed  in 
the  metropolis  £20,  in  Liverpool  £13,  in 
Manchester  and  Birmingham  £10,  and 
elsewhere  £8. 

Another  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
aaid  proposed  Amendment,  as  amended, 

AftBr  the  word  "  LWerpool,"  to  ina«rtthe  worda 
"orficeeJi  ten  pounds  ir  litoste  in  an^  pariili 
whallf  or  pniilj  niibin  the  oil;  of  Hanehnl«r  or 
tha  boronj^b  of  Birmingliam." — (Mr,  Otaehtn.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  limit  be- 
ing fixed  at  £8  for  all  the  country  except 
these  three  lai^e  towns,  there  would  still 
remain  a  great  discrepancy  between,  say  a 
town  of  100,000  inhabitants,  and  a  village 
of  500.  Under  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
the  ratee  of  every  small  beer-house  in 
the  country  and  every  small  quantity  of 
land  of  one  or  two  acres  would  be  re- 
duced 30  per  cent.  It  seemed  to  him 
impossible  to  get  one  uniform  plan  which 
would  be  just  alike  to  the  towns  and  to 
the  vill^es.  Was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wise,  therefore,  in  altering  the 
figure  of  £6  7  He  knew  that  as  regarded 
towns  £6  was  whoLy  insufficient,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  hardly  wise 
in  raising  it  to  £8  all  over  the  countiy. 

Mr.  CHADWICK  said,  he  wished  to 
Bubatitute  the  word  "  eight "  for  "  fen," 
except  in  the  metropohs  and  those  ex- 
cepted towns.  As  the  clause  stood  many 
thousands  of  houses  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Salford  and  Manchester  could 
not  be  compounded  for.  He  moved  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  eight  pounds,"  and 
insert  the  words  "ton  pounds,"  and 
he  should  divide  the  House  upon  the 
question. 

Jfr.  Bixon 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  eaid  pro- 
posed Amendment,  as  amended,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "eight  pounds,"  and  in- 
sert the  words  "ten  pounds,"  —  (Jfr. 
Chadwiei,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Colonel  BAETTELOT  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Atember  (Mr. 
Chadwick)  would  not  divide  the  House 
upon  his  Amendment.  £8  was  quite 
high  enough  for  the  country  at  large. 

Me.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
if  adopted  would  operate  most  unjustly 
throughout  the  country.  Instead  of 
raising  the  figure  to  £10  he  should  pre- 
fer seeing  it  lowered  to  £6. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  could  not 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Chadwick). 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  eight 
pounds '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,  as  amended,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Question, 

"  That  Ihs  word*  '  Ivenljr  pounds,  if  the  hera- 
ditnnietit  is  aitunta  in  the  mctropolia,  or  eiored* 
thirteen  poanda  ir  altunle  in  an;  pnrish  wholly  or 
parllj  witliin  the  borough  of  Literpool,  or  eiceedi 
ten  pounds  if  situita  in  im)  p.-iriah  whoUf  or 
parlly  williin  the  city  of  Mnnoliesicr  or  th«  bo- 
rough of  Birminghim,  or  eight  pounila  if  situMe 
elicwherc,"  bo  insoneJ  after  the  word  '  aiooed,* 
in  page  1,  line  19,  of  the  Bill," 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  made. 

Mr.  YILLIERS  moved,  in  page  2,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  the  words  "dwelling 
houses,"  and  insert  the  words  "rateable 
hereditaments  "  instead  thereof. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  the  words  "dwelling 
houses,"  and  insert  the  words  "  rateable 
hereditaments,"  —  (ifr.  VilUers,)  —  in- 
stead thereof. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
consent  to  the  proposed  Amendment. 
The  words  might  apply  to  a  garden  or  a 
field,  and  the  effect  would  be  that  some 
persons  would  be  unduly  favoured  in 
their  rates  at  the  expense  of  others. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon  G«ntle- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Villiers)  went  too  far, 
because  it  would  permit  naked  land  to 
be  excused  30  per  cent  of  the  rates, 
which  was  obviously  unjust.  It  was  a 
pity  that  the  exact  words  of  the  Small 
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Tenementa  Act  had  not  been  adopted  in 
framing  the  Bill 

Hb.  LOOEE  said,  he  did  not  see  why 
compoimdiiig  should  not  be  applicable  to 
laud  or  (^ardenfi  as  well  as  to  direlling 
hoosee. 

Mfi.  aOSCHEN  said,  there  -were  dif- 
'  ficulties  on  both  Bidee ;  but  as,  upon  con- 
ttdenition,  he  thought  that  "dweUing 
houses  "  might  be  too  narrow  an  inter- 
pretation, he  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Questionpat,  "That  the  words 'dwell- 
ing houses  '^  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Honse  cUvided: — ^Ayes  121 ;  Noes 
219:  Majority  98. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH  said, 
ho  thought  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment,  some  words 
should  be  added  to  the  end  of  the  clause 
proriding  that  the  clause  should  not  be 
applicable  to  any  rateable  hereditaments 
in  which  a  dwelling  house  was  not  in- 
cluded. 

Amendment  mov»d,  to  add  to  the 
clause^ 

"  Provided,  tU«  cUuM  iball  not  be  appIJoibU 
to  aoj  rMaable  beraditament  in  wbioh  a  dwelling 
bou»  ihill  not  be  inoludsd." — Sir  Miehatl  Biclct- 

Ma.  WALTER  said,  he  believed  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  to  be,  that 
though  the  words  "dwelling  houses" 
ought  to  be  struck  out  of  the  clause  as 
being  too  narrow,  the  words  "rateable 
hereditaments"  were  too  wide,  and  he 
would  suggest  the  insertion,  after  the 
words  "rateable  hereditaments,"  of  the 
words  "  other  than  land  separately  let." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  words  suggested  by  thehon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  would  pro- 
vide for  the  object  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  had  in  view,  and  he 
was  ready  to  adopt  those  words. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'rateable 
hereditaments '  be  there  inserted,"  put, 
and  agrted  to. 

Amendment  made. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Mtmdas  next. 
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UMITBESITT  TESTS  BILL. 

{Mr.  StUtitor  Oenerat,  Mr.  SouuerU, 

Mr.  Grata  Di^.) 

[bill  15.]    oomanEB. 

Bill  eotuidered  in  Committee. 
(La.  the  Committee.) 

Sib  EOUWDELL  PALMER  moved 
the  omission,  from  Clause  3,  of  the 
words  relating  to  the  Colleges  within 
the  Universities. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

SiK  EOTTNDELL  PALMER  then 
said,  he  rose  to  move,  after  Clause  5,  to 
insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Form  of  d«claration  to  be  lubioTibed  bj  pro- 
feMort  and  otbera  at  UniTeraitieB.) 

"  Ercrj  penon  bereafter  to  be  eleeted  or  ap- 
poiDted  to  aaj  profaiBanhip  in  the  uld  UniTsr- 
aitiei,  or  either  of  them,  or  to  theofSce  of  tutor  or 
lecturer  id  any  College  nithiD  the  same,  ihall,  be- 
fore be  aball  be  deemed  capable  of  eateriog  upon  or 
discbargiag  the  duties  of  auoh  office,  or  entitled  to 
reoeiTe  the  emoloment*  thereof,  make  and  aub- 
(orlbe,  before  the  Vice  Cbancelior  of  the  Univer- 
■itj,  or  before  the  head  or  other  chief  goienior  of 
hii  CoUegie  (as  the  oaw  may  be),  the  deoUration 
following  : — ■  I,  A.  B.,  do  aolemnlj  and  liaoeraly 
declare  that  ai  [here  describe  his  office],  and  in 
diaoharge  of  the  said  offioe,  1  will  never  endea- 
>oar,  directly  or  indireotly,  to  teaob  or  ioauloBte 
an;  opiDion  opposed  to  the  Dirine  authority  of  the 
Holjr  Scriptures,  or  to  tbe  doctrine  or  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  England  aa  by  taw  established.' " 
They  all  knew  the  old  proverb,  give  a 
dog  a  bad  name  and  something  un- 
pleasant happened  to  bim.  A  bad  name 
had  been  given  to  this  proposed  clause 
by  some  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House ;  it  had  been  described  as  a  new 
tost.  But  if  he  thought  it  deserved  that 
name  in  a  sense  material  to  the  matter 
in  hand  he  should  not  have  proposed  it. 
ItwBsnothingofthekind.  Itwassimplya 
declaration  to  be  made,  to  a  great  extent, 
in  the  veiy  words  which  Parliament  had 
thought  fit  to  require  &om  the  Scotoh 
lay  Professors  when  teats  were  abolished 
in  the  Scotob  Universities.  It  did  not 
contemplate  any  declaration  of  religious 
belief  or  disbelief  in  any  tenet  whatever, 
but  was  simply  a  negative  promise  that 
the  person  assuming  the  teaching  office 
in  the  University,  or  one  of  the  Colleges, 
would  not  endeavour  directly  or  indirectly 
to  teach  or  inculcate  any  opinion  opposed 
to  the  Divine  authority  of  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, or  to  the  doctrine  or  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  England  as  by  law  estab- 
lished. He  should  be  surprised  to  learn 
that  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
was  prepared  to  say  that  it  would  be 
right  to  permit  any  f^fessoi  or  Tutor  to 
2  N 
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teach  ftr  eathtdrd  what  wes  opposed  to 
the  Dirine  authority  of  the  Soly  Scrip- 
tures, or  to  tha  doctrine  or  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  England.  The  declaration 
vrae  merely,  that  he  vould  not  act  in  a 
manner  inconsistent  with  his  duty,  as 
^«scribed  by  the  existing  statutes  of  the 
tJniTereities  and  CoUegcB,  and  the  good 
sense  and  right  feeling  of  every  Member 
of  the  Hous^  would,  he  was  sure,  admit 
the  propriety,  in  substance,  of  such  a 
declaration.  He  had  not  heard  that  any 
uneasiness  had  been  felt  or  shown  by 
the  Scotch  lay  Professors  as  to  the  extent 
or  meaning  of  the  obligation.  The 
declaration  did  not  define  or  explain 
what  were  the  limits  or  nature  of  the 
Divine  authority  of  Holy  Scriptures.  AU 
the  different  Nonconformist  bodies  ac- 
knowledged their  Divine  authority,  and 
the  declaration  did  not  tie  any  one  to  any 
particular  dogma.  It  only  required  them, 
so  for,  to  abetain  &om  using  their  chairs 
or  tutorships  to  inculcate  infidelity  or  dis- 
behef  of  Scripture  on  the  students  within 
the  Universirt-.  If  thev  wished  this  Bill 
to  pass,  let  them  do  what  they  could  to 
allay  the  apprehensions,  no  doubt  ex- 
aggerated and  wild  in  some  cases,  which 
vrere  felt  by  many  excellent  men  of  both 
"Universities,  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  undermine  the  legitimate 
authority  and  influence  of  rehgion.  They 
did  not  intend  that  it  should  have  that 
effect ;  then,  he  said,  there  was  no  pos- 
sible reasdn  for  not  maHng  that  as  clear 
on  the  face  of  this  Bill  as  it  was  on  the 
face  of  the  Scotch  Lay  Professors  Act. 
Those  who  wished  the  Bill  to  be  success- 
ful would,  he  thought,  6,0  well  to  accept 
the  clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
and  which  he  begged  to  move. 

Db.  LTON  PLATFAUt :  The  Scotch 
Members  have  recently  seen,  with  nati- 
ficatioD,  several  instances  in  which  Eng- 
land has  copied  some  of  the  laws  and 
customs  of  the  northern  part  of  the 
Kingdom,  But  I  doubt  whether  anv 
satisfaction  will  he  expressed  by  Scottish 
Members,  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
at  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Eichmond  (Sir  Soundell 
Palmer)  to  import  into  the  Enghah  Uni- 
versities this  lay  professorial  test  f^m 
the  Universities  of  Scotland.  There  are 
two  aspects  to  the  question  now  before 
us — the  first  having  reference  to  the 
immediate  results  on  the  persons  who 
take  the  test;  and  the  second  to  the 
proximate  results  on  the  subjects  affected 
Sir  RounieU  Palmtr 


by  the  test.  Now,  a«  to  the  first,  I 
freely  admit  that  there  is  no  stro^  feel- 
ing against  this  test  among  the  nofes- 
Bors  in  the  Universities  of  Sootland. 
The  reason  for  this  is,  that  it  is,  on  the 
whole,  considered  to  be  innocent  and 
irrelevant.  The  test  does  not  bind  the 
consciences  of  individuals  or  their  action 
as  m^nbers  of  society ;  it  simply  bindi 
them  not  to  introduoe  theological  sub- 
jects into  their  prelections.  But  they 
have  no  temptation  to  introduce  theology 
or  any  part  of  it  into  their  courses,  for 
the  subject-matter  involved  is  for  the 
most  part  entirely  distinct.  The  test, 
therefore,  involves  a  disabili^  which  is 
httle  felt,  and  is  looked  upon  with  in- 
difference. It  is  just  as  if  you  made  the 
condition  of  giving  a  chair  to  a  Professor 
of  Science  or  Classics  that  he  should  not 
lecture  on  Buddhism  or  Penlanism — sub- 
jects wholly  foreign  and  irrelevant  to  the 
branches  of  knowledge  professed  by  him. 
Hence  the  test  does  not  rasp  on  men's 
consciences,  because  they  rarely  come 
into  contact.  I  signed  that  test  ten 
years  since,  and  have  lectured  under  it 
since  then  in  utter  forgetfulneBS  of  its 
existence,  for  it  has  bo  degenerated  into 
a  mere  formality  that  it  is  never  dia- 
■  cusssed  or  brought  under  the  attention 
of  the  Professors.  It  is  not  that  test 
which  preserves  religion  in  our  Scotch 
UniversitieB,  but  the  inherent  truths  of 
religion  itself.  I  have  admitt«d  Hiat  I 
am  unable  to  oppose  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bich- 
mond  by  any  positive  experience  of  the 
Scotch  Professors  as  to  the  injurious 
effects  of  such  a  test,  for  its  innocence 
and  irrelevance  have  prevented  it  having 
any  effect  at  all.  But  still  I  would  put 
it  seriously  to  the  House  whether  it 
would  be  wise  in  us,  when  we  are  about 
to  remove  a  strong  tost,  to  substitute 
another  the  only  merit  of  which  consists 
in  its  weakness.  Your  strong  tests  have 
never  been  able  to  keep  back  the  current 
of  truth,  though  that  truth  may,  for  a 
time,  have  been  in  opposition  to  the 
teaching  of  the  Church.  Let  me  cite  an 
instance  in  the  memory  of  many  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  About  thirty  years 
once,  the  cleray  of  all  the  Churches 
had  a  generaf  behef  that  the  world 
was  created  in  six  days  of  twen^-four 
hours  each.  Who  was  it  that  gave  the 
death-blow  to  this  narrow  inteipretation 
of  creation  7  It  was  a  Professor  of 
Oxford,  himself  in  the  Church,  end  who 
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liad  taken  tlie  strong  teats  which  we 
ore  about  to  remove.  I  have  D^self 
heard  mv  much-lamoiited  Mend,  Dean 
Buokland,  within  the  preoincto  of  Christ 
Ohtuch,  teach  those  enlarged  views  at 
creation  which  are  now  universally  ac- 
cepted, but  which  then  distressed  many 
sincere  members  of  the  Qhurcb,  both  lay 
and  clerical.  Would  it  have  been  weU 
for  religion,  or  Ibr  science,  or  for  the 
reputation  of  the  University  of  Oxford, 
that  these  tests  should  have  arrested  the 
researches  of  the  philosopher,  or  the 
exposition  of  the  truth  which  these  re- 
searches established  ?  But  I  trifle  with 
the  subj  ect.  No  tost  that  you  can  devise 
will  prevent  truth  from  being  sought  for, 
or  from  being  taught  when  it  is  dis- 
covered. That  truth  may  sometimes 
conflict  with  narrow  and  false  interpre- 
tations, but  it  never  can  conflict  with 
truths  in  the  Holy  Scriptures.  Divine 
truth  is  strong  enough  of  itself  without 
the  aid  of  human  laws,  to  dear  away 
presumptaouB  errors.  No  doubt,  the 
reply  will  be  given  that  the  t^t  is 
levelled  ^ainet  these  errors,  and  not 
against  truth.  Surely,  in  this  respect, 
nothing  could  be  more  feeble,  for  if  men 
will  continue  to  prop^ate  error  against 
all  evidenoe,  ea^ed  or  profane,  do  you 
thinTr  their  consciences  will  be  chained 
by  a  declaratloii  lite  this  ?  "Why,  then, 
should  we  cumber  our  statute  book  with 
a  useless  test.  Like  all  tests  it  would 
have  no  effect  on  the  convictions  or  con- 
duct of  strong  and  decided  men,  and 
could  only  operate  on  tender  and  waver- 
ing consciences,  which  do  not  require 
such  restrictions.  Tour  strong  tests  in 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  have  never  pre- 
vented the  free  expression  of  religious 
or  scientific  thought.  Are  your  weak 
tests  likely  to  be  more  successful? 
These  teats,  whether  they  be  strong  or 
weak,  are  not  required  for  the  protection 
of  true  religion,  and  they  never  do  and 
never  can  muzzle  science.  Nevertheless, 
they  are  positively  prejudicial  to  the 
subjects  affected  by  them — that  is,  both 
to  religion  and  science.  They  injure 
both  because  they  assume,  and  by  this 
very  assumption  create,  an  apparent, 
when  there  is  no  real,  antagonism  be- 
tween religion  and  science.  They  thus 
prevent  the  alliance  and  difi\ision  of  both 
— the  division  of  that  religion  which 
deals  with  man's  higher  spiritual  nature 
now  and  for  the  fiiture;  and  of  that 
sdsnoe  which  ought  in  itself  to  be  a  re- 


ligion because  its  object  is  to  elicit  the 
infinite  wisdom  of  the  Creator,  as  dis- 
'  lyed  in  the  laws  which  govern  created 


said,  he  found  it  im- 
possible to  support  a  clause  which  em- 
bodied the  Tninimiim  of  Utility  with  the 
maximum  of  irritation.  What  he  ob- 
jected to  was  not  ex  eaihtird  teaching, 
but  that  influence  which  could  be 
brought  to  hear  by  constant,  early,  and 
famifiar  contact  between  persons  of 
great  ability  and  high  academic  au- 
Uiority  and  young  men  at  the  most  im- 
pressionable time  of  life.  He  could  not 
see  that  the  clause  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  met  that  objection. 
But  it  was  not  merely  that  he  believed 
the  clause  useless ;  he  had  also  to  con- 
sider the  effect  likely  to  be  produced  by 
it.  The  exclusion  from  University  ofBce, 
which  at  present  was  the  law  of  those 
not  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
might  very  possibly  be  regarded  by 
many  as  an  injury,  but  this  tost  must  be 
looked  on  as  a  positive  and  direct  insult. 
It  was  not  merely  that  a  Nonconformist 
was  excluded  by  somebody  else,  but  here 
he  was  required  to  put  the  muzzle  on 
himself,  to  enter  the  University  as  it 
were  through  Oaudine  Forks.  This 
clause  reminded  him  more  of  Mrs.  Par- 
tington's attempt  to  keep  out  the  Atlantic 
than  of  anything  else. 

Mb.  C.  0.  &R)ItaAN'  said,  he  was 
glad  to  find  there  was  no  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee  to  accept 
the  clause.  Dissenters  rather  than  be 
saddled  with  a  test  of  this  kind  would 
prefer  to  remain  as  they  were.  It  was 
not  fair  to  seal  the  Hps  of  Noncon- 
formists by  a  declaration  which  was 
utterly  opposed  to  freedom  of  speech. 
Besides  it  would  he  useless.  While  in 
his  chair  a  man's  lips  might  be  sealed, 
but  the  moment  he  quitted  it  he  was  at 
liberty  to  enter  into  discussion.'  From 
his  experience  he  could  say  that  the 
power  of  a  Professor  was  equally  great, 
whether  speaking  in  the  chair  or  out  of 
it.  If  they  wished  to  resist  the  inroads 
of  unbelief  it  was  not  by  such  declara- 
tions as  these.  They  might  as  well  try 
to  defend  a  mediaeval  fortress  against  the 
assaults  of  Pallisers  and  Aimstrongs. 
Those  tests  were  an  anachronism.  They 
were  all  very  well  at  the  time  they  were 
invented;  thej  were  useless  agamst 
modem  thought.  He  would  recommend 
in  this  case  the  advice  of  the  amnent 
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law^ver,  who  said  8,000  yeate  ago— 
"  Tnist  not  to  your  intrenchments,  but 
trust  to  youreelves."  Let  them  trust 
to  the  Bunplicity  and  purity  of  their 
doctrines,  because  it  was  only  by  doing 
BO  they  could  hope  to  save  those  noble 
eduSces  from  rum  by  the  folly  of  their 


Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  eaid,  he 
should  have  been  willing  to  have  mani- 
fested his  respect  for  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Eichmond  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer)  by  supporting  the  clause  had  it 
not  been  for  the  last  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  called 
upon  those  whom  be  termed  his  political 
IVienda — not  that  there  appeared  to  be 
much  in  common  between  them — to  as- 
sent to  the  introduction  of  this  clause  if 
they  desired  that  the  measure  should  be 
Buocessful.  As,  however,  he  did  not  wish 
that  the  measure  should  be  successful, 
he  should  oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  queetion 
before  the  Committee  was  what  are  we 
to  pay  for.  Were  we  to  pay  for  an  edu- 
cation adverse  to  the  trum  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures  ?  If  we  had  to  pay  for  the 
performance  of  a  dut^,  we  had  a  right  to 
define  the  du^.  This  Amendment  waa 
aproof  of  the  raehness  with  which  the 
House  was  proceeding  in  swe^ingaway 
the  affirmative  declaration,  ^he  could 
not  obtain  a  better  security  against  the 
teaching  of  wrong  doctrine,  he  should 
feel  himself  compdled  to  accept  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

Mb.  SAETOEIS  said,  the  proposed 
clause,  partaking  of  the  character  of  a 
religious  test,  and  being,  therefore,  en- 
tirely opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
be  felt  bound  to  reftise  it  his  support.  It 
would  appear  fiom  some  of  the  observa- 
tions wmch  had  been  made  that  religious 
teaching  meant  theological  teaching,  but 
he  agreed  with  the  remark  of  a  modem 
historian  that,  while  God  made  the 
Gospel,  the  Devil  invented  theology. 
The  Bishop  of  Peterborough,  when  he 
made  that  extraordinaiy  speech  which 
those  who  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear 
would  never  forget,  said  that  the  people 
of  "Wales,  although  Dissenters,  aid  not 
differ  more  from  tiie  Church  of  England 
than  members  of  that  Church  differed 
among  themselves.  The  truth  of  that 
statement  he  could  vouch  for  from  his 
own  personal  experience.  "Whenhewent 
into  a  church  in  one  part  of  London  &e- 
Mr.  C.  0.  Morgan 


quested  by  the  higher  classes  he  heard 
sermons  in  which  the  fundamental  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England  were 
treated  with  contempt,  and  were  almost 
entirely  set  aside ;  while  on  entering  a 
church  in  another  part  of  the  metropolis 
he  foimd  himself  in  adimrehgions  light, 
while  the  air  was  impregnated  with  in- 
cense, and,  altogether,  it  was  difficult  for 
him  to  recollect  the  fact  that  he  was  in 
smoky  London  instead  of  being  in  the 
sacred  city.  Those  who  lived  in  glass 
houses  should  not  cast  stones,  and  those 
who  differed  so  much  among  themselves 
respecting  doctrine  should  not  attempt 
to  define  what  wae  and  what  was  not 
contrary  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England.  The  clause  would  trench 
upon  one  of  the  most  essential  rights 
that  the  Eeformation  had  secured  for  us 
— the  right  of  private  interpretation — 
and  therefore,  on  the  part  of  the  Dis- 
senters, he  must  protest  against  it.  Ha 
bad  only  been  able  to  extract  one  prac- 
tical argument  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond 
(SirBoundellPalmer)andthatwas,  that 
if  the  Bill  went  to  ' '  another  place ' '  with 
the  clause  which  he  had  proposed  it  would 
have  a  chance  of  succeedmg.  Now,  i£ 
the  Bill  could  only  pass  on  that  conditioa 
he  thought  it  had  better  not  pass  at  all. 
Me.  WALTBE  said,  he  hoped,  after 
the  opinion  which  had  been  expressed 
by  both  sides  of  the  House  upon  this 
subject,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Sir  Boundell  Palmer)  would  not 
think  it  necessary  to  divide  the  Commit- 
tee upon  the  clause  be  bad  proposed. 
He  hardly  yielded  to  the  non.  and 
learned  Gentleman  either  in  attachment 
to  the  Church  of  England  or  in  rever- 
ence for  the  Holy  Scriptures ;  still  he 
was  by  no  means  sure  that,  if  he  were 
to  be  appointed  to  any  professorship  in 
the  College  to  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  belong,  he  could  conscientiously  sign 
theproposed  declaration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  the  subject  of  theology, 
upon  which  he  said  it  waa  quite  possible 
that  the  feelings  and  the  conscience  of 
a  lecturer  might  be  embarrassed  and 
perplexed  in  a  very  painful  degree  in 
consequence  of  having  signed  a  declara> 
tion  of  this  kind.  Now,  he  would  re- 
call to  the  recollection  of  his  hon.  Friend 
event  which  had  happened  within 
ths  memory  of  both  of  them  in  the 
Church  of  England.  If  there  vere  a 
Professor  of  Cmord  University  who  ^m- 
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pttthized  with  his  ton.  Friend  it  would 
be  that  eminent  divine,  the  Kegiua  Pro- 
fessor of  Hebrew.  Yet  he  must  remem- 
ber that  that  distinguiahed  man  was  not 
only  charged  with  teaching  doctrines 
which  were  held  by  the  authorities  to 
be  contrary  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England,  but  was  suspended  by  those 
authorities.  To  call  upon  a  man  to  sign 
&  declaration  that  he  would  neither  di- 
rectly nor  indirectly  teach  anythingwhich 
should  contravene  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England  was  a  matter  of  such 
ertreme  delicacy  and  difficulty  that  no 
conscientious  person  could  take  it  with 
any  safety.  Tahe  the  extreme  case  that 
some  avowed  infidel  was  appointed  a 
Professor.  The  heads  of  CoUeges  and 
those  who  had  the  appointment  of  Pro- 
fessors, Teachers,  and  Lecturers  had  under 
the  BUI  the  entire  responsibility  thrown 
upon  them  in  regard  to  the  fitness  of 
the  person  appointed ;  and  it  was  pos- 
sible that,  if  tliey  knew  a  candidate  to 
be  on  Infidel  or  of  doubtful  moral  cha- 
racter, they  might  not  appoint  him,  how- 
ever eminent  he  might  be,  to  a  respon- 
sible position  in  wluch  he  would  have 
to  teach  the  students.  But  this  decla- 
ration would  relieve  them  of  this  respon- 
sibility, and  they  might  appoint  an 
avowed  Infidel  upon  the  condition  that 
if  he  would  sign  tiie  declaration  he  might 
hold  the  of&ce.  He  might  be  supposed 
to  be  charged  with  an  unlimited  power 
and  desire  of  doing  mischief  and  of  im- 
perilling the  interests  of  religion,  and 
yet  it  might  be  imagined  he  would  be 
restrained  by  this  miserably  fiimsy  safe- 
guard against  propagating  error.  That 
was  a  state  of  things  neither  desirable 
for  those  who  had  the  appointment  nor 
for  the  Professors  themselves,  and  these 
considerations  would  prevent  him  from 
supporting  the  declaration  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend. 

The  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  said, 
nothing  could  induce  him  to  accept  this 
danse,  which  he  had  stated  on  the 
second  reading  would  to  his  mind  be 
fatal  to  the  usefulness  of  the  Bill.  If 
by  any  unfortunate  accident  the  opinion 
of  the  npper  and  middle  classes  who 
sent  their  sons  to  the  Ilniversitiee  should 
become  such  as  to  give  this  test  any 
practical  operation,  did  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  tbink  it  would  present 
even  the  feeblest  obstacle  to  carrying 
that  opinion  into  eS'ect  ?  The  argument 
for  these  tests  rested  upon  an  assump- 


tion against  which  he  protested.  The 
Church  of  England  and  the  Christian 
rehgion  did  not  depend  upon  these  tests, 
and  were  not  strengthened  by  them,  but 
depended  upon  their  own  truth  and  the 
ai^^uments  which  might  be  adduced  in 
their  defence.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  and  men  like  him  were  te  have 
the  enforcing  of  these  teats,  then,  if 
they  were  not  mischievous,  they  would 
bo  perfectly  harmless.  But  he  had  no 
such  confidence,  and  he  appealed,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  had  done,  to  the  past 
course  of  the  University,  and  would  ask 
whether  there  were  not  numbers  of  per- 
sons who  would  make  an  irritoting  use 
of  such  a  test  ?  He  had  no  confidence 
that  it  would  not  be  used  for  entangling 
those  men  of  sensitive  consciences  whom 
it  would  be  least  deairable  to  exclude. 
Testa  were  not  only  contrary  to  modem 
legislation,  and  to  the  whole  course  of 
modem  thought  and  inquiir,  but  were 
positively  mischievous,  and  he  must 
therefore  oppose  the  clause. 

8ra  EOraDELL  PALMER  said, 
that  after  the  opinions  which  had  been 
expressed  he  would  not  ask  the  House 
to  divide.  He  agreed  with  almost  every 
general  opinion  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed in  this  discussion,  but  what  he 
did  not  perceive  was  their  application 
to  the  euWect  in  hand.  He  quite  agreed 
that  the  Church  of  England  must  rely 
upon  the  truth  of  her  doctrines,  and  not 
upon  any  external  bulwarks,  nor  was  it 
in  that  point  of  view  that  he  proposed 
the  clause.  It  was  not  a  test  at  all,  but 
a  declaration,  such  as  was  made  by  other 
persons  on  entering  upon  offices,  not  to 
do  certain  things  which  he  assumed  to 
be  contrary  to  ttie  duties  of  the  office. 
An  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Eaikes)  opposed 
this  declaration  on  the  ground  that  it 
combined  the  mininnim  of  usefulness 
with  the  maximum  of  irritation.  It 
might  possibly  be  true  that  the  nsefiil- 
ness  of  any  declaration  of  this  kind 
might  be  very  small ;  but  when  an  hon. 
Member  gravely  said  tliat  it  would 
cause  the  maximum  of  irritation,  this 
only  showed  that  when  a  man  got  on 
his  legs  he  was  apt  to  indulge  in  the 
maximum  of  rhetoric  with  the  minimum 
of  reason  and  justice.  If  he  were_  am- 
bitious to  be  a  Professor  on  lay  subjects, 
either  in  a  Scotoh  or  Roman  Cathoho 
University — andhe was  neither  aPresby- 
terian  nor  a  Roman  Catholic — ^he  should 
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Belves  vhether  Dissentors  and  others  not 
being  momberB  of  tbo  Churcli  of  Eng- 
land should  be  admitted  to  College  Fel- 
loweliipB  and  to  poaitiona  in  their 
Goveming  Bodies,  and  the  clauBe  he  vaa 
about  to  move  sought  to  enable  the 
Colleges  to  exemse  that  power  in  the 
easiest  and  moat  inexpensive  manner. 
The  clause  proposed  to  enact  that  one- 
third  of  the  Fellows  of  a  College  should 
have  power  to  call  on  the  Head  of  a  Col- 
lege to  summon  a  meeting  afler  due 
notice  to  each  Fellow  of  Sie  College ; 
and  if,  at  that  meeting,  the  Head  and 
Fellows  determined  bj  a  majorih'  to 
alter  an;  statute  affecting  the  right  of 
Dissenters  and  others  to  enjoy  College 
endowments,  they  should  have  the  power 
of  altering  tlie  College  statutes  for  that 
object,  without  the  necessity  of  going 
through  the  expensive  and  cumbrous 
process  now  requisite.  He  believed  that 
there  was  not  a  single  College  at  Cam- 
bridge which,  if  the  Bill  passed,  would 
be  ahle  to  deet  a  Nonconformist  to  a 
FeUowship  without  repealing  some  sta- 
tute. If  the  Colleges  wanted  to  alter 
any  statutes  they  mustget  the  consent  of 
the  minority  of  the  f^ows,  and  that 
was  what  his  proposition  also  would  re- 
quire them  to  do ;  but  then  they  had,  in 
addition,  to  apply  to  the  Queen  in  Coun- 
cil to  sanction  ^e  alteration,  and  that 
was  a  tedious  and  expenuve  process,  the 
minority  being  entitled  to  be  heard  by 
counsel  against  it.  With  respect  to  Oxford, 
however,  still  more  serious  dif&culties 
arose,  for  there  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  get  the  consent  of  the  Visitors  to 
the  alteration  of  the  statutes,  and  in  the 

g-eat  m^ority  of  cases  the  Visitors  were 
ishops,  and  their  consent  was  not  likely 
to  be  given  to  any  proposal  tending  to 
admit  a  Dissenter.  He  feared  that  the 
Qovemment  would  oppose  his  clause  oa 
the  ground  that  it  would  endanger  the 
passmg  of  the  Bill  in  "  another  place." 
But  the  clause  did  not  affect  the  permis- 
dve  character  of  the  Bill,  and,  if  the 
Bill  was  to  be  permissive  in  any  respect, 
would  it  not  be  iair  that  eveiy  facility 
should  be  given  to  the  Colleges  to  give 
effect  to  its  permissive  character  ?  The 
proposal  did  not  proceed  from  men  of 
extreme  opinions,  but  was  drawn  up  by 
a  moderate  politician  and  by  a  distin- 
guished  scholar ;  and  a  letter  in  defence 
of  it  had  been  publiBhed  by  four  of  the 
most  moderate  and  best-known  residents 
determine  by  themselves  and  of  them- 1  at  Cambridge  University,  all  of  tliean 
Sir  RowndtU  Palmtr  1 
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not  complain  of  a  declaration  of  this 
kind  as  "Caudine  Forks"  or  as  placing 
a  muzzle  upon  him,  according  to  the 
language  iised  by  some  hon.  Members. 
He  should  not  feel  that  he  was  being 
humiliated.  He  should  simply  feel  that 
he  was  an  honest  man,  who  was  ready 
to  declare  that  he  was  not  taking  an 
of&ce  for  one  purpose  and  using  it  for 
another. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mb.  liAIKES  said,  having  the  maxi- 
mum of  consideration  for  the  House,  be 
would  not  press  the  clause  of  which  he 

had  given  notice.  

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER  swd,  he 
had  now  to  move  after  Clause  7  to  insert 
the  following  clause  :■ 

"(Ast  Dot  to  lnt«rfbre  with  lawfully  Mtkbllibed 
^tmo  of  religion!  imtrmtion,  wonhip,  mnddi>- 
oiplioo.) 

"  NothiiiE  : 
■ffeet,  kD]r  fartber  or  otherwiae  than  is  bsrobf 
•ipratalf  enaoUd,  tbe  ifitem  ofreligioi 
tion,  vonhip,   nad    disgipllae  vhicb  ii 
vhiob  ma;  hereafter  be  lawfullf  eatabliibed  in  the 
■aid  UnJTeriitiet  reapeotiTelr,  or  in  the  CollcRei 
thereof,  or  >D7  of  them,  or  the  itatatei  and  ordi- 
naneea  of  the  uld  UniTenitiMi  and  Caltegei  re- 
■pKlirelf,  or  the  power  of  mj  penone  havtog 
■uthorilj  in  the  aaid  UniTenitiei  and  CoUegei 
reepeotJTelj.  to  maintain  and  uphold  lueb  ijiteoi 
of  inicrnetioD,  worahip,  and  diaoipUoe,  Mcording 
to  auoh  Btatutei  and  ordinaiwee." 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Me.  FAWCETT  said,  he  rose  to  move 
a  new  clause,  and,  as  any  proposition  on 
this  subject  coming  &om  him  might  be 
considered  extremely  dangerous,  lie  di 
sired  to  explain  its  nature.  At  the  out- 
set it  was  desirable  for  him  to  state  that 
the  clause  was  not  his,  but  that  he  had 
been  asked  to  bring  it  forward  by  some 
of  the  most  moderate,  experienced,  and 
leading  members  of  the  University  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong ;  and 
the  two  persons  who  had  drawn  it  u] 
were  among  the  most  influential  am 
active  of  the  junior  members  of  that 
University.  He  was  himself  in  fa- 
vour of  a  compulsory  Bill ;  but  he  fell 
bound  not  to  attempt  to  alter  the  per- 
missive character  of  the  measure  during 
the  present  Session,  as  the  second  read- 
ing was  agreed  to  on  the  understanding 
that  it  was  onlv  to  be  permissive.  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  cany  out  in 
its  Ml  entirety  that  permissive  character. 
According  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
the  Colleges  were  to  have  the  power  to 
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haring  been  Tutors  in  the  lariat  College 
of  that  UiuTersit;,  and  three  of  them 
being  olergymen.  That  letter  oonoluded 
thuB— 

**  Wa  trsjt  tb&t  &1I  who  hat*  >t  bairt  tha  ob- 
j«et  of  thii  Bill  will  nipport  thli  olauM.  W« 
belitve  tb*(  ir  the  Bill  is  to  reouiin  parmiuiie  it 
Msnot  ba  fairl;  eSbotin  without  lome  lach 
MDCDdnicDt  SB  this  Blania  would  introduoe." 

Claiue  (Holding  ofmeetinge  for  re- 
peal of  statutes  imposing  teata  or  dis- 
abilities,)— (Jfr.  Faieeett^ — brought  up, 
and  read  the  hrst  time. 

Ma.  BOUVEEIE  aaid,  that  no  one  in 
&e  House  had  the  object  of  the  Bill 
more  thoroughly  at  heart  than  he  had. 
Buch  a  measure  had  been  brought  in  by 
him  eereral  times,  being  baaed  all  along 
on  the  assumption  that  some  Colleges, 
both  at  Oxford  and  at  Cambridge,  Tere 
willing  to  admit  to  FelloTships  per- 
■ona  not  being  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  It  was  intended  that, 
in  that  respect,  the  character  of  the 
Bill  should  be  purely  penuiseiTe.  On 
a  preriouB  ocoaBion  Mr.  H^wood,  for- 
merly a  Member  of  that  Honse  for 
South  Lancashire,  proposed  a  clause 
with  respect  to  Fellowehipa,  to  the  ef- 
fect that  no  religious  tests  whatever 
should  be  applied,  and  much  could  be 
■aid  for  that  proposal;  hut  the  pro- 
moters of  such  a  Bill  as  the  present  had 
hitherto  pursued  a  more  moderate  and 
temperate  course.  He  was  now  un- 
willing to  depart  &om  that  line  of  pro- 
ceeding, and  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
they  could  not  in  fairness  accede  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  without  giving 
equal  faralities  to  Colleges  to  exclude 
Nonconformistfl.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
waa  not  altogether  correct  in  saying 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  carried  into 
effect  in  any  of  the  Colleges  without  the 
alteration  of  some  statute,  because  five 
of  the  principal  Colleges  at  Cambridge, 
including  Trinity  College,  could  carry  it 
into  effect  the  moment  it  was  passed. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  give  to  a  chance 
majority  in  some  of  these  Colleges  the 
power  of  excluding  Nonconformists, 
which  they  might  do  by  giving  them, 
hy  snch  a  dause  as  this,  me  |)Over  of 
admitting  them.  He  believed  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  the  measure  in  its 
present  comparatively  temperate  and 
tentative  form. 

The  eOLICITOE  GENERAL  ad- 
mitted that  at  some  of  tiie  Oolleges  at 
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Oxford,  though  there  was  some  obBcu- 
ri^  in  the  phraseology,  yet  it  had  been 
advised  by  some  eminent  lawyers  that  tha 
Visitors  would  have  a  veto  on  any  such 
change  as  would  be  necessary  to  the  ad- 
mission of  Nonconformists  as  Fellows. 
In  some  cases  the  Visitors  were  laymen — 
noblemen  or  the  Chancellors  of  the  Uni- 
versity; but  unquestionably  a  great 
many  were  Bishops,  who  had  on  several 
ocoasions  used,  quA  Bishops,  their  power 
as  Visitors,  for  the  benefit  of  the  College 
against  the  wish  of  the  College,  though 
repeatedly  expressed,  because  the  change 
proposed  was  thought  hy  them  to  be 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  Church. 
Sooner  or  later,  it  might  be  necessary  to 
alter  that ;  but,  so  m  as  this  Bill  was 
concerned,  it  would,  he  thought,  be  in- 
iudicious  and  imwise  to  go  beyond  its 
broad  principle — aa  regaraed  the  Uni- 
versity making  it  compulsory,  but  leav- 
ing it  permisBtve  with  the  Colleges.  He 
certainly  would  most  strenuously  oppose 
the  clause. 

Mb.  BENMAN  said,  he  had  received 
a  very  strong  letter  from  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  of  whioh  University  he  had 
the  honour  at  one  time  t«  be  a  Fellow, 
urging  him  to  support  the  clause,  be- 
cause it  was  felt  that  unless  some  such 


Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  if 
he  pressed  the  (Jause  to  a  division,  but 
he  questioned  whether  it  would  be  wise 
to  do  60.  The  clause  was  objectionable 
in  one  respect,  however.  It  proposed 
that  a  third  of  the  Fellows  of  a  CoUege 
should  have  power  to  require  the  Head 
of  that  CoUege  to  summon  a  meeting, 
and  then  abare  majority  of  the  meeting, 
however  small  the  meeting  might  be — 
for  there  was  no  provision  as  to  the 
number  which  should  be  necessary  to 
form  a  meeting — would  have  power  to 
alter  a  statute.  An  alteration,  carried 
by  a  bare  majority  at  a  small  meeting, 
would  not  be  satisfactory,  and  it  might 
give  rise  to  a  great  de^  of  irritation. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  legislation  in 
the  direction  of  this  clause  for  another 
Session,  when  a  Bill  might  be  so  drawn 
up  as  to  be  &ee  &om  the  objections 
wnich  undoubtedly  attached  to  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  said,  if  the  clause 
were  to  be  acted  upon  in  the  manner 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
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Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie),  to  exclude 
Nonconformists,  that  would  be  acting 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Bill,  which 
Boug^ht  to  get  rid  of  disabilitieB,  and  not 
to  impose  them.  The  clause  had  been 
caFefiilly  drawn  up,  and  it  was  supported 
by  high  authorities  at  Cambridge.  He 
should  ceri^inlj  vote  for  the  clause  if 
pressed  fo  a  division, 

Thb  SOUOITOE  general  said, 
tlie  clause  might  undoubtedly  have  the 
effect  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  attributed  to  it — of  enabling 
Colleges  to  exclude  Nonconformists ;  for, 
the  words  "to  amend  or  repeal"  would 
give  power  to  the  majority  of  Fellows  to 
render  the  statutes  more  stringent  for 
the  eTcl^lsion  of  Nonconformists  as  well 
as  to  relax  them  for  their  admission. 

Mb.  WALTEK  said,  he  should  be 
extremely  surprised  if  any  court  of  jus- 
tice whatever  would  give  that  interpre- 
tation to  the  amendment  of  a  statute 
for  removing  disabilities  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  ^e  Solicitor  Qeneral) 
supposed  possible.  He  could  not  conceive 
that  were  a  College  to  alter  its  statutes 
in  the  direction  of  rendering  diaabUitieB 
more  stringent,  any  Court  would  con- 
sider it  an  amendment.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that,  much  as  be  disagreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  in  wishing  to  impose  any 
compulsory  legislation  on  the  Colleges, 
he  did  think  that  this  clause  was  only  a 
logical  attempt  to  carry  out  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  put  the  Colleges  in 
train  for  applying  themselves,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  IJie  removal  of  disabilities. 
He  did  not  mean  fo  say  that  the  words 
of  the  clause  were  the  most  effectual  for 
their  object,  and  hei  would  surest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  that,  in  any  case,  the 
meetings  should  not  be  held  oftener  than 
once  in  the  year,  otherwise  dissension 
and  quarrelling  would  be  obviously  cre- 
ated in  the  Colleges.  He  would  vote 
for  the  clause  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  WINTERBOTHAM  said,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  unless  some  such 
clause  was  inserted  the  Bill  would  be 
utterly  useless.  It  was  a  mere  mockery 
to  tell  Dissenters  that  they  would  be  ad- 
mitted if  the  Bishops  would  let  them. 
He  was  informed  that  four-fifths  of  the 
Collies  of  Oxford  had  Bishops  for 
Visitors,  and  although  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral expected  they  wonld  act  in  this 
matter  without  regard  to  their  own  pro- 
feadonal  views,  yet  ereiyone  knew  how 
Mr.  W.  Ihwhr 


they  had  intennreted  their  duty  and 
acted  upon  it  hitherto.  Therefore  he 
was  saymg  nothing  unfair  when  he  said 
that  they  could  not  expect  the  Bishops, 
or  any  number  of  them,  to  give  their 
assent  to  a  statute  to  throw  open  the  Col- 
leges to  Dissenters.  If  Uie  constructiDn 
which  tbe  Solicitor  General  had  put  on 
the  clause  was  cop'eot,  it  might  be  worth 
while  to  take  time  for  consideration  and 
bring  up  a  clause  on  the  Report,  but 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  thought  fit  to  divide  at  present 
on  his  clause  he  should  vote  for  it. 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
practical  tendency  of  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  very 
willing  to  allow  free  thought  and  iree 
action  to  the  Fdlowe  of  Colleges  when 
they  saw  that  it  tended  to  throw  open 
the  Colleges ;  but  as  soon  as  &ee  thought 
and  free  action  tended  to  close  the  Col- 
leges against  the  admission  of  Dissenters, 
then  they  at  once  stepped  forward  and 
said  they  would  not  allow  it.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  last  spoken  and  the 
Solicitor  General  thought  it  highly  ob- 

i'eotionable  that  the  Fellows  of  any  Col- 
ege  should  by  any  vote  so  alter  their 
statutes  as  to  impose  tests  upon  Dis- 
senters, but  if  Fellows  were  to  be  allowed 
to  alter  their  statutes  in  one  way  why 
not  in  another.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  however,  objected  to  giving  to 
a  temporary  and  fluctuating  body  like 
the  Fellows  the  permission  to  alter  the 
statutes  of  their  College. 

Me.  FAWCETT  said,  he  shouU  be 
perfectly  willing,  if  the  clause  were  read 
a  second  time,  to  accept  any  Amendment 
which  might  render  it  better  suited  to 
its  purpose.  He  should  like  to  put  in 
words,  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter),  to  prevent 
the  Colleges  from  being  worriedT  by  too 
frequent  applications.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  withdraw  the  clause  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ^the  Soli- 
citor General)  could  convince  him  that  it 
in  one  tittle  infringed  the  principle  of 
theBiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  dtvtdtd  .-—Ajm  H7; 
Noes  234 :  Majority  87. 

House  rentmtd. 

Bill  retorted,  with  Amendments,  and 
an  amended  Title ;  as  amended,  to  be 
oonaidered  upon  Monday  next 
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Notice  tal:eQ,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 


HOTJSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  5th  JiUy,  1869. 

MINUTES.]  — Pdblio  Bii.iB—Firit  Stadins— 

Cbu-itj  CommiuLanera'  (170):   Bishcps  Ee- 

»ign.lioii»(l7l). 
Setmd  A«<itiin<7— Campnniei  Clanaes  A(it(l8fl3) 

AmeDdment*  (117);  Poor  Law  UnioD Liwiii * 

(148). 
CammitUt—lntii  Choroh  (106). 
CammilUe — Report — Tillsi  of  ReUgiooi  Congre- 

pilions  Aet  Eitension  "  (130). 
nSirrfil^afiup— BeorhouBea,Ao.*(HB);  Public 

Pu-ki  (Ireland)*  (1Q3},  ioApatud. 

CONVICTION  FOR  FURIOUS  DRIVING. 
quzsTioif. 
The  Eam,  of  WINOHILSEA  said, 
lie  wished  to  oak.  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville),  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  has  been 
directed  to  a  conviction  in  the  penalty  of 
forty  shillings  (before  Mr.  Knox,  police 
magistrate)  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  tt.  B. 
£nox  for  what  is  called  furious  riding 
in  Kotten  Sow ;  and  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
it  is  expedient  to  leave  the  law  in  its 
present  state,  thereby  constituting  the 
pohoeman  who  happened  to  bo  on  duty, 
and  whose  judgment  it  is  much  to  be 
feared  had  not  been  matured  by  a  long 
course  of  study  on  the  difficult  point  of 
pace  an  ex  officio  Judge,  whose  dictum 
is  to  be  lat^  when  once  it  bad  been 
given  on  oath.  He  wished  to  say  no- 
thing derogatory  to  the  metropolitan 
police,  for  the  public  were  much  in- 
debt  to  them  for  their  general  efficiency 
and  discretion,  but  they  were  liable  oc- 
casionally to  fall  into  the  mistake  of 
what  Talleyrand  used  to  call  trop  d»  tile, 
and  the  present  case  appeared  to  him  an 
instance  in  point.  On  the  part  of  the 
gentleman  who  had  been  fined,  he  could 
state  that,  in  his  opinion,  he  was  not 
riding  at  the  rate  of  more  than  ten  miles 
an  luiiir,  but  one  policeman  had  de- 


scribed the  paoe  as  twelve  and  another 
as  thirteen  nules  an  hour.  The  time  was 
half-past  seven  in  the  morning,  so  that 
the  complaint  preferred  against  him  was 
rather  hypercritical.  He  was  riding  a 
horse,  too,  which  it  was  rather  difficult 
to  manage,  and  it  was  well-known  that 
the  only  way  of  managing  such  a  horse 
was  to  hold  hard  to  Ms  head  and  make 
him  go  for  a  little  distance.  Any  of 
their  Lordships  might  be  summoned  in 
the  same  way  unless  a  little  more  dis- 
cretion were  shown  in  instituting  pro- 
secutions ?         

Easl  GEANTILLE  s«d,  he  must 
apologize  to  the  noble  Earl  for  having 
been  rather  dilatory  in  communicating 
with  the  Secreta^  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  for  being  at  present 
unable  to  give  him  information  on  the 
exact  point  which  he  had  brought  for- 
ward. He  remembered  that,  some  years 
ago,  there  were  very  great  and  very  just 
complaints  as  to  the  way  in  which  horses 
were  ridden  in  the  park,  and  that  the 
police  were  consequently  directed  to 
check  it.  He  had  heard  veir  different 
characters  of  the  horse  ridden  by  Colonel 
Enox ;  for,  according  to  one  deecrip- 
tion,  it  was  a  lady's  horse,  and,  accord- 
ing to  another,  it  was  a  great  kicker. 
If  the  horse  was  one  which  could  only 
be  managed  by  holding  hard  by  hu 
head  and  shoving  him  along,  be  must 
say  he  thought  it  would  be  well  if  that 
class  of  horses  were  shoved  from  the 
Park  altogether.  As  to  the  hour  of  the 
day,  he  could  not  quite  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  that  was  an  ai^ument 
against  there  being  any  danger,  for  at 
that  time  of  the  day  there  were  many 
pedestrians  in  the  Park,  and  also  many 
of  the  younger  members  of  their  Lord- 
ships' families.  The  police,  no  doubt, 
were  bound  to  exercise  great  discretion 
in  the  matter,  and  he  would  make  it  his 
duty  to  inquire  into  the  facts  of  the 
case. 

ORDER  OF  ST.  PATRICK. 

QUESnOK. 

The  Eakl  of  POETAEIJNGTON 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  Her  M^esty's 
Government,  In  the  event  of  the  Bill  for 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Iridi  Churcb 
becoming  law,  in  what  manner  in  con- 
formity with  the  existing  statutes  it  is 
proposed  to  provide  successors  for  the 
offices  of  Prmte,  Chancellor,  and  Dean 
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of  the  Order  of  St.  Fatriok,  bo  tliat  tb.e 
dignity  of  that  Order  iukv  be  in  no  tray 
diminislied  ae  origmaUy  founded  by  the 
Sovereign  of  these  kingdoms ;  and  also 
in  what  manner,  and  in  what  place  the 
ceremonies  connected  with  the  inetalla- 
tion  of  the  Knights  are  for  the  future  to 
be  conducted  and  held  ?  The  Order,  as 
their  Lordships  were  aware,  was  foiinded 
in  ]783,  and  was  connected  with  the 
EBtabUshed  Chnrch,  the  Archbishop  of 
Armagh  being  Prelate,  the  Archbiehop 
of  Dublin,  Chancellor,  and  the  Dean  of 
St.  Patrick,  Registrar,  just  as  the  Dean 
of  Windsor  was  connected  with  the  Order 
of  the  Oarter,  and  the  Dean  of  the 
Chapel  Royal  of  Holyrood  with  that  of 
the  Thistle.  Now.  it  was  true  that  the 
Bill  preservod  the  rank  and  status  of 
the  Irish  Prelates  during  their  lives,  but 
the  motto  of  the  Order — Quit  leparohit  ? 
would  no  longer  be  applicable  to  the 
Irish  Church  as  a  branch  of  the  United 
Church,  and  on  the  death  of  the  present 
Prelate  and  Chancellor  Uie  ofilces  would, 
in  tJie  absence  of  some  new  provision, 
be  swept  away.  The  investiture  of  the 
Knights  had  usually  been  accompanied 
by  much  pomp  and  circumstance,  the 
oath  being  administered  by  the  Prelate, 
but  who  would  in  future  diHcharge  that 
duty  ?  The  installation,  moreover,  had 
hitherto  been  held  in  St.  Patrick's  Ca- 
thedral, but  the  officers  of  the  disestab- 
lished Church  might  ref^e  tiie  use  of 
that  building,  and  if  Her  M^eety  should, 
at  any  time,  go  over  to  Ireland,  and 
shonld  wish  to  hold  a  chapter  of  the 
Order,  where  could  it  be  held  1  He 
knew  of  no  place  except  the  Ourragh  of 
Kildare,  and  would  that  be  a  proper 
place  ?  He  remembered  the  splendour 
of  the  last  installation,  and  the  princely 
magnificence  displayed  by  the  noble 
Duke  (.the  Duke  of  Aberoom)  who  then 
filled  the  ofGce  of  Lord  lieutenant ; 
but,  unless  the  Oovemment  were  pre- 
pared to  maintain  the  dignity  and  pres- 
tige of  the  Order,  that  occasion  would 
stand  on  record  as  the  last  ceremony  of 
the  kind,  and  the  organist  might  liave 
appositely  played  Lu&er'e  hymn — 


He  hoped,  however,  to  hear  that  the 
Government  intended  to  preserve  the 
Order  in  all  its  dignity  and  prestige. 

Eabl    spencer  :    My  Lords,  I  do 

not  intend  to  follow  at  great  length  the 

The  Earl  of  Portarlingtm 


speech  of  my  noble  Friend,  but  merely 
rise  to  reply  to  the  Question  he  has  put. 
I  may,  however,  point  out  one  mistake 
into  which  he  fell.  He  a^ed  what 
would  happen  to  the  Order  and  to  the 
motto  whidi  belongs  to  it  if  the  Irish 
Church  were  separated  from  the  English 
Church.  Now,  I  believe  that  the  motto 
Quit  teparabit  f  refers  to  the  three  Crowna 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and 
it  cannot  possiblv  refer  to  the  Churches, 
because  Ute  Oder  of  St.  Patrick  was 
founded  before  the  Union.  This  matter 
has  not  been  overlooked  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  as  there  did  not  appear  any 
great  ui^ncy  in  the  settlement  of  the 
question,  and  as  it  was  not  intimately 
connected  with  the  important  measures 
now  before  Parliament,  it  was  decided 
to  reserve  it  for  future  consideration. 


IRISH  CHURCH  BILL-{Ko.  IDS.) 
{Tht  Earl  QramriOe.} 


House  again  in  Oonuoittee  (according 
to  Order). 

ViBcomrr  LEFFOED  moved  to  insert 
after  Clause  26  a  new  clause,  tlie  eSeot 
of  which  was  to  free  Presbyterian 
churches  and  manses  from  debt.  The 
case  of  the  Presb3rterianfi  was  a  rather 
peculiar  one.  The  Rtgivm  Donum,  as 
their  Lordships  were  aware,  was  first 
instituted  by  William  HI.  ;  but  the  late 
Earl  Fortescue,  when  Lord  Lieutenant, 
effected  a  considerable  change,  it  being 
arranged  that  the  grant  should  be  in- 
creased in  proportion  to  the  amount 
subscribed  for  the  erection  of  manses 
and  churches.  The  result  was  a  laige 
increase  in  the  nimiber  of  these  build- 
ings, and  it  was  found  inexpedient  that 
the  system  should  be  continued.  These 
churches  and  manses,  however,  had  been 
built  on  the  faith  of  that  assistance,  and 
the  Presbyterians  of  Ulster,  having  for 
a  long  time  been  applying  to  various 
Governments  for  an  mcrease  of  the  £*• 
gittm  Donum,  and  being  to  a  great  ex- 
tent in  the  position  of  an  Established 
Church,  now  asked  to  be  treated  in  the 
same  way  as  that  in  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  treated  the  clergy  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  and  to  be  relieved 
from  the  heavy  charges  incurred  in  con- 
sequence of  the  expectations  held  oat  by 
the  Government  twenty  years  ago. 
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J&iW,  to  mseit  after  dauBe  28  tlie 
following  clause : — 

"  The  uid  comminioDen  ilull  ■aaertklu  th« 
colt  Inourred  nave  the  Brat  daf  of  Jauuarj  ooa 
tboawDd  eight  handr«d  and  IhirCj-dight  id  r«ipeo( 
of  the  ermtioQ  of  ohurcbei  or  meelmg-boiuei  and 
maiiMa  b;  tbe  ProtsitsQt  Qon-coDnrnimg  oon- 
gragitioDi  of  Ireland,  wbo  were  at  that  time  in 
rmaipt  of  or  falfllUns  tbe  oonditions  nnwHarj 
for  obtaining  Reginni  Donam,  and  aball  v^j  o*er 
to  truataaa  to  be  appointed  bf  the  geDeral  aiKDi- 
bIj,or>Tnod,orpreib;terj,  utbo  oue  maj  be,  tha 
mmoDDt  M  ueartaliwd."-— ( Tlu  Fuevunl  Liford.) 

Eabl  aEANVXLLE  said,  be  thoaght 
the  clause  wob  inconsiBtent  both  with 
die  propoealB  of  the  Ooveniiaeut  and 
with  the  decision  of  the  House  late  on 
Friday  night.  The  OoTemment  would 
he  glad  to  make  any  reasonable  coocee- 
sion  to  BO  respectable  a  body  as  the 
Fresbyterians  of  Ireland,  who  had  re- 
ceived the  Regivm  Jkmttm,  but  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Yisoouut,  that  they 
should  be  re-paid  tbe  sums  tbey  bad 
disbursed  in  erecting  these  bouses,  was 
almost  out  of  tbe  question.  One  of  tbe 
conditions  of  tbe  Regium  Donum  was  that 
tbe  manses  should  be  built  before  the 
grant  could  be  applied  to  a  particular 
parish.  If,  therefore,  tbe  money  bad 
been  subscribed,  there  was  dearly  no 
reason  for  reimbursing ;  while  if  it  bad 
been  borrowed  it  was  rather  a  fictitious 
arrangement  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
the  conditions  on  wbicb  the  Regi 
Jhnum  was  afterwards  granted. 

£ake,  QKET  said,  be  understood  the 
iaots  to  be  these —  An  arrangement  was 
made  between  the  Fresbyterians  and  tbe 
Cbyemment  that,  under  certain  circum- 
fiulices,  Presbyterian  elet«ymen,  where 
congregations  were  form^  and  mansei 
were  built,  should  be  entitled  to  a  cer- 
tsin  amount  of  stipend.  Tbe  Preabyto- 
rians,  belieTing  that  these  stipends  were 
to  go  on,  borrowed  money  for  the  erec- 
tion of  tbese  manses.  Mow,  it  seented 
to  him  unfair  that  when  debts  had  been 
contraoted  and  houses  built  on  tbe  &ith 
of  that  arrangement,  the  Government 
should  turn  round  on  the  Fresbyterians 
and  say — "  A  great  change  of  poboy  is 
about  to  oocur  which  vUl  entirely  put 
an  end  to  that  arrangement,  and  al- 
Uiougb  you  have  incurred  debta  on  tbe 
faith  of  OUT  promisee,  we  cannot  redeem 
those  promises,  and  you  must  struggle 
with  your  debts  in  tbe  beetway  you  can." 
His  noble  Friend  (Earl  Qranville)  had 
■aid  that  this  clause  was  inconmstent 
with  the  dedfflon  of  the  Committee 


Friday  nigbt.  By  that  decision,  most 
unfortun^ly  as  bo  (bought,  tbey  de- 
cided that,  though  the  vast  majority  of 
their  Lordships  oeHeved  it  desirable  ia 
itself  to  give  something  to  the  Roman 
CatboUce,  tbey  were  bound  to  refuse  it 
in  deference  to  what  the  Qovemment 
themselves  seemed  to  consider  'ignorant 
irejudice  on  the  part  of  the  population. 
?ow,  if  this  was  tbe  case — ^if,  in  conse- 
luence  of  that  unfortunate  prejudice, 
_tieir  Lordships  could  do  nothing  for  the 
Boman  Gatbt^ce,  be,  for  one,  could  not 
consent  to  aggravate  the  mischief  of  the 
vote  of  Friday  night.  Tbey  had  already 
decided  for  tbe  remission  of  tbe  charge 
proposed  te  be  made  on  tbe  Established 
Church  for  their  parsonages,  and  it  was 
harsh  to  refuse  anything  to  tbe  Fresby- 
terians, but  a^r  tbe  decision  of  Friday 
tbey  would  only  aggravate  the  evil  by 
adopting  tbe  cJause. 

The  Eabi.  op  KMBEELET  said, 
be  did  not  intend  to  re-open  the  discus- 
sion of  Fridav  night,  but  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey)  bad  not  appeared  to  under- 
stood tbe  argument  of  bis  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville).  Tbe  Itegium  Ihnvm 
was  given  to  Freabyterian  ministers  on 
condition  that  any  minister  who  might 
claim  tbe  grant  had  a  congregatian  of 
not  less  than  twelve  fkmiBes  or  fifty 
souls,  and  that  there  existed  a  church 
and  house  with  an  assured  income  of 
£60.  That  manses  had  been  allowed  to 
reckon  towards  that  income,  and  it  was 
obvious  that  the  grant  beinff  only  made 
on  certain  conditions  it  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  Bill— 
tbe  compensation  of  vested  interests, 
that  compbance  with  those  conditions 
should  be  a  ground  for  compeneatian. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
withdrawn. 

Clause  29  (Enactnient  with  respect  to 
private  endowmente). 

Thb  Abohbishop  op  CANTERBXmT : 
My  Lords,  I  have  placed  on  tbe  Paper 
three  Amendments  in  this  clause,  all 
bearing  on  the  subject  of  private  endow- 
ments, and  I  think  I  may  say  that  tbev 
all  appear  to  me  to  be  ooneistont  with 
tbe  prmciple  of  the  BilL  That  principle 
I  understand  to  be  this — that  'miile  the 
Establishment,  in  the  ordinair  sense  of 
tbe  word,  is  to  oease  in  Ireland,  and 
while  great  obangesare  to  be  made  with 
regard  to  the  endowments,  very  jealooB 
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Ottre  is  to  be  exercised  with  reference  to 
private  intereete.  Now  the  private  int«- 
rests  of  those  at  preeent  in  possession  of 
any  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church 
have  been  secured  by  the  Amendment 
which  your  Lordships  adopted  as  to  the 
terms  of  commutation,  such  terms  being 
given  as  will  enablethe  Governing  Body 
to  attend  to  the  private  claims  of  each 
of  those  persons  who  have  a  life  interest 
in  the  present  revenues  of  the  Chm:ch. 
Tour  Lordships  ad<^ted  the  term  of 
fourteen  years  for  the  Established  Church 
as  well  as  for  Maynooth,  as  the  best  way 
of  securing  those  vested  interests  and  as 
analogous  to  thehberal  treatment  adopted 
in  the  case  of  Canada,  which  has  so 
often  been  alluded  to  in  these  debates. 
Another  class  of  vested  interesta  which 
your  Lordships  have  already  considered 
is  that  of  the  private  interests  of  the 
clergy  in  the  Louaea  which  many  of 
them  have  erected,  partly  out  of  their 
own  personal  resources  and  partly  out 
of  building  charges;  the  Committee 
being  of  opinion  ttiat  the  clergy  would 
not  have  erected  these  houses  if  they 
had  thought  they  were  to  be  taken 
away  the  moment  they  themselves  had 
ceased  to  hve.  Having  thus,  in  perfect 
consistency  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
secured  the  private  interests  of  those  at 
present  in  receipt  of  money  or  in  the 
possession  of  houses  in  connection  with 
the  Church,  we  now  come  to  another 
class  of  private  interests  to  which  we 
may  properly  apply  that  name,  since 
they  relate  to  private  persons  who,  in 
past  times,  have  left  benefactions  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church. 
And  when  I  say  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  I  mean  for  the 
maintenance  of  that  which,  at  the  time 
of  those  benefactions,  was  the  Established 
Church,  for  it  would  take  a  great  deal 
to  persuade  me  that  those  persons  were 
BO  lightly  attached  to  their  Protestant 
faith  as  to  leave  the  money  merely  to 
any  Church  which,  in  such  a  country  as 
Ireland,  might  happen  horn  time  to  time 
to  be  established.  I  hope  and  expect  that 
the  Government  will  not  see  any  difficulty 
in  acceding,  at  all  events,  to  the  first  of 
my  Amendments.  Tour  Lordships  are 
wisely  jealous  with  respect  to  aU  such 
private  endowments,  of  which  there  are 
many  both  in  England  and  in  Ireland. 
It  is  difficult,  perhaps,  even  with  the  as- 
sistance of  the  Board  established  for  the 
purpose,  to  ascertain  exactly  what  are 
.    3^  Archhitkop  of  Canttrhwry 


the  endowments  of  the  Eoman  Ca&olio 
body  in  Ireland,  which  axe  vested  in 
private  trustees,  but  no  one  can  doubt 
that  they  are  very  considerable ;  and,  I  be- 
lieve, the  Koman  Catholics  would  be  ex- 
tremely jealous  of  any  interference  with 
the  private  endowntents  of  other  bodies, 
whidi  might,  in  time,  lead  to  interference 
with  their  own.  I  have  no  information 
in  this  matter  as  to  the  Presbyterians  of 
Ireland,  but  I  know,  with  tolerable  cer- 
tainly, as  to  the  great  Presbyterian  body 
of  which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie)  spoke  some  nights  ago,  that 
during  its  brief  existence  it  has  acquired 
very  considerable  endowments.  Now,  I 
am  quite  sure  that  it  is  not  the  intention 
of  Parliament  jealously  to  guard  the 
private  endowments  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic body  and  of  the  Presbyterian  bo- 
dies, and  to  be  reckless  in  its  way  of 
dealing  with  the  private  endowments  of 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church.  Many 
sacrifices  have  been  made  by  private 
members  of  that  Church  in  order  to  con- 
fer private  endowments  on  the  body  to 
which  they  belonged.  It  was  stated  in 
the  course  of  the  recent  debate  that  a 
Bishop  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  had  left  a  large  property  to  Mb 
family,  though,  whether,  like  some  oUier 
Bishops,  he  had  had  the  good  fortune 
to  succeed  to  a  large  fortune  before  ho 
left  it,  I  am  not  able  to  say.  A  list,  how- 
ever, has  been  published  by  Dr.  Todd, 
of  private  endowntents  which,  within  hia 
own  cognizance,  have  been  made  to  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Chiirch  in  Ireland. 
The  list  of  these  private  endowm^to 
ends  with  the  miuu£cent  bequest  of 
the  most  rev.  Primate  who  lately  pre- 
sided over  the  see  of  Armagh  (Arch- 
bishop Beresfoird),  a  Bishop  whose  me- 
mory, I  believe,  will  be  long  revered 
in  Ireland  as  a  most  generous,  noble, 
and  kind-hearted  man,  and  who,  having 
himself  succeeded  to  an  ample  fortune, 
was  able  to  leave  veir  lai^  sums 
to  the  Church  of  whim  he  was  an 
ornament.  The  list,  concluding  with 
that  most  rev.  Primate,  goes  back  to  a 
series  of  his  predecessors,  many  of  whom 
left  large  sums  to  the  Church  of 
which  ^ey  were  the  heads.  Primata 
Eobinson  left  £1,000,  which,  with  a  be- 
quest of  Primato  Boolter,  at  present 
amounts  to  £38,700,  and  has  been  kept 
separate  in  the  accounts  of  the  Ecde- 
siaotical  Commissioners.  I  will  not  go 
through  the  list  of  bene&otors,  but  fm- 
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lowing  them  up  we  come  to  various 
ArclLbishopB,  and  at  last  to  the  name  of 
Archbiahop  Bramhall,  who,  in  1662,  be- 
queathed £500  to  the  Church.  Pro- 
ceeding a  little  further  we  come  to  a 
gift  of  the  eame  Bishop  Bramhall,  who 
secured  for  the  Church  a  sum  of  money 
BO  large  that  in  those  days  the  in- 
terest was  calculated  at  £30,000  a  year. 
The  same  man,  I  say,  in  the  year  1662, 
left  the  sum  of  £500,  and  are  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  about  to  respect  the 
small  sum  left  in  1662  and  say  that  a 
totally  different  principle  is  to  be  apphed 
to  the  &r  larger  sum  left  at  an  earlier 
period?  The  very  same  man,  a  mem- 
bor  of  the  very  same  Church,  udng  the 
Tcry  same  Litui^,  left  both  sums,  and 
where  is  the  difference  between  the  two 
cases  except  this  very  important  differ- 
ence, that  the  one  is  a  sum  of  £500,  and 
the  otherproduces  £30,000  a  year?  If  we 
had  nothing  t^  do  with  justice  and  were 
influenced  only  by  motives  of  expediency, 
it  might  be  well  to  draw  the  line  at 
1660 ;  but  I  am  sure  Uiat  it  is  justice 
that  has  guided  the  course  of  Her  Ma- 
jeBly'B  Govermnent  with  respect  to  pri- 
vate endowments,  and  I  cannot  beheve 
that  the  mere  amount  of  the  endowment 
makes  such  an  extraordinary  difference 
between  the  one  case  and  the  other.  I 
do  not  know  what  is  the  reason  why  the 
year  1660  has  been  adopted,  and  I  trust 
that  Her  Majesty's  Govermnent  will  not 
insist  upon  that  year.  We  are  told  that 
the  Church  was  in  an  unsettled  condition 
before  that  time.  We  know  it  was  not 
unsettled  with  respect  to  its  Articles. 
There  were,  it  is  true,  in  Ireland,  as  in 
England,  separate  Articles  answering  to 
what  were  called  the  Lambeth  Articles, 
but  they  were  not  the  Articles  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  any  more  than  they 
were  the  real  Articles  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Allow  me  to  read  a  very 
succinct  atvount  of  the  matter  which 
has  been  placed  in  my  hands.  The 
English  Liturgy  was  established  in  Ire- 
land by  the  Lish  Act  of  Uniformity,  2 
MU%aheth,  c.  2,  passed  in  the  year  1560. 
If  you  look  to  the  Acts  of  Farhament, 
you  will  find  it  there.  I  believe  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  until  within  the 
last  two  or  three  years  the  Irish  clei^y 
subscribed  to  the  Articles  on'  the  strength 
of  a  canon,  passed  in  the  year  1634,  aa- 
Bwering  to  our  Canon  of  Subscription 
of  ih.%  year  1604.  Up  to  and  even  in 
the  time  when  I  myself  with  the  most 


rev.  Primate  who  presides  over  the  Pro- 
vince of  Armagh  recommended  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  there  should 
be  an  alteration  in  Uie  subscription,  all 
the  clergy  subscribed  a  canon  of  these 
same  Thirty-nine  Articles,  according  to 
the  canon,  and  the  date  of  that  canon  is, 
as  I  have  said,  1634.  It  may  be  said 
that  here  and  there  Presbyterian  minis- 
ters occupied  livings  in  Ireland ;  but  the 
answer  is  that  here  and  there  Presby- 
terian ministers  occupied  livings  in  Eng- 
land, and  between  the  two  cases  there 
was  BO  difference.  There  has  been  placed 
in  my  hands  a  reference  to  a  work  well 
known  amongPresbyterianB  in  Ireland ; 
it  is  Beid?*  Mistoty  of  the  J^esbyterian 
Chweh  in  Ireland,  the  first  volume.  That 
work,  written  by  a  Presbytflrian,  and 
highly  respected  as  an  authority,  states 
that  in  the  midst  of  the  troubles  in  1642 
there  arrived  the  regiment  of  Ai^ll 
and  three  other  regiments  &om  Scot- 
land. Each  of  them  had  its  IVesby- 
terian  chaplain,  and  the  four  chap- 
lains of  these  regiments  appear  to  have 
taken  counsel  together  and  to  have  es- 
tabhehed  alterations ;  and,  in  the  year 
1642,  they  held  the  first  synod  of  Pres- 
byterians in  Ireland.  That  was  during 
the  very  same  time  that  the  Presbyterian 
system  was  for  a  period  the  dominant 
system  in  England.  But  before  1660 
Bishop  BramhaU  had  collected  the  large 
sum  of  money  which  I  have  mentioned 
for  the  support  of  the  Church  of  which 
he  was  a  Bishop.  Now,  I  am  quite 
aware  that  the  sources  from  which  Bishop 
Bramhall  obtained  that  money  are  said 
to  be  somewhat  doubtful.  Your  Lord- 
Ediips  know  that  one  of  the  most  learned 
lawyers  of  the  day  contended  that  it  is 
a  very  dangerous  principle  when  a  be- 
quest has  been  made  250  years  ago  to 
consider  what  was  the  right  of  the  ori- 
ginal donor  to  the  possession  of  the 
money.  However  that  may  be,  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  on  examining  the  matter, 
that  there  is  no  doubt  this  was  a  sub- 
scription collected  by  Bishop  Bramhall 
for  a  particular  purpose,  well  known  to 
those  who  were  subscribers,  and  made 
over  to  the  Church  of  which  he  was  a 
Prelate. '  It  was  a  sort  of  Bishop  of 
Derry's  fund  which  he  collected  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  Chtireh.  Now,  if 
it  is  said  that  the  fact  that  the  Sove- 
reign having  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  money  or  any  portion  of  the  money 
takes  it  out  of  the  range  of  private  en- 
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dowments,  I  may  be  allowed  to  read 
these  words  of  the  Firet  Minister  of  the 
Orown — 

*■  It  XBMj  ha*a  beeo  giv«n  b;  >  poblio  obanoter, 
bat,  thoagb  giren  bj  penoiu  bolding  a  pablio 
poiition,  ita  baTJog  been  giTen  Ed  a  private  o>pa- 
oitf  eridantl;  oocatitatea it  aprinte sadovmeiit." 

Kow,  my  Loidx,  in  that  very  able  ail- 
ment to  which  I  before  referred,  it  ia 
stated,  not  with  referesoe  to  this  gift  of 
Bishop  Bramhall,  but  to  other  matters, 
that  t^e  Sovereign  waa  entitled  to  dis- 
tribute this  money  as  he  pleased,  and 
that  it  was  maintained  in  Parliament  at 
a  subsequent  period  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  considering  what  the  Sove- 
reign had  given,  because  it  was  his  pri- 
vate property.  It  would  be  as  difficult 
to  prove  that  money  belonging  to  the 
Sovereign  having  been  given  to  the  then 
Bishop  of  Deny,  would  invalidate  Bishop 
Bramhall's  gift  as  that  the  fact  of  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  having  munificently 
Bubsoribed  £3,000  ia  that  fund  which 
bears  the  name  of  the  Bbhop  of  London's 
Fund  would  invalidate  the  private  cha- 
racter of  that  fiind.  But  our  Sovereigns, 
and  Her  Majesty  not  less  than  her  pre- 
decessors, have  been  munificent  in  tueir 
contributionB  on  various  occasionB.  The 
fluids  collected  by  the  Colonial  Bishops 
bear  with  reference  to  one  of  those  sees 
the  name  of  Her  Majesty  as  donor ;  docs 
that  take  it  out  of  the  categoiy  of  private 
endowm^its?  Looking  to  the  fact  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  money  which 
Bishop  Bramhall  collected  came  &om 
private  resources,  that  Archbishop  Laud, 
who  was  not  likely  to  give  money  to  a 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  was  certainly 
not  a  Boman  Catholic,  though  many 
think  he  went  too  far  in  that  direction, 
vas  a  large  contributor,  apparently  from 
his  private  means,  I  claim  that  this  money 

B'ven  to  Bishop  Bramhall,  as  Bishop  of 
srry,  belongs  to  the  Church  quite  as 
much  as  the  money  which  was  afterwards 
left  by  Archbishop  Bramhall  when  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh.  It  seems  almost 
wrong  after  having  placed  this  on  the 
ground  of  justice  and  of  legality,  to  re- 
sort to  a  lower  argument.  But  some  one 
who  snoceeds  me  may  place  this  matter 
on  the  ground  of  expediency.  My  Lords, 
the  persons  at  present  in  the  enjoyment 
of  wese  sums  are  the  Protestants  of 
Ulster.  Tour  Lordships  have  no  doubt 
looked  to  the  Beport  of  the  Oommisa 
eis  as  to  the  niunbar  of  Protestant 
Th»  ArelAahop  of  Omterhtry 


and  Episcopalian  inhabitants  of  those 
parishes  in  Ulster.  Your  Lordshipe 
are  probably  familiar  with  the  fact  tliat, 
looking  to  uie  united  diocese  of  Down, 
Connor,  and  Dromore,  there  are  eleven 
parishes  in  Belfast  with  an  aggregate 
Protestant  population  of  24,534 ;  that  of 
^^-  remaining  133  one  has  a  population 
1,000,  one  of  between  4,000  and  5,000, 
six  between  3,000  and  4,000,  nine  be- 
tween 2,000  and  3,000,  and  seventeen  be- 
tween 1,000  and  2,000.  I  will  not  weary 
your  Lordshim  by  going  throt^h  the 
whole  list.  The  point  ^lich  I  wish  to 
establish  is  that  tiie  Protestant  popula- 
tion and  the  Episcopalian  population 
of  these  parishes  is  so  numerous  that 
in  point  of  policy,  independently  of  jus- 
tice, Uiey  have  a  claim  to  the  benefit' 
of  that  which  the  members  of  their 
own  commnnion  left  them  in  former 
days.  I  should  be  very  glad  if  something 
could  be  done  such  as  was  indicated  by 
the  noble  Tiscount  (Viscount  Lifford). 
It  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  think 
there  is  any  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
Episcopalian  body  of  Ireland  affainst  the 
IVesbytorians  of  the  North  of  Ireland. 
The  two  bodies  go  hand  in  band ;  they 
hold  the  essentials  of  the  same  faith, 
and  if  we  looked  to  matters  of  policy 
they  are  the  strength  not  only  of  that 
part  of  Ireland  but  of  Ireland  altogether. 
The  industry  of  Ireland  owes  much  to 
them,  and  while  we  are  considering  how 
we  are  to  keep  our  Irish  fellow-country- 
men attached  subjects  of  the  British 
Throne,  it  will  surely  be  a  most  unwise, 
as  I  maintain  also  a  most  unjust,  policy, 
to  deprive  them,  living  as  they  do  in  such 
large  numbers  as  I  have  described  in 
Ulster,  of  that  means  of  canying  on 
their  worship  which  funds,  left  distinctly 
to  them,  have  secured  for  them.  Although 
it  may  be  true  that  when  the  Proteetanta 
are  crowded  together  in  towns  they 
may  supply  their  wants,  yet  it  must  be 
remembered  that  in  many  places  the 
population  though  lai^,  is  poor  and 
scattered,  and  therefore  I  feel  confident 
your  Lordships  will  not  consent  to  de- 
prive them  of  that  which  seems  to  be  so 
justly  their  own.  I  am  sure  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  will  be  a  very  dangerous  thing  to 
shake  the  fajth  which  all  people  in  the 
United  Kingdom  at  present  have  in  the 
security  of  private  endowments. 
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Amendment  motvi,  line  42,  to  leave  out 
("year  one  thoitaaad  six  hundred  and 
Bixly"'J  and  insert  ("  eeoond  year  ot 
the  leagn  of  Queen  Elizabeth.") — (I%t 
ArehhiAop  of  Canterhwy.) 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  The 
most  rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop  of 
Oanterbuiy)  has  rested  his  case  for  oar- 
rying  back  the  period  for  the  ascertain- 
ment of  gifts  of  priTate  endowment 
to  the  rei^  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  in  the 
first  place,  upon  the  passing  of  the 
2nd  of  Elizabeth— the  Statute  of  Uni- 
formity.  And  then  he  selected  two 
cases  which  I  may  safely  say  ate  the 
only  two  of  the  slightest  importance 
BS  to  the  question  whether  you  select 
1660  or  the  2nd  of  Elizabeth,  the  case 
of  Archbishop  Bramhall  and  the  case 
of  the  Ulster  grant  by  James  I.  If 
these  two  instances  were  put  aside  it 
would  be  a  matter  almost  immaterial 
which  of  the  two  dates  you  take,  except 
that  you  may,  by  selecting  the  earlier, 
occasion  a  very  considerable  expense  by 
inquiring  into  minor  endowments,  an 
expense  which  would  not  be  juetihed  by 
the  result.  I  will  first  consider  the  pro- 
position with  reference  to  the  condidons 
of  the  statute  of  Elizabeth,  and  see  how 
far  it  holds  zood  Uiat  that  Act  fixes  the 
period  at  which  it  is  to  be  supposed 
various  persons  gave  money  intended  for 
the  support  of  the  Reformed  Anglican 
branch  of  the  Church  Catholic  instead 
of  the  Boman  Church.  I  had  occasion 
on  the  second  reading  to  point  out  that 
the  Act  of  the  2nd  oi  Elizabeth  was  not 
intended  to  exclude  any  portion  of  the 
great  Irish  nation  &om  the  benefit  of  re- 
ligions instruction.  It  was  an  Act  which 
contemplated  religious  instruction  to  the 
whole  Irish  nation,  and  in  proof  of  that 
I  cited  one  clause  of  the  Act.  The  Celtic 
population  were  Boman  Catholic  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  and  does  it  exclude 
them  &om  the  benefits  of  religious  in- 
struction ?  So  far  from  that,  it  expressly 
enacts  that,  whereas  they  did  not  under- 
stand English,  they  shall  continue  to  go 
on  with  Latin  because  they  understand 
it  better.  We  may  smile  at  that  singu- 
lar notion,  but  can  anything  more  con- 
clusively diow  that  the  Act  expressly  in- 
cluded tbem  as  participators  in  the  means 
devoted  to  public  worship  ?  Besides 
this.  Queen  Elizabeth  fined  and  impri- 
soned everybody  who  did  not  go  to 
ohoich,  dearly  uiowing  again,  although 


we  may  smile  at  this  means  also,  t^i^t 
she  intended  the  whole  nation  should 
benefit.  Therefore,  any  grant  made  at 
the  time  of  Elizabeth  was  made  for  the 
whole  country.  Then  comes  Archbishop 
Bramhall's  case,  which  may  give  rise  to 
a  very  considerable  amount  of  discussion 
before  the  CommissionerE  if  the  Amend* 
ment  be  adopted ;  and  I  confess  the  evi- 
dence, as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
gether  it  &om  reading  upon  the  subject, 
largely  preponderates  in  favour  of  the 
view  that  Archbishop  Bramhall  gave 
nothing,  or  next  to  nothing,  to  the  Irish 
Church.  It  is  true  Archbishop  Brsmhall 
obtained  a  Ia^:e  amount  of  money  fbr 
the  Irish  Church,  but  as  to  how  he  ob- 
tained it  the  different  biographers  of 
Bramhall  and  StrafiTord  disagree.  Straf- 
ford's admirers  say  he  procured  the 
money,  and  they  name  this  identical  sum 
of  £30,000  a  year.  Then  Sir  George 
Batcliffe,  Wentworth's  intimate  friend 
and  constant  aid  in  Ireland  as  a  Friv^ 
Councillor,  gives  "Wentworth  the  credit 
of  restoring  the  £30,000  per  annum. 
"He  got  restored  to  the  Qiuroh  lauds 
and  tithes,  sacrilegiously  interverted, 
above  £30,000  in  yearly  value."  But  I 
believe  this  is  as  mythical  as  any  repre- 
sentation that  has  been  made.  What 
really  happened  in  Ireland  is  this — Laud 
sent  Bran^iall  to  Ireland  before  he  was 
made  Bishop  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
things  there.  Laud  being  advised  that 
improper  proceeding  were  occurring 
among  the  Anglican  Bishops.  BramhaU 
reported  accordingly,  and  in  his  first 
letter  to  Laud,  relating  to  the  state  of 
things  in  Dublin,  he  says,  if  I  quote  him 
correctly — 

"I  will  flrat  ipAik  of  oSenmi  in  high  ptsoai. 
And  what  do  I  find  in  Dublin  i  The  parith 
obarah  turned  Into  the  I.ord  Deputf 'i  atable  ;  tb* 
Cathidnl  viulti  inio  win*  T>ulti,  wtiere  peopto 
get  wine  and  alio  tobaooo." 

And  BO  he  goes  on  describing  enormities 
of  that  kind.  He  afterwards  speaks  of 
improprieties  committed  by  the  Bishops 
in  the  management  of  their  sees,  such 
as  granting  leases  at  small  fines,  insinu- 
ating that  there  was  some  private  con- 
sideration passing  between  the  Bishops 
and  the  leseees ;  and  he  represents  the 
whole  of  the  sees  as  in  the  state  of  com- 
plete devastation  in  consequence  of  those 
acts.  Then  it  appears  that,  with  the 
assistance  of  Strafford,  he  was  able  to 
squeese  compensation  out  of  several  peo- 
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pie,  and  obtained  vary  \exge  aims  of 
money,  &om  vtiich  I  believe  this  sum  of 
£30,000  a  year  will  be  found  to  have 
come.  But  the  whole  tranaaction  ie  one 
of  considerable  doubt,  the  investigation 
of  which  would  not  repay  tiie  Irish 
OhuTch.  I  will  not  anticipate  a  proposi- 
tion which  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
(Earl  Granvjile)  may  make  upon  this 
subject,  but  I  will  now  deal  with  the 
case  of  the  Ulster  lands.  If  ever  there 
was  a  public  tani  it  is  the  Ulster  lands, 
which  are  public  property  upon  eveiy 
conceivable  g^round.  These  lands  were 
obtained  by  the  blood  of  the  English  in 
putting  down  a  rebellion  there,  in  the 
course  of  which  three  coimties  were  for- 
feited ;  and  James  had  at  his  disposal 
833,000  acres  of  confiscated  land,  the 
disposal  of  which  the  most  rev.  Primate 
compares  to  a  grant  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty out  of  her  private  purse. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CiNTEEBUEY 
said,  he  had  not  addressed  himself  to 
that  part  of  the  question. 

The  LOED  CHAKOELLOE:  The 
most  rev.  Primate  objects  to  my  answer- 
ing this  argument  because  he  has  not 
come  to  it.  I  will  content  myself  by 
resting  my  answer  upon  the  broad  foun- 
dation that  the  lands  were  won  by  Eng- 
lish blood,  and  that  James  sold  the 
K later  part  of  them  to  the  City  of 
ndon,  and  used  the  proceeds  as  or- 
dinary revenue.  Something  was  said 
about  the  Presbyterians,  and  I  must 
join  with  the  most  rev.  Primate  in 
oflering  a  tribute  of  respect  to  them ; 
but  was  it  always  the  case  that  the  Epis- 
copal Bench  respected  the  Presbyterians 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  ?  You  will  find 
— if  you  go  to  Manl'g  £ccUtia»tical  His- 
tory ofthlrith  Church,  the  last  edition 
of  wluch  was  pubhshed  in  1841 — a  se- 
ries of  lamentations  on  the  part  of  that 
right  rev.  Prelato,  who  was  Bishop  of 
Sown  and  Connor,  at  the  introduction  of 
the  Irish  Presbyterians  by  James,  which 
he  regarded  as  the  greatest  conceivable 
calamity,  and  he  praised  the  Teat  and 
Corporation  Acts.  The  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate has  alluded  to  the  number  of  the 
Protestants  in  the  North  of  Ireland; 
but  if  we  divide  them  into  seventeenths, 
the  most  convenient  for  our  purpose,  we 
find  that  9-I7ths  represent  the  Eoman 
Catholics,  5-17ths  the  Presbyterians,  and 
3-17ths  the  Episcopalians;  so  that  in 
this  part  of  Ireland,  where  the  Eoman 
Catholics  are  least  numerous,  they  out- 
The  Lord  Chane»G«r 


nnmber  the  Presbyterians  and  Anglicans 
put  together.  I  demur,  thwefore,  to 
Uiat  being  the  period  to  be  fixed  upon 
as  the  period  for  marking  when  there 
was  a  special  allocation  of  the  funds  to 
special  purposes.  I  say  that  in  1600 
you  had^got  rid  of  the  Articlefl  of  Usher, 
which  clearly  did  effect  an  entire  sepa- 
ration iu  principle  between  the  EngUsh 
branch  and  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Church.  I  do  not  believe  that  time  is 
of  the  slightest  importance.  I  do  not 
believe  that  those  who  introduced  the 
Bill  have  the  least  reason  for  desiring  to 
alter  it  in  any  other  respect ;  but  if  you 
say  that  the  definition  shall  include  pro- 
perty given  by  the  Crown,  by  private 
individuals,  and  by  the  means  described, 
it  signifies   httle   what  dato   may   be 

The  Bishop  op  PETEEBOEOUQH  : 
My  Lords,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  argu- 
ment, as  far  as  it  has  gone,  is  somewhat 
analogous  to  that  afterwards  to  be  raised 
upon  the  question  of  the  Ulster  grants ; 
but  I  sh^  keep  myself  strictly  to  the 
question  of  the  first  Amendment  moved 
by  the  moat  rev.  Primate — namely,  the 
substitution  of  the  date  1560  for  1660.  It 
seems  to  me,  however,  that  a  good  deal 
of  undue  stress  has  been  laid  upon  the 
amount  the  Irish  Church  would  receive 
from  Archbishop  Bramhall's  gifts.  The 
most  rev.  Primate  {the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury)  insisted  upon  the  large 
amount  and  value  of  these  gifts,  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  insisted  upon  their  small  value; 
but  really  the  question  at  issue  is  not 
whether  the  gifts  be  large  or  small,  but 
whether  the  date  1560,  which  would  in- 
clude thoBfi  gifts,  or  the  date  1660,  which 
would  exclude  them,  is  in  itself  the 
proper  date  to  be  agreed  upon — a  ques- 
tion quite  independent  of  lie  amount  to 
be  received  or  lost  by  fixing  the  dato.  If 
by  fixing  the  date  at  1560  the  Irish 
Church  gets  very  little  from  Archbishop 
BramhaU's  gifts,  so  much  the  worse  for 
the  Church;  if  by  fixing  the  date  at 
1660  it  gets  a  great  deal,  so  much  the 
better  for  the  InBh  Church  ;  but  we  have 
no  right  to  consider  the  worse  or  the 
better  in  the  case ;  what  we  have  to  do 
is  on  historical  and  legal  grounds  to  de- 
cide which  of  the  two  dates  is  a  just  and 
righteous  date  to  fix.  I  entirely  set 
aside  the  question  of  the  amount  of 
Archbishop  BramhaU's  gifts.  Upon  the 
same  principle  I  doide  the  objectioD  of 
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the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (tiie  Lord 
CliancelloT)  as  to  tKe  expense  of  the  Hti- 
gatioQ  that  might  be  incurred  on  the 
part  of  the  Irieh  Anglicans  or  Church- 
men— it  is  difficult  fo  find  a  correct  defi- 
nition for  the  members  of  the  Irish 
Church  —  in  establishing  their  rights 
under  this  grant.  If  it  is  difBcult  for 
them  to  prove  their  rights,  if  it  involves 
expensive  litigation,  so  much  the  worse 
for  them;  if  it  is  easy,  eo  much  the 
better  for  them ;  and  I  think  I  can  as- 
sure the  noble  and  learned  Iiord  that 
Irish  Churchmen  will  be  willing  to  take 
the  chance  of  litigation  which  he  desires 
to  spare  them,  and  that  they  will  be  per- 
fectly willing  to  take  what  they  can  get, 
I  set  aside,  then,  as  not  properly  speak- 
ing ad  rem,  those  two  questions  as  to  the 
amount  of  Archbishop  Bramhall's  gifts, 
and  ae  to  the  expense  which  might  be 
incurred  in  proving  claims  to  them.  I 
now  come  to  what  I  shall  be  excused  for 
saying  is  the  only  real  argument  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
against  the  Amendment.  There  is  not 
the  shghteat  doubt  that  when  Elizabeth 
passed  her  Act  of  1960  establishing 
conformity  for  the  Irish  Church,  she  in- 
tended that  Act  to  be  one  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  nation.  We  say  that  the 
Iridi  Church  is  a  benefit  to  the  whole 
nation — but  I  will  not  press  that  argu- 
ment now  ;  but  it  is  clear  &om  the  terms 
of  the  Act  that  Elizabeth  intended  the 
benefit  of  religious  instruction  to  be  con- 
ferred according  to  a  particular  form, 
which  form  is  defined  in  that  Act  of 
Uniformity,  and  which  form  she  thought 
of  such  great  importance  that  she  ac- 
tually— aa  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  taken  care  to  remind  us,  unfortu- 
nately for  his  argument — insisted  upon 
imprisoning  those  who  would  not  go  to 
the  churches  where  the  services  were 
conducted  according  to  the  Act  of  Uni- 
fonnity.  It  is  equally  clear  that  the 
&ct  of  Elizabeth  having  intended  to 
benefit  the  whole  nation  does  not  at  all 
touch  the  real  question  in  dispute,  which 
is  not  for  whose  benefit  she  intended  the 
instruction  to  be  given,  but  through 
whose  hps  and  according  to  what  formu- 
laries that  instruction  was  to  be  con- 
veyed ;  and,  further,  the  fact  that  these 
eccledasticid  gifts,  whatever  they  may 
be  worth,  were  designed  by  Elizabeth 
for  the  benefit  of  the  entire  nation  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  strange  reason  for  ex- 
cluding from  that  benefit  the  entire 
TOL.  CXCVn.  [thduj  seehb.] 


nation,  and  for  taking  them  entirely 
away  from  every  religious  denomination 
in  the  nation.  It  stipes  me  that  this  is 
a  fair  answer  to  the  argument  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  He  laid  stress 
upon  certain  Articles  drawn  up  by  Arch- 
bishop Usher — I  think  105  in  number — 
and  which  he  says  had  the  effect  of  cre- 
ating almost  a  severance  between  the 
two  Churches,  so  as  to  make  them  dis- 
tinct Churches  in  England  and  Ireland ; 
and  so,  insisting  upon  as  much  distinc- 
tion between  them  as  between  Presby- 
terianism  and  AngHcanism,  he  implied 
as  a  consequence  that  Presbyterians 
might  have  aa  good  a  right  to  these 
endowments  as  Anglicans.  What  is  the 
fact  as  to  these  Articles  of  Usher  ? 
They  were  never  signed  by  a  single 
clergyman  ;  they  were  never  enforced  by 
the  Irish  Parliament;  they  were  passed 
by  the  Irish  Convocation,  a  body  whose 
acts  had  no  legal  validity,  no  more  than 
those  of  the  English  Convocation  at  this 
moment.  They  were  never  accepted  by 
the  Irish  Parliament ;  they  were  never 
binding  on  the  Irish  clergy;  and  the 
duration  of  these  marvellous  Articles, 
that  are  to  efiect  this  complete  tranfor- 
mation  of  the  rights  of  property,  was 
simply  nineteen  years.  They  simply 
came  from  the  study  of  Archbishop 
Usher,  and,  for  anything  I  know,  they 
have  gone  back  to  his  waste-paper 
basket ;  and  yet  they  are  to  deprive  the 
Church  of  Ireland  of  grants  of  property 
which  I  believe  to  be  strictly  and  legally 
her  due.  The  only  other  argument  1 
wish  to  notice  is  one  dwelt  upon  more  in 
the  speech  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  than  in  this  House,  although  it 
has  been  touched  upon  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  It  is  said  that  between 
1560  and  1660  Presbyterians  were  ad- 
mitted to  benefices  in  the  Anglican 
Church,  as  it  then  existed,  without  re- 
quiring re -ordination ;  and  this  fact  is 
supposed  to  prove  so  complete  a  ftision 
between  the  Presbyterian  and  the  An- 

glican  bodies  that  one  has  no  more  right 
lan  the  other  to  these  endowments.  I 
exceedingly  regret  that  I  cannot  accept 
this  fact,  and  the  inference  drawn  from 
it,  because  if  I  could  do  so  there  woiild 
be  absolutely  an  end  to  this  Bill  alto- 
gether. If  ordained  Presbyterians  could 
hold  Irish  Church  revenues  without  re- 
ordination — and  the  fact  proves  that  there 
was  no  practical  difference  between  the 
two  Churches — then  I  have  another  fact. 


2  0 


[_C(mmiUee — CltiuM  29.1  ^ 


ogle 


1128 


Irith 


[LORDS} 


Church  Bill. 


1124 


At  this  moment  any  I^sman  Catholic 
priest  may  bo  inetituted  to  any  benefice 
in  Ireland  without  re -ordination,  and  a 
priest  might  have  been  'bo  instituted  at 
any  time  during  the  hiBtoi7  of  the  Irish 
Cliurch.  Therefore,  if  the  argument 
goes  to  prove  that  the  Presbyterian  and 
the  Anghcan  ivere  practically  one  Church, 
Uien  by  a  parity  of  reasoning  the  possi- 
bili^  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  priesthood 
obtaining  benefices  without  re-ordina- 
tioa  goes  to  prove  that  the  two  Churches 
are  really  identical,  and  that  there  is 
no  injuiy  done  to  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  by  the  Protestant  Church  pos- 
seseiug  eudowmeuts,  when  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  distinguish  one  £:om  the  other. 
If  the  argument  is  good  for  anything, 
it  Beems  to  me  to  come  to  this  startling 
proposition — that  the  Irish  Church  in 
1560,  and  up  to  within  niueteeu  years  of 
1660,  was  a  body  so  distinct  as  to  be 
recognizable  in  history  and  law ;  that  it 
was  capable  of  doing  and  having  com- 
mitted in  its  behalf  a  great  wrong — 
namely,  the  conveying  to  it  of  certain 
endowments  which  belonged  to  the  en- 
tire nation  ;  that,  therefore,  in  this  19th 
century,  the  present  Church  is  to  be 
sorely  punished  for  the  wrong  done  by 
that  Church  between  1560  and  the  com- 
mencement of  that  nineteen  years ;  and 
yet,  when  you  come  to  these  nineteen 
years,  this  body,  eo  distinct  for  all  pur- 
poses of  puniBhment  and  suffering,  be- 
comes so  confused  a  body  that  it  is 
utterly  incapable  of  holding  any  pro- 
perty whatsoever. 

Eabl  GRAKVILLE:  My  Lords,  Uie 
right  rev.  Prelate  ^the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough) has  obtained  a  reputation  for 
eloquence  distinguished  by  readiness  in 
getUng  rid  of  the  rubbish  and  going  to 
the  kernel  of  the  matter ;  but  I  will  con- 
fine myself  to  the  rubbish  which  he  got 
rid  of  rather  than  address  myself  to  bis 
ai^liments.  I  think  there  is  some  slight 
inaccuracy  in  the  historical  account  which 
the  right  rev-  Prelate  gave  of  Arch- 
bishop TTsher's  desk  and  waste-paper 
basket,  because,  unless  my  memoiy  &ils 
me,  the  Resolutions  that  he  referred'  to 
were  proposed  in  Convocation,  I  do  not 
think,  either,  that  I  have  any  occasion  to 
grapple  with  the  argument  that  the 
poasiole  admission  of  Roman  Catholic 
priests  removes  any  grievance  under 
which  they  might  otherwise  labour.  It 
seems  to  me,  however,  that  there  is  con- 
siderable importance  in  the  points  which 
The  Bithop  of  PeUrhnrough. 


havo  been  raieed  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  which  might  or  might  not  accrue 
to  the  Irish  Church  under  the  Motion  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  as  to  the  difficulty 
of  proving  these  grants,  and  as  to  the 
amount  of  litigation  which  might  pos- 
sibly ensue.  With  regard  to  the  amount, 
I  cannot  help  thinking — and  it  is  not 
fixJm  any  pretence  to  any  historical  or 
legal  knowledge  which  is  not  open  to  all 
your  Lordships — that  there  is  great 
truth  in  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  said,  that 
veiy  little  money  would  be  found  to 
accrue  to  the  Irish  Church  after  these 
long  and  difficult  inquiries  had  been  con- 
cluded. But,  whichever  way  you  take  it, 
this  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  extraor- 
dinaiy  Amendment  for  this  House  to 
send  down  to  "another  place."  But 
now  I  come  to  the  real  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  direct  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion. I  have  said  that  it  is  not  likely 
that  the  Irish  Church — unless  you 
adopt  some  mode  of  establishing  claims 
hitherto  not  devised — should  gain  much 
advantage  &om  the  change  proposed. 
If  I  mistake  not,  even  if  they  obtain  all 
that  it  ia  now  proposed  to  include  by 
these  Amendments,  the  reversions  which 
they  claim  will  not  amount  to  more 
than  £300,000.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Grey)  suggested  the  other  day  what 
he  thought  would  have  been  of  im- 
mense advantage  to  the  Church — that, 
instead  of  entering  into  these  questions 
which  must  lead  to  endless  litiga- 
tion, it  would  be  better  for  them  to 
accept  a  sum  of  money.  The  noble  Earl 
stated  that  he  was  informed  that  what 
we  proposed  to  give  the  Church  in  the 
shape  of  private  benefactions  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  £6,000ayear.  The 
most  rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury)  fijced  the  sum  at  £8,000  a 
year,  and,  taking  the  larger  sum,  that 
would  really  represent  a  sum  of  £200,000. 
Again,  it  has  been  stated  that  the  value 
of  a  reversion  of  the  whole  sum  claimed 
by  the  present  Amendment  would  not 
amount  to  much  more  than  £300,000. 
That  would  give  a  sum  of  £500,000, 
which  is  exactly  the  amount,  though  it  is 
not  in  the  Bill,  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
stated  would  be  the  amount  of  the 
private  benefactions.  Now,  it  appears 
to  me  that  this  sum,  representing,  aa 
it  does,  exactly  what  was  stated  to  the 
House  of  Commons — representing,  as 
it  does,  the  sum  which  the  House  of 
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Commons  was  ready  to  grant — repre- 
senting, aa  it  does,  exactly  the  earn 
at  which  the  moet  rev.  PrimHte  values 
these  two  sets  of  benefactioiiB — it  would 
be,  I  think,  an  arraj^ement  valuable 
in  itself ;  one  to  which  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  could  not,  upon  prin- 
ciple, object,  and  which  would  have 
the  inestimable  advantage  of  clearing 
the  ground,  and  at  once  ck>sing  the  mat' 
ter  without  either  impovoriahiug  the 
new  Church  Body,  or  without  materially 
lessening  what  will  accrue  to  the  State. 
I  must  make  an  apology  to  your  Lord- 
ships for  rising  so  soon  m  the  diacusaion. 
The  other  evening  I  made  a  proposal 
which  I  thought  highly  advantageous  to 
the  Church.  I  made  it  rather  late  in  the 
dehate ;  but  I  did  not  receive  the  slightest 
answer  to  the  proposal  which  f  had 
made  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesly's  Qo- 
vemment.  The  noble  £arl  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  it  is  true,  with  hia  usual 
courtesy,  expressed  a  hope  that  I  did  not 
feel  hurt  by  his  not  giving  any  answer  to 
that  proposal.  The  Committee  immedi- 
ately proceeded  to  a  division,  and  one 
right  rev.  Prelate  asked  me,  while  the 
House  was  dividing,  why  I  had  not 
made  the  offer  earlier  in  the  evening,  as 
it  was  one  which  many  would  have  been 
delighted  to  accept.  I  have,  therefore, 
taken  the  opportunity  of  making  this 
proposal  to  your  Lordships  at  this  early 
period  in  the  discussion,  and  I  think  it 
IB  one  which  the  right  lev.  Bench  would 
do  wisely  in  aoceptrng. 

Easl  grey  :  Do  I  correctly  tmder- 
stand  my  noble  Friend  ?  Does  he  mean 
that  he  would  give  a  Iwmp  sum  of 
£600,000  to  the  disendowed  Church  as 
compensation  for  all  these  cImhis  ? 

T-lATtT,  GRANTILLE:  Tea,  but  re- 
serving the  question  of  the  glebes.  To 
the  Amendment  to  be  proposed  upon  the 
latter  subject  the  Government  will  offer 
the  moet  strenuous  opposition. 

Loan  DE  EOS  said,  he  would  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  Queen  Eliza- 
beth could  never  have  intended  that  her 
endowments  should  he  shared  in  by  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  population,  inasmnch 
as  she  regarded  the  Gomau  Catholics  as 
not  under  her  control,  or  subject  to  the 
protection  of  her  laws. 

The  Eabt.  of  POWIS  said,  there  was 
a  case  in  which  certain  parishes  could 
prove,  under  the  Amendment  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate,  their  claim  to  rent- 
charges  which  had  been  devot«d  to  their 


spiritual  instruction,  and  he  wished  to 
Qiow  how  their  rights  would  be  affected 
by  the  arrangement  now  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)? 

The  Uasouess  of  SAUSBDBY  said, 
)  considered  that  it  was  a  very  incon- 
venient practice  for  Minifiters  to  come 
down  and  make  entirely  new  proposals 
at  the  very  last  moment.  He  would 
venture  to  Bug^;est  to  the  noble  Earl 
'Earl  Granville)  that  it  would  be  better 
or  the  present  to  defer  this  matter  so 
that  the  proposal  might  receive  consi- 
deration. There  was  an  important  prin- 
ciple involved.  Some  of  them  were  un- 
willing to  admit  that,  because  there  had 
been  a  very  slight  alteration  in  the  doc- 
trine and  practice  of  the  Church,  there 
had  been  a  break  in  its  continuity ;  but, 
if  the  noble  Earl  would  allow  the  date 

1560  to  be  inserted,  and  the  £500,000 
to  he  offered  aa  a  composition  for  the 
whole  period,  the  difficulty  would  be  re- 
moved. 

Eabl  GBANYTLLE  SMd,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
would  remember  that,  among  the  great 
number  of  Amendments  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  know  which  were  likely  to  be 
supported  by  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns)  had  refused 
to  fumii^  the  Government-— as  he  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do — ^with  the  informa- 
tion, and  it  was,  therefore,  impossible 
for  them  to  be  prepared  with  counter 
proposals.  In  one  instance  he  had  ac- 
tually prepared  a  proposal,  hut  was 
obliged  to  ^ow  it  to  remain  in  his  pocket, 
in  consequence  of  the  course  which  the 
Committee  had  pursued  with  regard  to 
other  Amendments.  As  he  understood 
their  Lordships  were  inclined  to  consider 
his  proposal  in  a  favourable  light,  he 
would  not  objeetto  a  postponement ;  but 
he  certainly  thought  that  the  last  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Marquess  was  not  a 
very  wise  one,  or  at  all  in  unison  with 
bis  general  desire  to  assume  a  concilia- 
tory position  towards  the  other  House. 
He  would,  however,  consent  to  omit  the 
date  altogether.  It  would  bo  extremely 
unwise  to  adopt  any  course  which,  with- 
out being  attended  by  any  advantage, 
could  only  have  the  effect  of  irritating 
the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
he  thought  that  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  a  date  should  be  fixed.  He 
tbund  it  stated  in  the  work  of  Fleury, 
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all  kmds  of  expedients  to  extend 

influence  in  Ireland ;  that  their  progn'eHS 
had  BUTpassed  all  their  expectations, 
and  that  they  already  saw  tiieniBelTes 
masters  of  Ihe  greater  part  of  the  king- 
dom,   

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  Trould 
Bttggest  that  if  the  clauee  were  to  be 
postponed  it  would  be  better  not  t 
tinue  this  diecuBsion. 

Lord  CALRNS  said,  that  the 
Earl  (Earl  GranTille)  had  expressed  a 
wish  that  their  Lordships  should  not 
take  any  step  which  would  cause  irrita- 
tion in  the  mind  of  the  House  of  Goi 
mons.  He  should  be  eorry  that  any- 
thing done  by  their  Lord^ps  shot 
have  that  effect,  and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  nothing  done  by  their  Lordshipt 
was  intended  to  have  that  effect ;  but  h( 
doubted  very  much  whether  the  House 
of  Commons  was  in  that  sensitive  state 
of  mind  which  was  always  suggested 
from  the  Govemmont  Benches.  It  cer- 
tainly would  appear  from  certain  post- 
prandial utterances  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  that  some  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  did  not  manifest  that  perfect 
equanimity  of  mind  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  always 
displayed  by  ttie  noble  Earl  the  Leader 
of  the  Government  in  their  Lordships' 
House.  He  (Lord  Cairns)  was,  however, 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  that,  if  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Earl  was  to  be  con- 
sidered, they  ought  not  now  f«  do  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  amending  the  clause 
which  would  make  it  appear  that  they 
had  rejected  the  proposal.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  a  convenient  course  to 
postpone  the  clause,  for  they  were  now 
approaching  the  consideration  of  an  al- 
teration in  the  other  portion  of  it.  It 
would  bo  better  to  leave  out  the  date ; 
if  this  were  done  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  be  informed  on  the  bringing 
up  of  the  Report,  whether  their]  offer 
had  been  accepted :  if  the  offer  were 
accepted  words  might  be  inserted  direct- 
ing the  Commissioners  to  pay  over  to 
the  Church  Body  £500,000  in  lieu  of 
all  endowments  since  the  Reformation. 
Such  words  would  not  pledge  Parlia- 
ment to  any  particular  date.  In  refer- 
ence to  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said 
respecting  his  offer  the  other  night  of 
another  Amendment  of  wliich  no  notice 
hod  been  taken,  he  must  remind  the 
37i*  Bithop  of  Ziehfield 


noble  Earl  that  his  offer  on  that  prerions 
occasion  was  made  at  the  close  of  the 
debate,  and  it  did  not  appear  to  him 
that  the  Amendment  so  offered  by  the 
noble  Earl  would  have  met  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  case.  The  noble  Earl  said 
he  had  several  other  Amendments  in  his 
pocket.  He  would  suggest  to  the  noble 
Earl  whether,  as  notice  had  been  given 
of  the  various  Amendments  of  private 
Members,  it  would  not  be  advisable  for 
the  noble  Earl  to  put  bis  offers  on  the 
Paper. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  was  ready  fo  do  whatever  the 
House  desired  in  the  matter.  The  noble 
Earl  (Eari  Granville)  had  appealed  to 
the  right  rev.  Bench  as  if  they  were  the 
solicitors  or  the  attorneys  of  the  Irish 
Church.  He  should  he  rather  ashamed 
if  the  right  rev.  Bench  were  dragged  into 
a  mere  money  calculation.  They  looked 
to  the  date  from  fkr  higher  interests. 
But  as  the  calculations  of  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  respect  of  the 
amount  of  the  endowments  before  1660 
was  disputed  by  other  authorities,  ho 
thought  that  the  parties  on  either  side 
ought  to  look  into  the  matter  with  the 
view  of  coming  to  an  agreement  on  ttiat 
point.  He  wished  in  his  own  name — 
and,  he  thought  he  might  venture  to 
add  in  the  name  of  the  Irish  Church 
also — to  thank  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  for  the  conciliatory  manner 
in  which  he  had  dealt  with  this  point, 
and,  likewise,  with  the  question  of  life 
interests.  He  trusted  their  Lordships 
might  regard  that  circumstance  as  an 
indication  that  the  Government  wished 
to  treat  this  whole  matter  in  a  spirit  of 
conciliation.  He  would  withdriaw  his 
Amendment  for  the  present. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) witMraten. 

Amendment  made,  line  9,  leave  out 
("  one  ")  and  insert  ("  two.") 

The  Archbishop  of  OANTERBtTRT 
then  moved  the  third  of  the  Amendments 
which  stood  in  his  name.  The  whole 
difficulir  in  this  case  was  whether  the 
grant  of  the  Ulster  glebes  came  from  the 
Crown,  being  the  private  property  of  the 
Sovereign,  or  whether  they  came  from 
the  Crown,  being  public  property.  It 
was  the  opinion  of  Sir  Round^  Palmer 
— a  very  high  authori^  upon  such  a 
subject — that  they  were  given  by  King 
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Jamos  out  of  lauded  property  wHcli  had 
beea  confiscated  to  the  SoTereign,  in  the 
same  way  as  other  portious  of  the  same 
land  granted  to  private  individuals, 
whose  descendants  enjoyed  them  at  the 
present  day.  The  question  of  these 
tjlster  glebes  had  come  before  Lord 
Langdale  in  the  Rolls  Court,  and  on  that 
occasion  Sir  William  Follett  laid  down 
the  state  of  the  case.  What  he  now 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  was  this  point — that  if  the 
King  had  no  right  to  grant  the  Ulster 

flebee,  he  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
ury)  did  not  know  what  right  he  had 
to  grant  the  property  now  enjoyed  by 
the  Irish  Society.  How  would  the  Irish 
Society  be  affected  by  a  Parliamentary 
decision  that  James  had  no  right  to 
grant  these  Ulster  glebes  f  Their  Lord- 
ship would  see  that  this  question  was 
an  uuportant  one  in  respect  of  other  pro- 
perty besides  the  glebes. 

Amendment  moved,  at  the  end  of  the 
dause  to  add — 

"Whrn  an;  real  propertj  beeoming  veiled  in 
the  eommiasionera  eomiili  of  landa  which  have 
been  ■pproprinted  or  granted  u  the  glebe  or 
glebe  land  of  anj  benefice,  bj  or  in  pursuance  of 
an;  rojal  grant  or  lelteri  patent  since  the  Mcond 
jearofthe  reign  of  Queen  Eliiabetb,  Iha  com- 
uiuianers  ahall,  on  the  application  of  the  aald 
repmenlatiTe  bodj,  made  wltiila  >ix  montha  after 
the  flrat  day  of  jannar;  one  thoutand  eight 
hnndred  and  leventjHiue,  bf  order  Teat  luch  pro- 
pert/  in  Buch  repreaenlatlTe  bodj,  subject  to  anj 
lile  intemt  lubaisting  therein." — [The  Arch- 
biihcp  of  Canterhur;/.) 

LottD  DUFFEEIN  said,  he  must  ob- 
ject to  the  Amendment  which  he  re- 
garded as  contraiy  to  the  principle  of 
£he  Bill,  and,  indeed,  calculated  to  stul- 
tify it.  The  proposal  of  the  most  rev. 
Pnmate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
amounted,  in  effect,  to  this — that  we 
should  proceed  to  re-endow  the  Estab- 
lished Cnurch  with  a  sum  calculated  at 
very  nearly  £1.000,000,  and  at  all 
events,  over  £900,000.  With  what 
show  of  consistency  could  noble  Lords, 
who  wished  for  religious  equality  in 
Ireland,  by  means  of  concuireut  endow- 
ment, leave  the  Catholics  and  Presby- 
terians in  the  position  assigned  to  them 
by  the  BUI,  while  they  gave  to  the  £pis- 
ct^al  Chorch,  besides  the  property  al- 
ready secured  to  it,  the  considerable 
sum  he  had  named  ?  These  grants  were 
put  upon  the  footing  of  private  endow- 
ments. Ifow,  he  would  not  enter  into 
any  historical  disquisition  as  to  the  cir- 
ciunstancea  under  which  the  grants  were 


made.  It  was  BuiBcient  to  remind  their 
Lordships  that,  up  to  the  end  of  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth,  Ulster  had  been  less  subjec- 
ted to  English  rule  than  any  other  part 
of  Ireland.  Until  then  the  native  chiefs 
had  succeeded  in  maintaining  almost  a 
semi-independence,  and  at  last  endea- 
voured to  throw  off  the  yoke  altogether. 
In  this  atttempt,  however,  they  were  de- 
feated, and,  on  their  overthrow.  King 
James  was  enabled  to  make  his  famous 
experiment  of  colonizing  the  North  of 
Ireland  with  settlers  irom  England  and 
Scotland.  When  making  this  settlement 
James  was  also  solicitous  to  reduce  to 
order  the  ecclesiastical  affairs  of  the  dis- 
trict, which  were  in  such  a  state  of  con- 
fusion that  it  was  found  impossible  even 
to  identify  the  ecclesiastical  possessions 
of  the  ancient  Irish  Church.  Persons  of 
authority  were,  therefore,  sent  over  to  as- 
certain what  was  and  what  was  not  eccle- 
siastical proper^ ;  and  as  soon  as  they 
had  retorted,  the  King  made  a  re-grant 
of  such  lands  as  wero  declared  to  be  the 
legitimate  possessions  of  the  Church. 
Such  a  title,  however,  did  not  place 
these  grants  to  the  Church  iu  Ulster  in 
any  respect  on  the  footing  of  private 

f rants;  and,  so  far,  this  was  admitted 
y  the  most  rev.  Primate,  who  did  not 
propose  to  deal  with  Bishops'  lands. 
As  to  the  Ulster  glebes,  as  they  were 
technically  called,  he  (Lord  Dufferin) 
maintained  they  must  follow  the  desti- 
nation of  other  ecclesiastical  property. 
It  was  not  upon  technical  or  antiqua- 
rian groimds  that  this  question  ought 
to  be  argued.  These  endowments  were 
handed  to  the  Church  by  the  King  in 
his  public  capacity.  They  were  in- 
tended to  promote  a  great  public  bene- 
fit ;  they  became  the  same  sort  of 
Sropertj  and  subject  to  the  same  ind- 
ents as  property  possessed  by  the 
Church  in  other  provinces.  Great  stress 
had  been  laid  upon  the  claims  of  colo- 
nists in  Ulster,  whose  ancestors  were 
attracted  to  that  enterprize  by  the  grant 
of  these  endowments.  No  doubt,  the 
fact  that  the  Church  was  constituted  on 
a  favourable  footing  did  prove  a  cer- 
tain attraction  to  the  emigrants  who 
passed  over  from  Great  Britain.  But  if 
that  argument  were  good  for  anything, 
it  might  be  urged  with  equal  force  by 
the  descendants  of  all  who  have  ever 
emigrated  at  any  time  to  any  part  of 
Ireland,  as  all  were  attracted  in  an 
equal  degree  by  the  prospect  of  having 
the  ofEtces  of  their  Church  performed  by 
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an  eetabliahed  body  wMch  received  the 
support  of  the  wvenuneiit.  Their 
LoidBhips  should  remeinber  that  a  ma- 
jority of  the  population  of  Ulster  were 
Koman  Catholics.  The  lar|^  manii&c- 
turing  industry  had  attracted  Boman 
Cathrfic  residents,  and  even  when  King 
James  was  founding  his  colony  in 
XJlater  he  took  special  care  to  leave  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  the  Boman  Catholics 
in  each  district.  Inaemuch,  therefore,  bs 
the  population  was  so  intermixed,  and 
their  mutual  interests  were  bo  inter-de- 
pendent, ho  Hubmitted  that  it  would  be 
extremely  unwise  to  deal  with  that  pro- 
vince in  an  exceptional  manner,  as  any 
such  exceptional  dealing  would  be  re- 
garded by  the  majority  of  the  population 
as  an  act  of  great  innistice. 

The  Bishop  op  DEKRT  said,  that  as 
an  Ulstorman  and  an  Ulster  Bishop  he 
found  it  impossible  to  remain  content 
with  recording  a  sUent  vote  on  a  matter 
with  reference  to  which  he  felt  so 
deeply.  He  wished,  in  the  first  place, 
to  consider  the  equity  of  the  claim,  and 
in  the  second  place,  the  pohcy  of  grant- 
ing it.  The  first  equitable  principle 
upon  which  the  claim  to  the  Ulster 
globes  was  baaed  was  this  : — Speaking 
merely  as  a  layman,  and  therefore  sub- 
ject to  correction,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  was  within  the  King's  competence  to 
grant  these  lands.  There  were  repeated 
references  to  the  plan  in  charters,  let- 
ters, and  other  documents,  and  the 
argument  made  use  of  by  the  King  was 
that  he  waived  his  own  private  right 
and  his  own  personal  advantage  in  con- 
sideration of  the  great  object  of  the 
public  good.  But  King  James  did  not 
speak  in  this  matter  merely  ex  eathtdrd, 
merely  as  a  King.  He  was  constantly 
in  commnnication  with  one  whose  name 
would  have  the  greatest  weight  both 
within  and  without  those  walls — he 
meant  Lord  Bacon.  From  the  10th  or 
11th  voliune  of  the  last  edition  of  his 
works  it  will  appear  that  however  com- 
plicated the  title  might  bo  and  undoubt- 
edly was  in  individual  cases,  he  bought 
it  remained  beyond  all  practical  doubt 
that  the  reduction  of  the  long  rebellion  in 
Ulster  left  a  vast  tract  of  land  legiti- 
mately at  the  disposal  of  the  monarch. 
Hg  (die  Bishop  of  Derry)  happened  the 
other  day  to  have  studied  a  few  chapters 
written  by  Lord  Macaulay,  a  groat  au- 
thority with  noble  Lords  behind  him, 
and  in  the  23rd  chapter  of  his  history  he 
argued  the  rights  of  the  Crown  with  re- 
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ference  to  the  grant  of  lands,  and  what 
was  his  doctrine  ?  Uacaulay  maintained 
that  such  grants,  however  unreasonable 
they  might  seem  in  themselves,  however 
profligate  in  some  cases,  however  un- 
unworthy  &vourites,  were  yet  for  a  long 
worthilydisposed  of — given  to  minions  or 
series  of  ages  held  valid.  For  instance, 
in  ^e  year  1696,  when  the  King  pro- 
posed to  ^ant  an  enormous  estate  in 
Denbighshire  to  Portland,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  remonstrated,  they  did  not 
found  their  remonstrance  on  the  ground 
that  the  Crown  had  not  the  right  \o 
make  the  grant,  hut  simply  that  it  was 
impolitic  to  do  so.  Macaulay  said  that 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  this  Crown  grant 
it  would  have  been  necessary  to  pass  a 
retrospective  statute,  which,  he  added, 
would  have  been  simply  robbery,  and 
the  words  which  followed  were  substan- 
tially these— that  such  an  act  of  robbery 
must  have  made  all  property  utterly  in- 
secure ;  and  that  it  was  utterly  unworthy 
of  statesmen  for  a  moment  to  indulge  in 
the  dream  that  any  machinery  which 
made  property  insecure  was  fikely  to 
make  society  prosperous.  The  second 
ground  of  equity  was  one  on  which  a 
simple  layman  might  feel  more  com- 
petent to  ai^e  the  case — namely,  the 
improvement  which  had  been  wrought 
in  those  lands.  It  was  easy  to  show  by 
a  whole  host  of  contemporary  authori- 
ties that  the  land  in  Ulster  was  at  the 
time  in  a  most  miserable  condition. 
Caulfield,  writing  in  IGIO,  in  an  account 
of  the  escheated  lands  in  Tyrone,  said 
they  were  so  poor  that  no  rent  was  paid 
for  them.  There  were  three  ideas  which 
had  been  imported  by  Englishmen  into 
Ireland,  and  which  the  Irish  people 
would  never  be  satisfied  until  they  got 
rid  of — the  notion  of  landlord,  the  notion 
of  tenant,  and  the  notion  of  rent.  In  a 
very  remarkable  passage  of  his  writings 
Dean  Swift  stated  that  James  I,  had 
been  one  of  the  greatest  benefactors  of 
the  Church  by  the  grant  of  those  lands 
which  ho  made  in  Ulster,  and  he  men* 
tioned  that  Uiere  were  persons  living  in 
his  time  who  remembered  the  land  in 
such  a  very  miserable  and  wretched  con- 


with  those  who  opposed  their  policy  for 
not  making  sufBcient  distinction  between 
the  clei^  and  the  laity ;  and  in  dealing 
with  private  interests  they  had  shown 

fairness  and  tenderness.  But  what  about 
those  colonists  who  had  conie  over  to 
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Ireland?  If,  for  purposes  of  public 
policy,  it  waa  coniadered  neoesBary  to 
deprive  the  Church  of  the  glebes,  would 
it  not  be  tiieir  duty'  to  pay  the  descend- 
ants of  the  colonists  the  difference  be- 
tween the  value  of  those  glebe  lands  as 
they  0X6  and  what  they  were  when  their 
nredecessors  came  first  into  possession  ? 
^ere  was  a  third  reason  why  the  Church 
had  an  equitable  claini  t«  the  glebe 
lands.  It  could  not  be  said  that  the 
plantation  in  Ulster  had  utterly,  or  in  a 
great  measure,  failed  to  fulfil  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  intended.  Plant- 
ations in  those  days  meant  more  than 
market  gardening  or  the  sowing  of  po- 
tatoes, nax,  or  onions.  It  meant  the 
plantation  of  glebes,  with  civilized  Pro- 
testant men,  and  with  those  churches, 
&ee  schools,  and  other  institutioiis  which 
they  had  enjoyed  at  home.  It  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance  to  discrimi- 
nate between  that  which  was  primary 
and  that  which  waa  secondary.  Now 
the  primary  objects  were,  according  to 
the  expostulatory  letter  of  James  I.,  of 
the  6tfa  of  December,  1612,  the  safety  of 
the  country  and  the  planting  of  civiliza- 
tion and  religion ;  and  in  the  charter 
they  were  stated  to  be  to  rescue  Ulster 
from  superstition,  rebellion,  poverty,  and 
calamity,  and  to  establish  religion,  obe- 
dience, strength,  and  prosperity.  Ihe 
hum.  of  industry  now  rose  mim  Uie  busy 
and  prosperous  cities  of  Ulster ;  and 
among  the  causes  which  had  given  them 
that  prosperity  to  Ulster,  some  place,  at 
least,  might  be  assigned  to  those  glebes 
which  had  sometimes  been  the  homes  of 
genius,  not  seldom  the  abode  of  sanctity, 
and  in  almost  all  cases  the  centres  of 
civilization.  He  belonged  to  a  school  of 
theology  that  had  little  sympathy  either 
with  high  Anglicanism  or  with  rigid 
Calvinism ;  and  he  though  it  hard  that 
because  their  fathers  had  eaten  the  soui 
grapes  of  Calvinism,  therefore  the  chil- 
dren's teeth  were  to  be  set  on  edge.  H( 
had  sometimes  been  tempted  to  think  that 
Uie  eoistenoe  of  those  articles  vas  a  proof 
of  ttie  identity  between  the  Church  of 
Ireland  and  the  Church  of  England  at 
-Uiat  time ;  and  in  the  depth  of  his  epis- 
copal heart,  which,  of  course,  was  filled 
with  bU  wickedness,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  introduction  of  Calvin- 
ism was  a  mere  pretext,  while  the  pos- 
session of  the  glebo  lands  was  the  solid 
but  profane  reality.  He  must  say,  how- 
ever, that  the  Episcopalians  hod  got  on 


very  well  with  the  Fresbyterians  of 
Ulster,  and  he  had  Httle  doubt  they 
would  be  able  to  do  so  in  the  future. 
The  Presbyterians  were  a  hardy,  indus- 
trious, loyal,  and  religious  race,  but  sup- 
posing that  they  had  any  right  to  these 
Ulster  lands,  which  he  did  not  admit, 
what  was  done  by  this  Bill  ?  Were  they 
committing  an  injury  upon  the  Epis- 
copalians in  order  that  they  might  do 
an  act  of  justice  to  the  Presbyterians  ? 
Not  at  aU ;  but  they  committed  one 
act  of  injustice  upon  the  Presbyte- 
rians, and  then  they  committed  another 
upon  the  Episcopahans,  and  in  the  new 
algebra  of  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  two  acts  of  injustice  made  one 
magnificent  act  of  justice.  Then  they 
were  told  that  if  this  act  of  justice  were 

f  ranted  to  the  Episcopalians,  there  must 
e  another  to  other  denominations.  He 
would  not  enter  upon  that  question  at 
present ;  but  the  claim  now  made  was 
either  just  or  unjust.  It  it  were  unjust, 
then  in  Heaven's  name  let  them  have  no 
more  of  it;  but  if  itwerejust,  legal,  and 
moral  the  argument  that  they  were  not 
to  have  these  just  rights  because  of  other 
denominations,  reminded  him  of  Samuel 
Johnson's  definition  of  envy — pain  felt 
or  mali^ty  experienced  at  any  happi- 
ness enjoyed  ot  distress  experienced  by 
another.  He  would  only  say  a  very  few 
words  on  the  policy  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  wished,  with  all  respect  to  the 
noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Dufi'erin), 
to  state  that  this  question  of  the  dises- 
tabhshment  and  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  however  it  might  be  re- 
garded in  England,  was  looked  upon  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  with  veiy  peculiar 
feelings  indeed ;  in  fact,  he  could  hardly 
use  exaggerated  language  upon  this 
point.  The  measure  was  hated  and  de- 
tested by  all  Protestants,  except  a  hand- 
ful of  Presbyterian  ministers,  who  had 
learnt  certain  newfangled  notions  in  con- 
sequence of  their  connection  with  Scot- 
land. As  a  matter  of  fact  he  could  as- 
sure their  Lordships  that  in  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  peasants'  homes  prayer 
ascended  daily  to  the  just  GK>d  that  the 
measure  might  be  defeated.  He  was 
convinced  that  noble  Lords  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bench  were  anxious  to  do  what 
was  right  and  just,  and  he  therefore  be- 
sought them  not  to  treat  the  North  of 
Ireland  with  a  kind  of  Sangrndoism, 
prescribing  bleeding  and  hot  water  for 
all  its  ills.  He  appealed  to  their  Lord* 
[Committee — Clause  29. 
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Bliipa  to  send  a  message  of  peace  to 
tJlster  by  accepting  the  Amendment  of 
the  most  rev.  Primate.  This  was  a  dart 
and  heavy  time  for  th,e  Bishops  and 
clerg;y  of  the  Church  which  was  so  soon 
to  be  dieestebhHhed  and  disendoired.  It 
was  a  thing  ia  make  a  man's  heart  sink, 
his  hand  to  tremble,  and  hie  knees  to  be 
very  weak  for  a  time  when  he  saw  the 
pinnacles  of  that  ancient  Church  shat- 
tered to  some  extent  by  the  storm  which 
raged  around  them.  But  they  looked 
with  eyes  suffused  with  tears,  and  strain- 
ing through  the  mist,  to  discern  the 
Church  of  the  future.  He  trusted  they 
could  see  her  dim  outline,  not  so  grand 
or  so  beautiful,  perhaps,  as  the  former 
Church ;  but  they  hoped  to  see  a  fuller 
and  richer  light  streaming  upon  her  hom 
the  presence  of  her  Lord  ;  and  it  would 
give  them  great  satisfaction  if  they  could 
see  below  that  supernatural  light  the 
rise  of  the  star  ofpeace  upon  their  un- 
happy country.  He  believed  that  the 
adoption  of  ttiis  measure  would  be  a 
message  of  peace ;  and  for  all  these  rea- 
sons— because  the  King  had  a  right  to 
grant  these  lands,  because  the  improve- 
ments on  those  lands  had  been  made  by 
the  clergy,  because  the  Church  had  not 
failed  in  Iker  mission,  because  the  Amend- 
ment was  just,  because  the  Bill  was  an 
eminent  departure  from  justice,  and  be- 
cause it  was  an  equal  departure  from 
policy,  he  entreated  their  Lordships  to 
adopt  this  Amendment. 

TiscouKT  MONCK;  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  his  personal  connection  with 
the  Bill  he  had  hitherto  abstained  from 
taking  part  in  these  discussions;  but  hav- 
ing a  strong  opinion  on  the  subject  of  this 
Amendment,  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  not  think  he  was  guilty  of  any 
impropriety  if  he  ventured  to  make  a 
few  remarks  upon  it.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  this  Amendment,  if  adopted 
and  combined  with  other  Amendments 
that  had  been  sanctioned  by  their  Lord- 
ships, would  nullify  to  a  great  extent 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  and  eliminate 
the  principal  means  by  which  that  ob- 
ject was  to  be  attained.  The  purpose 
and  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  introduce 
religious  equality  by  disestablishing  the 
Anglican  Church  in  Ireland,  and  by 
withdrawing  from  the  Church  its  en- 
dowments, so  far  as  those  endowments 
were  given  to  her  as  an  Establishment. 
He  prayed  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  effect  of  the  Amendmente  which  they 
had  already  sanctioned.   By  the  Amend- 


ment  moved  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  fourteen  years'  pvirchase 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge  was  secured  to 
the  Church  Body.  Now,  by  a  return 
obtained'  by  the  noble  Marquess  on  the 
cross-Benches  (the  Uarquess  of  Clanri- 
cardo)  it  appeared  that  the  sales  of  im- 
propriate tithes  in  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  produced  on  an  average  eighteen 
years'  purchase ;  so  that  if  property  was 
worth  only  what  it  would  fetch  in  the 
market,  then  the  Irish  Church  would 
lose  only  four  years'  purchase  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge.  By  the  Amendment 
which  was  moved  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) the  glebe  houses  and  surrounding 
lands  were  secured  to  the  Church.  And 
by  this  Amendment  of  the  most  rev. 
Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
the  entire  glebe  lands,  amounting  to 
£950,000  in  value,  were  also  secured  to 
her.  If  all  these  Amendments  wer« 
cumulatively  adopted  he  did  not  see 
that  any  disendowment  of  the  Church 
would  take  place  at  all.  The  right  rev. 
Prelat«  (the  Bishop  of  Deny)  had  rested 
his  support  of  the  Amendment  on  the 
right  of  King  James  to  make  the  grants. 
He  had  never  heard  the  King's  com- 
petency to  make  the  grants  called  in 
question  at  all ;  but  the  question  was  in 
what  character  and  on  what  ground 
did  he  make  them.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  himself  stated  that  ground  when 
he  said  the  grants  were  m&Ka  in  further- 
ance of  a  p<»itical  object  and  for  a  pub- 
lic purpose;  that  object  and  purpose 
being  notestant  ascendancy.  But  when 
that  policy  and  puroose  were  abandoned 
by  the  State — and  by  statesmen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House — it  followed  that  the 
grant  which  was  the  consequences  of  that 
policy  and  purpose  was  also  reversed. 
Anotiier  ground  on  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  m^ed  the  Amendment  was 
the  improvement  that  had  been  made  in 
the  glebes  by  the  Church.  Now,  if  those 
improvements  had  been  effected  by  the 
ChuToh  as  a  corporation  there  might  be 
some  reason  in  the  argument.  But  that 
was  not  BO ;  they  were  effected  by  the 
successive  incumbents,  who  were  but 
life  tenants,  and  these  improvements 
gave  them  no  more  title  to  the  lands 
than  would  be  the  case  in  any  other 
life  tenancy.  The  third  ground  on  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  relied  was  the 
plantation  of  Ulster,  which  he  said  was 
a  plantation  of  morality  and  religion. 
But  that  only  brought  them  ba(£  to 
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the  policy  of  Proteatant  ascendancy, 
which  -was  now  abandoned  by  common 
coTtseut  of  all  parties.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  talked  of  the  strong  feeUng  that 
had  epmsgup  in  Ulster.  He  (Viscoimt 
Monck)  would  be  the  laet  man  to  say  a 
word  against  the  Protestants  there—all 
his  associations  were  connected  with 
them — ^but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
OTen  in  Ulster  all  the  Protestants  taken 
together  still  formed  only  a  minority 
the  population.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
talked  of  sending  a  message  of  peace  to 
Ulster;  he  (Viscount  Monck)  was  for 
sending  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland ; 
and  that  would  be  done,  not  by  adopting 
the  Amendment  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate, 
but  by  accepting  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  If 
he  were  asked  to  state  in  a  single  sen- 
tence what  had  been  the  great  mistake 
of  the  goTemment  of  Ireland  during  the 
last  1 00  years  since  the  relaxation  of  the 
penal  code,  he  should  say  it  was  the  re- 
fusal to  give  practical  effect  to  the  logic^ 
result  of  adopted  principles.  The  state 
of  things  that  existed  at  the  time  the 
penid  code  was  in  operation  was  a  Ic^cal 
consequence  of  that  code ;  the  code  had 
been  abolished,  and  the  principles  which 
dictated  it  had  been  disavowed,  but  the 
policy  which  suggested  this  disavowal 
had  not  been  logically  followed ;  hence 
all  the  misgovemment  of  Ireland  which 
followed.  For  these  reasons  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  accede  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
but  would  pass  the  clause  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  presented  by  the  Gto- 
vemment. 

Lord  DUNSANY  said,  he  regretted 
that  he  had  been  unable  conscientiously 
to  vote  on  the  questions  which  had  been 
submitted  of  late.  He  was  ready  to  go 
as  far  as  most  mea  in  the  way  of  giving 
perfect  equality.  Indeed,  equaHty  was 
necessary;  but  it  might  have  been  estab- 
lished in  a  form  other  than  that  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  and  one  which  he  could  not 
but  think  would,  in  the  end,  have  been 
productive  of  better  results.  He  feared 
that  Amendments  such  as  the  present 
would  create  ill-feeling  in  Ireland.  He 
lived  on  habits  of  intimacy  with  his  Ko- 
man  Catholic  neighbours,  but  he  WEis 
sorry  to  say  that  a  feeling  had  sprung 
up  in  the  country  which  had  never  ex- 
isted before,  and  which  he  could  onlv 
express  by  the  word  hatred.  Both 
among  the  Boman  Catholics  and  Pres- 
byterians there  had  Bprun^^  up  that  feel- 
ing towards   the   Established   Church 


'  which  he  oould  only  express  in  Scripture 
language — they  would  have  no  peace  so 
long  as  Mordecai  sat  at  the  king's  gate. 
The  Moderator  of  the  General  Assembly 
of  Ulster,  had,  only  the  other  week, 
sent  a  letter  to  the  papers,  declaring 
that  there  would  be  no  peace  in  Ireland 
as  long  as  the  Established  Church  en- 
joyed any  advantages  which  the  other 
Churches  did  not.  But  that  was  not  the 
way  in  which  grave  questions  of  this 
kind  could  be  setdeil  He,  for  one, 
would  be  ready  to  give  to  the  Soman 
Catholic  Prelates  that  social  stetus  which 
they  did  not  at  present  enjoy,  without 
depriving  the  Protestants  of  theirs.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
(Lord  liedesdale)  said  he  saw  no  danger 
in  Boman  CathoHc  Prelates  sitting  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  to  speak  for  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Soman  Catholic 
population,  and  he  was  sure  if  that  noble 
Lord  did  not  nobody  else  would.  He 
(Lord  Dunsany)  believed  that  the  ad- 
mission of  those  Prelates  to  that  House 
would  be  attended  with  great  benefit 
to  all  parties.  He  did  not  deny  that  if 
aU  the  Amendments  which  were  pro- 
posed in  &vour  of  the  Irish  Protestant 
Church  were  carried,  they  would  inter- 
fere very  materially  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  But,  adjnitting  that  to  he  the 
case,  could  not  the  Government,  with- 
out loss  of  credit  or  strength,  withdraw 
the  Bill  and  introduce  a  greatly  im- 
proved measure  next  year  founded  upon 
well  ascertained  public  opinion.  It  was 
no  disparagement,  even  to  Mr.  Gladstone, 
to  say  that  he  might  be  wiser  in  1670 
than  in  1669. 

'F.Ant,  QEEY:  The  question  before 
us  has  been  described  as  one  of  justice 
or  injustice,  and  we  have  been  invited 
to  reject  the  Amendment  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury) if  we  deem  it  unjust.  I  am 
bound  to  admit  the  argument  ur^ed  by 
the  Government  that  this  grant  of  Ulstcw 
glebes  was  made  by  the  King  in  a  re- 
presentative capacity,  because  we  knew 
m  those  days  many  things  were  done 
by  the  Boyal  Prerogative  which  would 
in  our  day  be  accomplished  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  And  I  have  always  been 
of  opinion  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  must  be  regarded  as  a  public 
property  held  for  certain  great  public 
objects,  with  which  therefore  Parliament 
is  at  liberty  to  deal.  I  cannot,  then,  ad- 
mit the  argument  put  forward  by  the 
most  rev.  Primate  based  upon  the 
ICommitlM—Clam  29. 
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ground  of  strict  justice.  I  elioiild  be 
glad  if  I  could  support  thie  Amendment 
on  the  ground  of  policy.  I  have  always 
affirmed  that  it  is  a  matter  of  great 
public  importance  that  the  present  Es- 
tablished Church  should  not,  after  its 
diseBtablisbment,  be  left  in  a  state  of 
entire  impoveriahmeut,  and  that  it  is 
desirable  we  should  not  recognize  the 
voluntary  principle  in  the  manner  which 
this  Bill  proposes  to  do.  This  is  most 
desirable  for  the  interests  of  our  own 
Church,  because  I  am  persuaded  that 
by  BO  recc^nizLng  the  Justice  of  what  is 
called  the  Toluntaryprmciple  in  Ireland, 
we  give  instruction  which  will  be  used 
against  ourselves.  The  effect  of  the 
course  we  are  taking  will  be  to  unite  all 
parties  in  Ireland — the  Protestants  who 
will  be  deprived  of  their  property,  and 
the  Soman  Catholics  to  whom  we  reAise 
to  give  anything,  and  we  shall  unit« 
with  them  the  numerically  small  but 
politically  most  powerful  party  repre- 
sented in  this  coimtry  by  the  Liberation 
Society,  who  honestly  tell  us  that  this 
measure  is  a  step  towards  an  attack  upon 
our  own  Church.  I  hold  it  to  be  most 
impolitic  that  we  should  settle  this  ques- 
tion in  such  a  manner  as  to  strengthen 
that  party,  and  I  cannot  but  hold  that 
we  are  proceeding  in  that  direction  when 
we  ao  so  near  to  the  total  impoverishment 
of  the  Protestant  Church.  I  should  on 
that  ground  have  been  most  anxious  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  most  rev. 
Prelate,  and  to  vote  for  the  projMsition 
which  he  has  made  with  regard  to  the 
Ulster  grant ;  but  that  course  is  for  me 
Tendered  totally  impossible  by  what  has 
already  occurred  in  this  House.  My 
noble  Friend  who  spoke  first  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  (Lord  Dufferin),  and 
the  noble  Viscount  with  spoke  very 
lately  {Viscount  Monck)  have  both  re- 
ferred to  the  decision  of  Friday  ni^ht 
as  bearing  on  this  subject.  The  decision 
of  Friday  night  has,  indeed,  a  most  im- 
portant bearing  on  this  question.  The 
proposition  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Cleveland)  to  grant  houses  and  a 
moderate  amount  of  glebe  land  to  the 
eloi^  of  the  Bcman  Catholic  and  Pres- 
byterian Churches  was  supported  by  a 
very  great  majority  of  the  independent 
Members  of  this  House,  who  have  not 
lately  been  in  Office,  and  especially  by 
those  independent  Peers  who  are  con- 
nected with  Ireland  and  who  have  most 
stake  in  the  country.  Those  whose  judg- 
ment and  experience  entitle  their  opinion 
£arl  Grey 


to  the  greatest  weight  were  by  an  enor- 
mous majority  in  favour  of  the  proposi- 
tion. Those  who  supported  thoproposi- 
tion  of  the  noble  DiUte  showed,  with  a 
power  of  reasoning,  which  has  seldom 
been  equalled,  Uie  great  advantage 
which  would  be  derived  trom  the  adop- 
tion of  that  proposal.  I  would  refer 
especially  to  the  speech  of  a  noble 
Lord,  a  former  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Lord  Athlumney),  who  de- 
clared that  the  Amendment  would  be  a 
measure  of  peace  and  conciliation  to 
Ireland,  and  that  the  Bill  without  that 
Amendment  would  be  a  measure  of  a 
contrary  character.  How  were  these  ar- 
guments met  on  behalf  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  and  by  the  leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition? There  was  hardly  one  who 
ventured  to  argue  the  case  upon  its  own 
merits.  Some  Members  of  ^e  Govern- 
ment distinctly  admitted  that,  in  their 
judgment,  an  arrangement  of  this  ques- 
tion, founded  upon  the  principle  embo- 
died in  the  Amendment,  would  be  the 
best,  and  that  it  was  the  one  which  they 
should  prefer ;  but  they  said  that,  un- 
fortunately, BO  lai^  a  proportion  of  the 
inhabitants  of  £ngland  and  Scotland 
were  of  a  contrary  way  of  thinking  that, 
in  deference  to  what  tliey  believed  to  be 
ignorant  prejudice  and  mistaken  views, 
they  thought  it  their  duty  to  refuse  to 
be  parties  to  a  measure  for  applying 
Irish  property  in  the  manner  best  calcu- 
lated to  promote  tiie  welfare  of  Irdsnd. 
We  saw  what  to  me  was  the  painful 
spectacle  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in 
terms  not  to  be  mistaken,  putting  his  re- 
sistence  to  the  Amendments  entirely 
upon  deference  to  opinions  which  he 
considered  to  be  a  mistake.  He  said  the 
verdict  of  the  country  was  pronounced 
upon  the  question.  That  way  of  aivning 
the  question  involve  a  consideraDle  al- 
teration of  what  has  hitherto  been  the 
practice  under  the  Constitution.  Is  it 
to  be  the  rule  in  future  that  the  deci- 
sion of  great  questions  is  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  domain  of  Parliament,  that  Par- 
liament is  to  oease  to  be  a  deliberative 
assembly,  that  it  is  to  be  converted  into 
a  mere  meeting  of  delegates  to  regi»' 
ter  decisions  arrived  at  out-of-doors,  and 
that  such  questions  are  to  be  decided  by 
excited  multitudes  in  front  of  hustings 
and  at  election  meetings?  Are  we  to 
throw  over  the  notion  that  we  were  for- 
merly taught  to  entertain  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  nonourable  and  high-minded 
men  to  re&se  to  make  themselves  in- 
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Btmmentfl  of  a  policy  of  which  they  did 
not  approve?  Is  it  in  fiitnire  to  be  a 
Boffideat  exouse  for  a  Minister  of  the 
Grown  advocating  a  measure  -which  he 
cannot  defend  upon  grounds  of  justice 
and  expediency,  that  Uie  nation  has  pro- 
nounced a  verdict  which  it  ib  our  duty  to 
give  effect  to?  In  future  are  success, 
and  success  only,  and  the  maintenance 
of  a  Government  in  Office,  to  be  the 
objects  to  be  kept  in  view,  and  not  the 
datiberate  consideration  of  the  welfiire 
of  the  nation  ?  If  your  Lordships  will 
seriously  consider  this  you  will  see  that 
it  involves  a  very  great  innovation.  Let 
me  further  call  attention  to  the  effect 
which  the  rejection  of  a  measure  v^n 
this  ground  must  have  upon  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people.  If  they  are  to  be 
told — "It  would  be  greatly  to  your 
benefit    that    the    clergy   should    have 

flebesand  houses  provided  by  the  State, 
ut  it  cannot  be,  because  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland  say  they  can  be  no  parties  to 
the  endowment  of  error,"  when  the  Eo- 
man  Cathohcs  have  gained  their  imme- 
diate object  of  pulling  down  the  Church, 
and  when  they  calmly  consider  the  real 
grounds  upon  which  the  proposal  was 
rejected,  in  what  light  will  the  matter 
present  it«elf  to  them  ?  Will  it  appear 
to  them  that  this  measure  has  been 
brought  forward  with  respect  for  reli- 
gious &eedom  and  for  the  rights  of  con- 
science ?  Will  it  appear  to  them  that  it 
is  a  measure  founded  upon  ideas  of 
Christian  charity  and  benevolence  ?  Or 
will  it  appear  to  them  that  those  who 
have  osed  them  as  instruments  to  over- 
throw the  English  Church  in  Ireland  do 
not  intend  to  act  towards  the  Boman 
Catholics  in  that  spirit  of  equality  and 
fairness  which  they  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pect ?  Is  this  or  is  it  not  likely  to  be 
the  impresdon  produced  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland?  Is  not  the  course-pro- 
posed likely  to  convince  them  that  they 
have  not  been  equally  treated  ?  I  there- 
fore regret  the  vote  of  Friday  night 
OS  a  most  disastrous  vote — disastrous 
alike  to  England  and  Ireland,  and  cal- 
culated to  strengthen  the  impression  of 
injustice. 

Eael  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  put  it  to  your  Lordships  whether  upon 
the  sucoosaive  clauses  of  this  Bill  we  are 
to  discuBS  matters  which  have  been  al- 
ready decided. 

Eakl  GEETT:  The  decision  come  to 
the  other  night  bears  directly  and  imme- 


diately upon  the  clause  now  before  na, 
and  uiat  which  otherwise  would  have 
been  expedient  has  ceased  to  be  so.  If 
the  noble  Earl  were  more  acquainted 
with  the  practice  of  the  House  he  would 
not,  under  these  circumstances,  caU  a 
speaker  to  Order.  The  effect  of  the  di- 
vision the  other  evening  was  to  refuse 
glebes  to  the  Boman  Catholics,  and  I 
have  now  endeavoured  to  show  that  this 
was  a  great  mistake,  in  order  to  support 
my  Bi^ument  that  in  the  face  of  that 
decision  it  would  be  unjust  and  unwise 
to  adopt  the  Motion  now  before  us, 
and  thus  to  preserve,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Protestant  religion,  a  much  lai^r 
amount  of  glebe  Icuids  than  was  asked 
for  in  the  case  of  the  Boman  Catholics. 
Though  I  believe  that  the  proposal 
might  have  been  agreed  to  with  advan- 
tage if  the  House  had  come  to  a  dif' 
ferent  decision  on  Friday  evening,  I 
think,  under  the  present  circumstances, 
its  only  effect  would  be  to  increase  the 
iU  effects  which  I  foresee  are  likely  to 
ensue  from  that  vote.  I  trust  that  the 
question  will  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
where  it  is,  but  that  some  noblo  Lord 
will  afford  the  Committee  an  opportu- 
nily  of  re-considering  the  voto  at  which 
they  arrived  the  other  evening,  though 
I  cannot  entertain  any  very  great  hope 
that  the  attempt  will  be  successful. 
Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  I 
must  re&se  that  concurrence  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
which,  under  other  circumstances,  I 
should  have  willingly  given  to  it.  I 
will  only  add  that  by  the  forms  of  the 
House  I  am  aware  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  avoid  dividing  the  question  of 
the  grants  to  the  Protestant,  me  Presby- 
terian, and  the  Boman  Catholic  Churches. 
I,  however,  supported  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
for  the  rehef  of  the  present  EstablisJied 
Church  the  other  evening,  in  the  hope 
that  the  subsequent  one,  intended  to  con- 
fer correspon£ng  advantages  on  the 
other  Churches,  would  be  carried  also. 
But  as  that  Amendment  was  rejected,  it 
is  only  right  that  this  should  be  rejected 
also,  or  that  the  Committee  should,  at 
some  future  period,  have  tho  opportu- 
nity afforded  of  rescinding  the  vote  at 
wMch  they  arrived  the  other  evening. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  did  not  like  to  interrupt  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Earl  {Earl  Grey), 
although  they  wandered  so  wide  of  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  that  the 
[^Committae-~Clmm  29. 
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rebuke  whicli  he  adminiBtered  to  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
■was  scarcely  called  for.  I  wae  anxious 
it  should  not  be  said  we  were  desirous 
of  stifling  discussion,  and  I  therefore 
remained  silent  while  the  noble  Earl 
toot  us  so  severely  to  task  for  our  con- 
duct on  what  I  shall  call  concurrent  en- 
dowment. The  noble  Earl  said  that,  bj 
the  course  the  Gorermueut  had  adopted. 
Members  of  Farhament  were  not  al- 


eates.  If  my  noble  Friend  founds  what 
he  has  said  upon  any  remarka  of  mine,  I 
utterly  deny  the  interpretation  he  haa 
placed  upon  them.  What  I  said  on 
Friday  night  was.  that  in  1866,  1867, 
and  1868,  the  question  was  before  the 
country,  and  that  at  that  time  public 
opinion  was  not  favourable  to  the  pro- 
posal 80  much  approved  by  my  noble 
Friend  and  by  Earl  Bussell.  Ks  to  the 
conduct  of  the  present  Qovemment,  what 
I  said  was  that  when  we  went  to  the 
country  last  year  we  considered  what 
our  course  ahould  be,  and  we  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  propose  any  scheme  of  concur- 
rent endowment ;  and  we  came  to  this 
conclusion  openly  and  before  the  face  of 
the  country,  upon  grounds,  as  my  noble 
Friend  put  it,  of  justice  and  expediency. 
Wo  thought  justice  required  that  this 
measure  should  pass,  and  we  thought 
that  expediency  required  it  should  be 
BO  &amed  so  as  fa>  meet  with  a  ready  ac- 
ceptance both  with  Parliament  and  with 
the  country.  We  thought,  too,  that 
these  results  could  not  have  been  at- 
tained if  we  had  adopted  the  scheme 
which  my  noble  Friend  favours.  I  am 
glad  that  my  noble  Friend  agrees  with 
us  as  to  the  advisability  of  adopting  this 
clause,  which  we  defend  on  the  ground 
that  these  grants  to  Ulster  were,  to  a 
ereat  extent,  re-grants  of  land  which 
formerly  belonged  to  the  Church,  and 
also  upon  the  ground  that  these  granta 
were  made  for  the  general  good  of  the 
country,  and  not  for  the  special  benefit 
of  any  particular  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. I  may,  perhaps,  allude  to  the 
argument  employed  by  a  right  rev.  Pre- 
late (the  Bishop  of  Berry),  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening,  when  he  said  that 
the  improvements  efi'ected  in  these  lauds 
by  the  Church  constituted  a  strong  claim 
for  the  retention  of  these  lands.  But 
the  improvements  referred  to  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  are  generally  due  to 

The  Earl  of  Kimherlty 


the  money  and  labour  not  of  the  clergy, 
of  the  tenants  who  occupy  these 
glebe  lands.  I  cannot  help  tiiinking, 
too,  that  when  the  right  rev.  Prelate  in 
his  eloquent  address  referred  to  the 
great  services  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ulster,  and  to  their  industry  and  intelli- 
gence, he  overlooked  the  fact  that  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  Protestants  of  Ulster 
are  not  members  of  the  Episcopal  Church, 
but  are  Presbyterians.  I  nope  your 
Lordships  will  not  agree  to  the  Amend- 

LoKD  CAIEN8 :  I  think  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Beauchamp)  who  a  short 
time  ago  interrupted  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Grey)  was  perfectly  warranted  in  mak- 
ing the  suggestionhe  did,  for  the  greater 
portion  of  the  last  two  speeches  to  which 
we  have  hstened  has  been  devoted  to 
the  discussion  of  matters  perfectly  foreign 
to  the  clause.  The  Committee  has  been 
fiivoured  with  a  retrospect  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, consisting,  as  was  natural,  of 
a  lament  on  one  side  and  a  triumph  on 
the  other,  over  the  division  which  the 
Committee  arrived  at  on  the  last  night 
of  the  debate.  Now,  the  proposal  be- 
fore us  is  to  take  out  of  the  general  mass 
of  the  property  of  the  Church,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Bepresentative  Body,  those 
particular  glebes  which  were  annexed  to 
benefices  in  consequence  of  any  Boyal 
grants  or  letters  patent  unce  the  second 
year  of  the  reign  of  Queen  EUzabetb. 
I  dwell  upon  this  because  both  my  noble 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  and  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Eimberley)  have  fallen  into 
the  error  of  r^arding  these  glebes  as 
being  for  the  most  voxt  re-grants  of 
land  granted  to  the  Church  before  the 
SeformadoD,  and,  therefore,  pre-Befor- 
mation  grants.  This  would  be  true  if 
the  grants  claimed  were  aU  grants  made 
to  bishoprics  in  Ulster,  because  it  would 
be  perfectly  right  to  say  that  during  the 
fifty  or  1 00  years  that  preceded  the  reign 
of  James  I.  the  property  of  the  Bishops 
and  the  sees  in  Ulster  had  been  di- 
verted. I  also  desire  to  remind  your 
Lordships  of  the  amount  of  property 
involved  in  this  Amendment.  It  has 
been  differently  stated,  but  the  glebe 
lands  do  not  exceed  100,000  acres  ;  and 
would  yield,  I  believe,  about  £40,000  a 
year.  The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Mouck)  said  that  the  noble  Earl  below 
the  Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
had  secured,  by  his  Amendmeot  tlw 
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other  evening,  fourteen  years'  purchase 
for  the  holdera  of  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
Heeaid — 

"  Nov,  bf  s  return  obUined  bj  tbe  nobla  Mai^ 
anew  on  tb«  cniw-BGiichei  (the  Marquen  of 
Clanriwrde}  it  Rppeared  that  the  wlei  of  im- 
proprlaCe  tithai  in  the  Landed  Estatei  Court  pro< 
daoed  on  >n  ATerage  eighteen  jeara'  pnrcbaie  ;  to 
that  if  property  vai  worth  only  what  it  wonld 
fetch  ia  the  market,  then  the  Iriah  Churob  would 
loM  onlf  four  jean'  purobase  of  the  tithe  rent' 

^That  was  said  by  one  of  the  Gomims- 
fiioners  under  tlie  Bill ;  but  ia  the  noble 
Lord  aware  of  the  scheme  of  the  Qo- 
Temment  ?  It  compensates  the  holders 
of  tithe  rent-charge  on  Hie  volae  of  their 
own  livsE,  and  upon  the  average  they 
will  receive  something  like  uiirteen 
yeora'  purchase.  The  difference  between 
thirteen  and  fourteen  years'  purchase 
represents  the  value  of  the  additional 
work  which  the  Church  Body  will  have 
to  do.  But  does  the  noble  Viscount 
think  the  sales  to  which  be  refers  are 
Bales  of  impropriate  rent-charge.  This 
may  be  sold ;  but  tithe  reut-chai^  can- 
not be  sold.  Again,  the  noble  Viscount 
will  find  in  the  Bill  that  those  Irish 
landlords  who  are  fortunate  enough  to 
have  enough  of  money  to  purchase  their 
tithe  rent-charge  will  be  allowed  to  do 
so  not  at  eighteen  years  but  at  twenty- 
two  and  a-half  years'  purchase.  The 
complaint  is,  therefore,  not  between 
eighteen  and  fourteen  years,  but  between 
twenty-two  and  a-balf  and  thirteenyears' 
purchase.  My  Lords,  a  good  deal  has 
been  said  by  the  noble  £arl  on  the 
cross-Benches,  respectuig  grounds  of 
policy  and  expediency;  but  I  put  this 
question  on  the  broadgrounds  of  justice. 
J£  it  is  not  a  question  of  justice  the 
Amendment  ought  to  fall.  On  the  ground 
of  justice  it  ought  to  be  supported  if  it 
is  to  be  aapport«d  at  all.  l^e  question 
is  not  one  of  re-endowment  of  the 
Church ;  it  is  one  of  absolute  right,  and 
I  put  it  on  the  same  footing  as  that  on 
which  both  sides  are  agreed  in  putting 
the  private  endowments,  though  there 
is  a  difference  as  to  the  date  at  which 
our  recognition  of  the  latter  ought  to 
commence.  The  grant  of  those  glebe 
lands  was  part  and  parcel  of  a  scheme 
for  a  territorial  settlement  of  TJlster. 
English  and  Scotch  settlers  were  invited 
to  go  over  to  the  North  of  Ireland,  not 
to  establish  a  Protestant  ascendancy,  but 
to  establish  a  Protestant  population.  As 
an  inducement  to  such  settlers,  for  every 
2,000  acres  takea  and  colonized  by  tbe 
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settlers,  siity  acres  were  given  by  way 
of  glebe  for  the  maintenance  of  a  Pro- 
testant clergyman.  Bemember  that  at 
the  time  of  which  X  am  speaking  the 
whole  of  those  lands  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  King,  to  do  whatever  he  liked 
with.  He  was  under  no  control  in  that 
respect,  and  he  not  only  had  the  right, 
but  he  exercised  it.  He  made  grant 
after  grant  to  individuals.  The  colonists 
who  went  over  irom  England  and  Scot- 
land would  have  had  a  provision  for 
their  religion  if  they  had  remained  in 
their  own  country,  but  unless  those 
grants  were  made  to  them  they  would 
have  had  no  such  provision  in  Ireland. 
A  contract  was  entered  into  with  those 
colonists  at  that  time.  Is  it  for  the  pre- 
sent generation  to  break  that  contract  ? 
In  his  history  Sir  James  Macintosh  con- 
siders what  is  the  proper  course  to  be 
taken  by  a  State  when  it  puts  an  end  to 
a  religious  establishment  and  resumes 
possession  of  the  property.  He  says — 
I  do  morallj  and 
,  ^  ht  for  thsm  to  do  ( 

Imt  would  the;  be  enjoined  to  do  bj  a  just  an- 
perior  if  aneh  a  peraonage  could  be  found  among 
their  fellow-men  1 " 

My  Lords,  we  have  no  superior  among 
us,  but  there  is  one  in  the  United  States. 
There  the  Parliamentary  power  is  con- 
trolled by  the  Supreme  Court.  What 
we  are  going  through  now  was  expe- 
rienced in  the  State  of  Virginia  with 
regard  to  the  Church  of  England.  In 
1606  the  Church  was  established  in  that 
State,  and  •Tames  I.  made  a  grant  of 
glebes;  and  in  the  reign  of  Charles  II., 
in  1660,  a  law  was  passed  providing 
means  for  the  maintenance  of  ministers 
of  the  Estabhshed  Church.  In  1740,  an 
Act  was  passed  which  provided  a  salary 
of  1, 6001b.  of  tobacco  for  the  clei^yman 
of  every  parish,  and  that  in  every  parish 
a  good  and  convenient  glebe  of  200  acres 
should  be  purchased  by  the  vestry,  and 
the  chai^  of  the  same  shoidd  be  met 
by  all  titheable  property  in  the  said 
parish.  In  17B4  the  Chimih  was  dises- 
tablished in  Virginia.  In  1798  an  Act 
was  passed  by  the  State  of  Virginia,  the 
Preamble  of  which  is  as  follows ; — 

"Wbereaa  the  Conatitulion  of  the  State  of 
Virginia  hath  pronounced  the  Gofemment  of 
the  Kinf;  of  England  to  hare  been  totally  dia- 
soWed  bj  tbe  Revolutioa  ;  bath  ■nbstiluted  in 
place  of  the  Civil  Goiernment  >o  diuoked  a 
new  Civil  GOTemment,  and  hnth  in  the  Bill  of 
Righla  excepted  from  the  powera  giren  to  the 
■nlMtituMd  Governnient  the  power  of  reciving 
any  Ipades  of  ecolealaitical  or  Churob  ,Govem- 
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tnent  in  lieu  of  tliat  m  diMoWed  bj  rererring  tba 
lubjeot  of  religion  to  coDicianoe ;  and  irhGreu 
tha  MTeral  Acta  presentif  recited  do  admit  tfae 
Church  eitabliahed  under  the  Regal  GoverDmeut 
to  luTe  ODDtinaed  so  Bubscqnea(l]>  to  (he  Coaiti- 
tution  ;  haTe  beitowed  property  upon  the  Chnreh : 
h&TB  userted  %  tegislatiTS  right  to  eitabliah  any 
religious  net ;  aad  hate  incorporated  religious 
leots,  all  of  vbioh  1>  inconiixteDt  with  the  pria- 
oiples  of  the  ConititatioD  and  of  religioua  free- 
dom, and  manifestlf  tend*  to  the  re-eatablialuaeDt 
of  a  Kational  Church." 

The  Act  of  1801  has  the  following 
Preamble : — 

"  Whereas  the  General  Assemhlr  on  the  31th 
of  Janaar;,  1799,  bj  a  law  of  that  date  repealed 
all  tbe  laws  relative  to  the  late  Proleitant  Epii- 
oopal  Church,  and  declared  a  true  exposition  of 
the  Bill  oF  Rights  and  Conatitution  reapeoting 
the  aamo  to  be  contaioed  in  the  Act  entitled  '  An 
Act  for  Establishing  Religious  Freedom,'  thereby 
recogoiiing  the  principlo  that  all  propert;  for- 
merl;  belonging  to  tbe  said  Chucoh  of  eTery  de- 
■oription  derolred  on  the  good  people  of  this 
CDmmoDwealtb  on  the  diasotution  of  the  British 
GovenunenC  hero  in  the  same  degree  in  which 
the  right  and  interest  of  tbe  said  Church  was 
derired  therein  from  them.  And  although  the 
General  Assembly  possesses  the  right  of  autho- 
riiinga  sale  of  all  such  propertjr  iodise  rim  inatel;. 


The  Act  proceeded  to  direct  the  over- 
seers of  the  poor  vithin  each  coimty 
wherein  any  glebe  hud  was  vacant,  oi 
should  become  so  by  the  death  or  re- 
moval of  any  incumbent,  to  sell  aU  such 
lands  and  every  other  property  incident 
thereto,  and  to  appropriate  the  money 
arising  there&om  to  secular  purposes. 
Now,  can  anything  tally  more  exactly 
np  to  that  point  with  what  is  occurring 
now?  In  pursuance  of  this  law,  the 
municipality  of  Alexandria  sold  the  glebe 
lands.  I  must  remark  that  the  limit  of 
the  Parliamentary  power  of  the  various 
States  ia  as  follows : — 

"No  State  shall  pasi  any  Bill  of  attainder, 
empcttfaeto  law,  or  law  impaiiiag  tbe  obligation 
of  cootraott." 

The  question  came  mider  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  result  was  a  decision 
which  was  received  as  a  leading  autho- 
rity in  all  parts  of  that  country.  The 
Court  held  that  the  Legislature  had  per- 
fect power  to  destroy  the  Establishment, 
to  tato  away  all  public  rijrht  of  patron- 
(^  and  cure  of  souls,  and  all  compul- 
Boiy  legislation  for  the  support  of  the 
Church,  but  that  it  had  no  rij^lit  whtit- 
ever  to  take  away  the  globe  lands  which 
were  acquirod  under  Uie  circumetauces 
Zertl  Ctiirnt 


I  have  mentioned.  The  following  ex- 
tracts from  Mr.  Justice  Stoiy's  Commm- 
tarie»  on  the  Comlilution  of  the  VhUed 
Statei  will  give  a  general  idea  of  the 
extent  to  which  this  prohibition  of  laws 
impairing  the  obligation  of  contracts 
operates  as  a  protection  to  what  are 
known  in  this  country  as  the  vested 
interests  of  individuals  or  corporate 
bodies — 

"  It  has  been  alreadj  stated  that  a  grant  is  a 
contract  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution, 
as  much  as  an  unexecuted  agreement.  The  pro- 
hibition, therefore,  eijuallf  reaohea  all  interfer- 
ences with  private  grants  and  prirate  convef. 
ancea,  of  whstecOT  nature  thej  may  he.  But  It 
has  been  made  a  quflition  whether  it  applies  in 
the  same  extent  to  contracts  and  grants  of  a 
State  created  directly  by  law,  or  made  by  some 
authoriicd  agent  in  pursuance  of  a  law.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  in  such  oases  it  is  to  be 
deemed  an  act  of  tbe  legislative  power ;  and  that 
all  laws  are  repealable  hjf  the  tame  aatboritjt 
which  enacted  them.  But  it  has  been  decided 
upon  iDlemn  argument  that  contracts  and  grants 
made  by  a  State  are  not  lets  within  the  reach  of 
the  prohibition  than  contracts  and  grants  of  pri- 
vate persona  ;  that  tho  question  is  not  whether 
Buch  eonlracta  or  grauta  aro  made  directly  by 
law  in  the  form  of  legislation,  or  in  any  other 

form,  but  wbatber  they  exist  at  all 

And  granta  of  land,  once  voluntarily  made  by  a 
State  by  a  special  law,  or  under  general  htws, 
when  once  perfected  are  equally  as  incapable  of 
being  resumed  by  a  sabsequcDt  law  as  those 
founded  on  a  valuable  consideration.  Thus,  if  a 
State  grant  glebe  laodi  or  other  lands  to  pa- 
rishes, towns,  or  private  persons  gratuitously, 
they  constitute  irrevocable  executed  coutracta. 
And  it  may  bo  laid  down  as  a  general  principle 
that  whenever  a  law  is  in  its  own  nature  a  eon- 
tract,  and  absolute  rights  have  vested  ander  it,  a 
repeal  of  that  law  cannot  divest  those  rights 
or  annihilate  or  impair  the  titio  so  acquired. 
[Theodore  Sedgwick,  in  his  Slatatory  Law, 
p.  625,  atatea  tbe  principle  tbus — 'That  a  Le- 
gialaturecan  no  more  withdraw  its  grant  than  a 
donor  his  gifi  when  delivered,  is  now  to  be  con- 
sidered perfectly  well  settled.']  A  grant  (as  has 
been  already  stated]  nmouots  to  an  extinguish- 
ment of  (be  right  of  the  grantor,  and  implies  a 
contract  not  to  re.assert  it." 
This  was  the  rule  adopted  in  the  TJnited 
States,  which  neither  in  their  constitu- 
tion nor  in  the  doctrines  of  their  law  had 
ever  been  accused  of  too  great  leniency 
to  endowments  or  establitJiments.  The 
Legislature  of  Vii^nta  had  attempted 
to  do  what  their  Lordships  were  now 
a.sked  to  do  in  reference  to  those  globe 
lands ;  but  they  were  controlled  and  pre- 
vented from  doing  it  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  upon  tbe  ground  that  the  sacred- 
ness  of  grants  would  have  been  violated 
by  tho  statute.  Again,  what  was  done 
in  tho  case  of  Canada,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  by  tho  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  as  me  ( 
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Bill  7  The  Church  was  diseatabliBhed 
in  Canada,  and  the  proporty  called  the 
"  Clergy  EesOTvea,"  in  which  no  parti- 
cular localities  had  any  interest  what- 
ever, were  taken  by  the  State ;  but  the 
rectories  created  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
dowing particular  localities  were  allowed 
to  remain  intact,  and  were  regarded  as 
properly  which  was  in  no  way  to  be  dis- 
tnrbed.  With  regard  to  the  case  im- 
mediately under  discussion,  of  the  glebes 
and  glebe  lauds  in  TTlster,  I  do  not 
base  it  on  the  interests  of  ttie  life 
holders,  but  on  the  broad  and  general 
ground  that  there  would  be  a  breach  of 
tiie  contract  made  with  the  settlers  who 
colonized  the  couutiy  on  the  faith  of 
these  grants  being  made  if  those  grants 
were  resumed  by  Parliament. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  I  will 
sot  enter  into  a  lengthened  examination 
of  the  authorities  cited  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Oaims)  because  if  I 
did  so  the  result  would  bo  a  species  of 
argnment  like  those  which  are  often 
h^rd  at  the  bar  of  this  House,  though 
not  in  a  poHtical  debate.  I  wiU  content 
myself  with  remarking  that  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  sit,  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  as  judges  in  re- 
ference to  the  action  of  single  States,  and 
the  quotation  laid  before  your  Lordships 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  amounts 
only  to  this — that  the  Supreme  Court 
decided  that  the  State  I-egialature  of 
Virginia  had  not  sovereign  power  to  do 
what  it  did.  Mo  one,  however,  can 
qnestion  the  'constitutional  right  of  the 
ttii«e  Estates  of  this  Bealm  to  pass  any 
measure  they  may  deem  beneficial  for 
the  intorests  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  proposal  of  the  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Cantorbuiy)  is  to 
give  £40,000  a  year  in  roimd  numbers, 
£1,000,000  to  the  Episcopalian  Church 
in  Ulster.  The  Boman  Catholics,  who 
fbrm  more  than  half  the  population  of 
the  province,  are  to  have  none  of  it.  The 
Presbyterians,  who  are  as  five  to  three 
compared  with  the  Episcopalians,  are  to 
have  none  of  it.  It  ia  simply  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  300,000  or  400,000 
members  of  the  Episcopal  Church  in 
Ukter.  It  has  been  said  that  this  was 
the  ease  of  a  private  grant,  but  the 
terms  of  the  grant  of  King  Charles  I. 
show  the  contrary.  It  is  clear  that  this 
grant  is  made  for  Imperial  interests, 
and  the  King  reserves  to  himself  a  right 
to  resume  the  grant  if  these  interests  are 
not  regarded.    But  King  James  invited 


settlers  &om  Scotland  as  well  as  &om 
England.  It  is  true  that  the  Episcopal 
Church  was  at  that  time  in  Scotland. 
But  the  bulk  of  the  people  there,  were 
Presbyterians,  as  their  descendants  are 
now.  The  King  also  allowed  a  certain 
number  of  the  beet  affected  Irish  Catho- 
lics to  settle  on  the  land,  and  Catholics 
now  formed  the  bulk  of  the  population 
of  Ulster.  Are  these  Presbytenans  and 
Catholics  not  to  be  remembered  in  deal- 
ing  with  this  property  ?  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  it  needs  a  lengthened  argument 
to  show  that  these  glebes  come  within 
the  purview  of  the  Bill.  The  speech  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  really 
a  speech  against  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  therefore  is  really  un- 
necessary to  discuss  the  points  which  he 
raised.  But  before  sitting  down  I  should 
like  to  take  notice  of  the  repeated  and 
extraordinary  expressions  made  use  of 
by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Orey)  as  to  the 
want  of  honour  and  rightmindednese  on 
the  part  of  those  who  occupy  these  (the 
Ministerial)  Benches  on  the  subject  of 
concurrent  endowment.  The  noble  Earl 
is  not  now  present,  but  in  his  absence  I 
may  say  that  I  give  him  credit  for 
honour,  high-mindedness,  and  integrity 
in  the  Idghest  degree ;  but  I  must  deny 
his  right  to  constitute  himself  the  judge 
of  my  honour,  right-mindedness,  and 
integrity,  or  that  of  the  occupants  of  this 
Bench.  What  is  the  ai^iiment  of  the 
noble  Earl  ?  Because  some  of  us  have 
said  that  a  certain  course  would  have 
been  desirable  if  there  had  been  a  com- 
mon concurrence  respecting  it  on  the 
S art  of  all  the  nation,  the  noble  Earl 
eclares  that  we  are,  therefore,  lacking 
in  honour  and  high-mindedness,  for 
adopting  as  practical  men  the  plan  which 
the  nation  desires.  Now,  I  nave  been 
brought  up  in  a  school  of  politicians 
which  thinks  that  the  will  of  the  nation 
has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  every  great 
question  of  legislation.  That  wifl  we 
have  ascertained  in  the  proper  consti- 
tutional manner  by  an  appeal  to  the  con- 
stituencies, and  he  is  lumt  for  a  states- 
man who  is  not  instructed  by  the  expres- 
sion of  that  will.  A  statesman  is  not  to 
be  dictated  to  by  it ;  he  ia  not  to  do — God 
forbid  that  he  should !— one  thing  which 
he  thinks  is  wrong  because  the  nation 
has  spoken;  hut  if  the  thing  be  not 
wrong — if  it  be  a  mere  choice  between 
two  things,  one  of  whicli  ho  may  think 
better  than  the  other,  though  he  may 
think  both  good,  I  say  that,  as  a  wise 
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Minister,  lie  vill  be  guided  by  eeeing 
vhat  is  practicable  and  what  ia  not  prac- 
ticable. The  noble  Earl  baa  said — "Tou 
legislate  for  Ireland  by  the  votes 
English  and  the  Scotch."  Buthe  forgets 
that  we  have  as  great  a  majority  in 
favour  of  our  measure  in  Ireland  as 
have  in  England.  Why,  therefore, 
we  to  thrust  upon  the  nation,  with  a 
doetrinaire  perversity,  that  which  the 
nation  has  clearly  dechned  to  have.  To 
adopt  what  we  think  rieht  for  the  nation, 
independent  of  the  wiU  of  the  nation,  is 
government  upon  pat«mal  principles: 
and  I  think  the  time  for  such  govern- 
ment has  gone  by.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Derry)  spoke  o( 
the  despair,  the  dismay,  the  pain,  and 
the  anguish  which  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  has  occaetoned  in  Ulster. 
I  only  beg  to  remind  him,  in  reply,  that 
the  town  which  gives  its  name  to  his  see 
has  returned  to  Parliament  a  Gentleman 
favourable  to  our  measure. 

The  Bishop  of  ELY  said,  they  were 
told  that  Church  property  was  national 
property,  and  that  all  Churches  and 
sects  were  to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of 
equably.  In  limin*  he  demurred  to  the 
assertion  that  Church  property  was  na- 
tional property ;  it  was  pu  olic  property, 
which  the  nation  held  m  trust  for  the 
&rtherance  of  great  public  interests. 
However,  it  had  been  determined  that 
this  property  should  be  treated  as  na- 
tional, and  at  the  bottom  of  alt  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  urged  this  evemog 
against  the  Amendment  was  the  feeling 
that  if  these  glebe  lands  were  retained 
by  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ulster  there 
would  not  be  religious  equably.  Now, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  unes- 
tablished  Churches  always  acquired  a 
considerable  amountof  property.  Eoman 
Catholics,  Presbyterians,  and  other  Dis- 
senting sects  in  Ireland  owned  consider- 
able property,  and  no  one  knew  the 
amount  of  it.  But  everybody  knew  per- 
fectly well  what  the  property  of  the 
Established  Church  was.  In  appro- 
priating that,  therefore,  you  left  to  other 
fleets  their  private  property.  True,  you 
gave  to  individual  members  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  compensation  for  pri- 
vate interests,  and  you  left  the  churches 
and  the  parsonage  houses,  from  which 
he  believed  the  Poman  Cathohcs  them- 
selves would  be  sorry  to  see  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  Cburcb  ejected.  But  this 
was  all.  Boman  Catholics  and  Presby- 
terians had  a  great  deal  more  than  this, 
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and  therefore  you  would  not  have  reli- 
gious equahty  unless  you  gave  the  Es- 
tablished Church  something  else.  He 
regretted  greatly  that  the  House  had 
decided  against  the  grant  of  glebe  houses 
to  Boman  Catholics  and  Presbyterians, 
because  that  would  have  prevented  the 
appearance  of  inequahty ;  but  he  main- 
tained thatthegrant  of  these  Ulster  glebes 
to  the  Church  would,  for  the  reasons  he 
had  stat«d,  be  a  much  nearer  approach  to 
rehgiouB  emiality.  The  noble  and  learned 
LoiS  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  bad  stated 
that  he  should  be  ashamed  of  hia  rebgion 
if  he  did  not  thinlc  it  could  make  its  way 
even  when  stripped  of  its  endowments. 
It  was  very  easy  to  say  that ;  but  it  was 
hard  to  let  a  Church  grow  up  in  the 
midst  of  a  nation,  under  the  protection 
of  the  Government,  and  then  when  it 
was  no  longer  an  infant  Church,  like  the 
Apostohc  Church,  suddenly  to  turn  it 
out  upon  the  world.  Tou  might  com- 
pare this  to  the  case  of  a  faUier  who 
sent  a  young  man  out  to  the  colonies  at 
twen^  and  gave  bim  £100.  The  young 
man  in  the  fall  vigour  of  life  might 
make  his  way  and  do  well ;  but  if  the 
same  youth  grew  up  at  home  in  peace 
and  prosperity,  and  perhaps  in  luxury, 
and  then  at  &£ty  weie  turned  out  1o 
make  a  fortune  for  himself,  it  was  not 
likely  he  would  succeed.  No  doubt  there 
was  such  a  thing  as  Apostolic  poverty, 
hut  noble  Lords,  who  referred  to  it, 
_ight  remember  that  it  was  poverty  of 
the  laity,  as  much  as  of  the  clergy.  It 
was  of  the  laity  that  we  read  that  they 
Bold  their  possessions  and  brought  them 
to  the  feet  of  the  AposUes.  St.  Paul, 
who  set  a  noble  example  of  poverty, 
continually  advocated  this  principle,  that 
as  those  who  served  the  altar  hved  by 
the  altar,  so  they  who  preached  the 
Gospel  shoidd  live  by  the  Gospel.  He 
drew  a  complete  parallel  between  the 
ince  of  the  Levites  under  the 
Law  and  that  of  the  clergy  under  the 
Gospel ;  which  proves  plainly  enough 
that  though  Apostolic  poverty  was  the 
fittest  condition  for  clergy  and  laity  alike 
in  the  infant  Church,  it  was  never  con- 
templated by  the  Apostles  as  the  normal 
condition  of  settled  Churchea  in  the 
midst  of  wealthy  communities.  To  strip 
the  Church  naked  and  turn  it  out  into 
the  world  by  the  side  of  other  Churches 
largely  endowed  and  highly  organized 
would  be  to  place  it  in  so  tiying  a  posi- 
tion that  it  would  require  something  like 
a  miracle  to  have  it  maintain  itself. 
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Jiuohed  in  the  Ji^rmativs. 
Clauee,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clanse  SO  (Enactments  with  respect 
to  mixed  endowments]  a^eed  to. 

Clause  31  (Moveable  chattels  belong- 
ing to  sees  or  churches)  agrted  to. 

[Managtmtnt  of  property  iy  Com~ 


Clause  32  (Lunitation  of  ri|;ht  to  pni- 
ohase  fee  simple  in  consideration  of  per- 
petual rent)  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Sale  of  tithe  rent-charge 
to  owners  of  laud). 

Tee  Earl  o?  LIMKRICE,  in  rising 
to  more  in  page  17,  lines  19  and  20, 

after  ("rentcnarge")  to  insert — 

("  LeM  (nob  iiim  in  tbs  ponnd  at  aaok  owner 

been,  on  an  sTeraga  of  Stb  yeara  preoeding  the 
paaaiag  of  this  Act   entitled  to  deduct  for  poor 

said,  that  the  alteration  he  prop<raed  would 
not  malce  much  difference  in  the  amount 
of  the  surplus  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  desirable  that  the  clause  should  be  so 
amended  as  to  be  freed  from  an  error  in 
the  computation.  The  clause  as  it  stood 
entitled  the  Commissionere  to  effect  a 
sale  of  the  tithe  rent-charoo  at  twen^- 
two  and  a-balf  years'  purchase  upon  ita 
nominal  amount,  without  taking  into 
coBsideratioa  any  deduction  &om  it, 
2P 
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Nov,  he  [ooposed  tliat  the  onunuit  of  I 
poor  rafea  paid  oa  an  arerage  during 
five  yeara  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
should  be  deducted,  and  he  might  claim 
the  support  of  the  noble  Viscount  oppo- 
site (visoouut  Monck),  Trho  had  stated 
that  the  clear  market  value  vas  only 
eighteen  years'  purchase. 

Ameudmeut&Hw«iJ,Iinel9,after("rent' 
chatge  ")  to  insert — 

{"  Leu  mcli  rain  in  the  poand  u  nteh  omm 
Rball  b«  jueerUlaeil  by  the  commixionen  to  luTe 
bo«i)  on  an  *tenge  of  flia  jeare  preceding  the 
pHiinfc  of  tbii  Act  entitled  to  dedoet  for  poor 
ntn.")-~int  Earl  oflAmtrUk.) 

Loao  NOBTHBROOK  said,  that  the 
precise  words  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Amendment  were  inserted  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  olaose.  Was  it  necefleary  to 
re-insert  them  ?  The  matter  had  been 
argued  at  length  in  the  other  House, 
and  the  compromise  eventually  ^reed 
to  was  approved  by  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
doners. 

LoKD  CAIRNS  ohBOTved  that  the 
clause  provided  for  those  who  wished  to 
purchase  at  twenty-two  and  a-half  years' 

f)urchaBe,  and  for  those  who  appUed  to 
et  the  c^iai^  lapse  by  the  financial 
operations  of  the  Ooremment;  but  no 
course  was  defined  for  those  cases  in 
which  the  landlord,  either  &om  being  a 
minor  or  other  cause,  did  not  apply,  but 
simply  remained  quiesoent.  How  would 
he  be  put  in  motion  ? 

LoED  NORTHBROOE  said,  the  ques- 
tion wonid  be  oonaidered  by  the  {Jovern- 
ment.  

The  Ea"',  of  UMERICE  said,  that 
he  must  press  his  Amendment,  the  ex- 
planation of  Uie  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Northbrook)  being  unsatisfaotory. 

Eahl  grey  said,  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  more  straight  forward  if  the 
OoTermnent  had  inti-oduced  a  clause 
stating  in  express  terms  that,  at  the  end 
of  fifty-two  years,  the  tithe  rent-charge 
would  wholly  cease.  At  present,  ue 
Bill  offered  the  tithe  rent-charge  at  a 
price  which  no  man  in  his  senses  would 
pay ;  and,  in  default  of  his  accepting  the 
offer,  made  a  nominal  loan  to  him,  and 
caused  the  chaige  to  lapse  at  the  end  of 
fifty-two  years.  But  why  should  pro- 
perty, valuable  for  public  purposes,  be 
given  to  the  Irish  laniards  filly-two  years 
nence  ?  The  difBculties  of  the  countiy 
would  be  far  less  then  than  now ;  and 
if  it  were  deemed  advisable  to  give  any- 
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thing  to  the  landlorda,  by  aQ  ifiHiTM  let 
it  be  given  now,  whrai  it  would  be  of 
some  service.  He  was  utterly  unable  to 
understand  any  principle  which  could 
justify  abolishing,  after  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years,  a  public  chaise  upon  the 
land  of  Ireland.        

The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBEHLAND 
said,  that  many  persons  had  purchased 
land  in  Ireland,  subject  to  that  char^, 
and  he  could  not  see  the  justice  of  giv- 
ing it  up.  They  would  not  only  have  to 
bear  that  charge  during  their  lifetime, 
but  to  support  their  (^urch  as  well 
How  could  this  be  reconciled  with  the 
principle  of  justice,  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment professed  to  found  their  Bill  ? 

LoBD  NORTHBROOK  said,  the  ar- 
rangement was  somewhat  difficult  to 
understand ;  but  it  was  to  be  observed 
that  the  Irish  Church  Commissioners 
distinctly  recommended  in  their  Report 
tiiat  this  tithe  rent-charge  should  be 
commuted  —  that  it  appeared  to  them 
that  it  would  be  expedient  to  empower 
owners  to  redeem  on  &ir  terms ;  and 
acting  upon  their  recommendation,  the 
Government  had  devised  a  financial 
scheme  which  would  work  satisfactorily 
to  all  the  three  parties  concerned.  Firat, 
the  Exchequer  lent  money  at  ^  per 
cent,  which,  conadering  the  state  of  the 
money  market,  and  that  the  Exchequer 
borrowed  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  was 
not  an  uniiur  rate.  Next,  tne  new  Com- 
miesionerB  would,  no  doubt,  receive  a 
capital  of  £9,250,000,  in  consequence  of 
the  arrangement.  The  Chu^  fund 
would  suffer  in  no  way.  Then,  as  to  the 
landlords ;  they  could  bi^  im  their  tithe 
rent-charge  at  once,  or  find  tbemeelvea 
relieved  of  it  at  the  end  of  fifly-two 
years;  and  the  arrangement  was  not  ■ 
bad  one  for  them.  The  gross  ren^ 
charge  was  £405,000,  which  gave  about 
£9,250,000  at  twenty-two  and  a-haU 
years'  purdiase.  The  interest  upon  that 
was  £320,000,  at  3^  per  cent ;  and,  u 
the  arrangement  was  made  at  4^,  then 
would  be  about  1  per  cent  put  by  to  re- 
place capital,  for  which  fifty-two  years 
would  be  sufficient.  ■ 

The  MABiiUESs  of  CLANRICAEDE 
said,  he  oonld  not  understand  how  the 
present  landlords  would  benefit  when 
they  had  to  pa^  their  tithe  rent-cha^ 
and  support  iJieir  Church  as  well. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  de- 
lighted  to  find  that  his  argument  oa  in- 
troducing the  Bill  directed  against  the 
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ohnr^  that  the  Oorenmient  had  en- 
deavoiired  to  bribe  the  landlords  by 
this  proposal  vbm  quite  uimeceseary ;  it 
eeemed  now  that  the  clause  was  of  no 
value  at  all  to  the  landlords,  but  rather 
the  rereree. 

The  Uaaqttbbs  os  SALISBURY  said, 
that,  as  between  landlords  and  lunatics, 
he  preferred  the  landlords.  He  had  been 
trym^  to  think  of  a  phrase  that  would 
not  wound  the  suBoepbbilitieB  of  those  on 
the  Ministerial  Bench,  and  he  would  ear 
that  thin  was  not  a  frank-speakiiig  Bill, 
It  was  fHill  of  conjuring  tncks.  Noble 
Lords  desired,  and  he  thought  rightly, 
to  gire  some  grant  to  Maynooth,  but  in- 
stead of  doing  so  in  a  straightforward 
manner  the  BUI  estimated  l£e  value  of 
the  life  interests  in  bricks  and  mortar. 
They  desired  to  give  compensation  for 
the  JRsffium  Denum,  and  their  plan  was  to 
take  Segiimt  Denum  and  Maynooth  to- 
gether, and  calculate  the  life  interests  in 
3ie  whole.  It  was  wished  that  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  should  be  dealt  with 
liberally  and  justly ;  but  the  Bill  con- 
tained, instead  of  a  plain  and  simple  pro- 
yision,  an  extraordinary  puzzle  which 
would  be  without  a  parallel  m  the  Btatute 
book.  There  were  contradictions  be- 
tween parts  of  the  Bill  and  the  profes- 
sions of  the  Goremment.  They  pro- 
fessed to  be  animated  by  a  desire  to  do 
the  best  they  could  for  the  Irish  Church ; 
but  the  Bill  was  one  of  the  moat  penu- 
rious and  exacting  Bills  ever  devised. 
If  the  Government  had  come  forward 
boldly  and  allowed  their  clauses  to  re- 
present their  principles  distinctly,  with- 
out attempting  to  work  round  to  those 
principles  by  the  extraordinary  devices 
of  which  this  clause  was  a  sample,  they 
would  have  commended  their  proposals 
much  more  to  thinking  men  out-of.doots 
and  to  the  Members  of  their  Xjordahipe' 
House. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Oontenta  91 ;  Not-Gontents  64 : 
Majority  27. 

Retoleti  in  the  Affirmative. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Clause  34  (Commissionera  may  pur- 
clmae  surrender  or  assignment  of  lease), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  35  (Power  of  commiBsioners  to 
sell  their  property). 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  to  a 
certain  degree  the  clause  anticipated  the 
question  which  it  was  understood  was 


reserved  for  next  year ;  one  portion  of  it 
declaring  that  the  Commisaioners  shall 
in  the  first  instance  offer  to  sell  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land  to  the  lessee  or  tenant. 
He  thought  their  Lordships  ought  not 
to  pass  without  some  notice  a  dause  in- 
ining  a  principle  so  important  as  that 
'  giving  the  sanction  of  t^e  Government 
.  file  sfle  of  property  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  small  holdings.  It  appeared  to 
introduce  into  the  Bill  a  matter  which 
was  entirely  alien  to  its  principle,  'and 
one  which  had  apparently  been  intro- 
duced wi&  some  ulterior  object. 
Earl  GEANTELLE  entirely  denied 
e  interpretation  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  put  upon  the  clause.  The  clause 
was  in  perfect  conformity  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  Its  object  was  merely 
to  give  the  right  of  pre-emption  to  the 
actual  lessees. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Com- 
missioners could,  if  ihsj  desired,  name 
a  price  sufficiently  high  to  exclude  all 

n'bility  of  the  land  being  purchased 
le  lessees. 
Clause  agreed  to  with  an  Amendment. 
Clause  36  (Orders  of  commissionera 
operating  as  conveyance  or  mortgage  to 
be  liable  to  same  stamp  duty  as  convey- 
ances or  mort * 


Clause  37    (Payment  of  money  into 

Clause  38   (AcootmtB  of  capital  and 

revenues) 
Agreed  to. 

[Begium Bonvm  and  College  of  Mm/nooth.'^ 
Clause    39    (Compensation    to    non- 
conforming ministers). 

The  Eabl  of  COURTOWN,  who  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to 
strike  out  this  clause,  said  that  he  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  as  he  had  reason 
to  believe  that  it  would  not  receive  their 
Lordships'  support.  He  desired,  how- 
ever, to  enter  his  solemn  protest  against 
the  OTplication  of  an  Irish  fimd  to  the 
relief  of  Imperial  taxation ;  and  though 
bethought  that  those  who  derived  benefit 
from  the  Megium  Bmum  and  the  May- 
nooth Grant  ought  to  be  compensated 
fully  and  freely,  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  nation  was  exhibiting  its 
generosity  at  the  expense  of  what  was 
Irish  money.  He  accepted  the  decision 
which  had  been  arrived  at  as  the  deci- 
sion of  the  majority  of  one  House  of 
Parliament,  but  not  as  the  decision  of 
2  P  2        ICmmttet—Ckm  39, 
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the  country,  before  whom  the  Bubject 
had  uever  been  fully  laid. 

ClauBe  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Commutatioa  of  ansuitieB 
of  nonconformist  ministers  and  pro- 
fessors at  Belfast)  agreed  to. 

ClauM  41  (Bepeal  of  Maynooth  Acts. 
CompenBatiou  on  the  cessation  of  certain 
annual  sums). 


Lord  HTZ  WALTER  moved 

Xe  to  the  said  clause 
h  he  beUeved  to  be  repuldTe  to  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland. 
The  Eabl  of  CLAKCAUTT,  in 

STting  the  Motion,  eaid,  he  considered 
Bt  there  was  no  proper  connection  be- 
tween the  disendowment  of  Maynooth 
and  the  disendowment  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  Maynooth  was  a  College  es- 
tablished and  endowed  in  permanence, 
no  longer  ago  than  1845,  with  the  de- 
liberate assent  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, and  it  had  thenceforth  been 
constituted  as  the  Eoyal  College  of  May- 
nooth — one  of  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  He  had  strongly  objected  to 
and  contended  (gainst  the  BUl  for  its 
establishment ;  but  he  saw  no  reason  or 
justificatiou  for  now  disturbing  it  after 
its  having  been  so  deliberately  estab- 
lished upon  the  good  ioith  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  present  House  of.  Com* 
mens  wished  to  disendow  that  eatablif^- 
ment,  it  was  for  them  to  provide  out  of 
fimda  legitimately  at  their  disposal  for 
such  compensation  as  they  might  con- 
eider  the  collegiate  body  entitled  to ;  but 
it  was  only  adding  insult  to  the  injury 
already  done  to  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland  to  take  from  the  Church  Body 
the  funds  required  for  the  future  capi- 
talized endowment  of  an  institution  ex- 
pressly designed  for  the  teaching  of  doc- 
trines the  most  opposed  to  those  of  the 
Soformed  faith.  The  establishment  of 
Maynooth  had  been  undoubtedly  the 
admission  of  the  principle  of  endowing 
the  Boman  Cathohc  Church  in  antago- 
nism to  the  national  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment; but  the  concession  had  been 
made.  He  considered  that  the  College 
had  conferred  no  benefit  upon  the  coun- 
try. It  had  sent  forth  as  teachers  of  the 
people  a  clergy  generally  narrow-minded, 
mtolerant,  and  imbued  with  Ultramon- 
tane  principles ;  whereas  previously  the 
priests  of    Ireland,  for  the  most    part 

Th9  Earl  of  Cowimcn 


educated  abroad,  came  into  the  country 
with   more   enlarged  views,  and  were 

better  members  of  society.  The  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  had  gradually  come  to  be 
fiilly  recognized  in  their  parochial  Unc- 
tions as  parish  priests ;  he  would,  there- 
fore, consider  it  a  very  salutary  exchange 
for  the  country,  though  it  might  be  more 
costly,  if  in  lieu  of  any  endowment  for 
Maynooth  College,  grants  of  glebe 
houses  and  gardens  should  be  maae,  as 
proposed  lately  in  Committee,  for  the 
residences  of  parish  priests ;  but  he  con- 
ceived that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
anti-Church  movement  to  justify  the 
abstractions  from  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church,  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  from  a  pecuniary 
burden  tliat  was  imposed  upon  it  by  the 
deliberate  vote  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 

The  Eakl  of  BANDON  said,  he  had 
always  opposed  the  Maynooth  Grant 
during  the  many  years  he  eat  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  had  signally 
Ihiled  to  attain  the  object  with  which  it 
was  conceded  by  Parliament — the  oon* 
ciliation  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  He 
could  not  see  why  tiie  compensation  for 
an  annual  amount  which  had  been  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  fimds  of  the  Irish 
Church. 

LoKD  CAIRNS :  My  Lords,  certain 
pledges  were  given,  in  the  course  of  last 
year,  by  those  who  now  fbrm  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which,  I  think,  were 
very  clearly  understood  by  the  conntiy. 
One  of  those  pledges  was  that  no  part 
of  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
should  be  need  for  the  endowment  of 
any  other  denomination,  or  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  teachers  of  any  other  de- 
nomination. Another  of  those  pledges 
was  that  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
should  not  be  applied  for  any  other  than 
Irish  uses.  In  my  opinion,  neither  of 
those  pledgee  has  been  observed.  That 
a  portion  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  to  be  applied  to  the  payment 
of  the  teachers  of  another  denomination 
is  clear,  and  it  is  equally  manifest  that  a 
portion  of  those  funds  is  to  be  applied 
to  purposes  which  are  not  Irish.  The 
^ant  to  Maynooth  and  iJie  Rtgivm 
jDonttm  have  both  been  paid  out  of  Im- 
perial funds.  If  compensation  is  to  be 
given  for  them  it  also  ought  to  be  paid 
out  of  Imperial  funds.  lam  not,  how- 
ever, prepared  ta  vote  for  a'  "  ' 
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the  olauaea  relating  to  Maynooth  and 
the  Segium  Donum.  I  tTiinV  wo  are  all 
agreed  tliat,  vhaterer  may  have  been 
the  policy  of  gmntmg  an  annual  sum  to 
Maynooth,  fuH  compeneatiaT)  ought  to  be 
giren  for  that  grant.  We  are  also  agreed 
that  oompenBadoa  ought  to  be  given  for 
the  Segium  Ihnttm.  A  good  deal  has 
been  said  in  the  course  of  these  debates 
about  liberality.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
Bhoold  be  the  last  man  to  say  that  any 
Trout  of  liberality  should  be  shown  to- 
wards Maysooth  or  towards  those  who 
have  been  in  receipt  of  the  Begiwn 
Ihnum.  The  question,  then,  is  whether 
the  compensation  should  be  given  out  of 
the  ^inds  of  the  Irish  Churdi  or  out  of 
Imperial  funds.  The  Bill  says  that  it 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
Irish  Church.  If  wo  strike  that  out, 
the  conseciueace  must  be  that  we  throw 
the  chaise  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
But  the  House  of  Commons,  having 
Ailly  consideTed  the  question,  resolved  to 
throw  it  on  the  Ainds  of  the  Church. 
It  appears  to  me  that  by  adopting  the 
Amendment  we  should  be  departing,  if 
not  &om  the  letter,  certainly  horn  the 
spirit  of  our  practice,  because  we  should 
be  doing  what  would  be  tantamoimt  to 
throwinga  chai^  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  Therefore,  though  I  think  there 
has  been  a  grave — without  meaning  any 
offence  to  noble  Iiords  opposite,  I  will 
say  a  gross — violation  of  pledges  in  this 
matter,  I  am  not  preparea  to  vote  (gainst 
these  clauses. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  is  entirely  mistaken 
when  ho  says  there  has  been  a  violation 
of  pledges  made  by  those  who  are  now 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
K  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  will  be 
good  enough  to  refer  to  the  discuBsions 
which  took  place  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons last  year,  he  will  find  that  on  two, 
if  not  on  three,  separate  occasions  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  is  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  asked  what 
was  to  become  of  the  Maynooth  Grant, 
and  that,  on  those  occasions,  he  an- 
nounced that  the  grant  must  cease  to  be 
borne  by  tiie  Consolidated  Fund. 

Eakl  GKETY  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
sented irom  the  doctrine  laid  down  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Catms). 
Charges  imposed  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  continued  to  be  borne  by  that 
fund  vmM  they  were  put  an  end  to  by 


both  Houses ;  but,  according  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  they  ceased  when  the 
House  of  Commons  said  they  were  to 
cease.  To  take  the  grant  &om  May- 
nooth was  a  shabby  proceeding,  and 
another  shabby  proceeding  was  to  charge 
the  compensation  on  the  ftmde  of  the 
Irish  Church.  This  charge  ought  to  be 
an  Imperial  one. 

Loan  CAIRNS  said,  he  had  been 
misunderstood  by  the  noble  FeixI.  The 
Segium  Sonum  never  had  been  charged 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The  May- 
nooth Grant  had  been ;  but  the  compen- 
sation for  both,  if  not  paid  out  of  the 
property  of  the  Irish  Church,  must  be 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates.  It  was, 
therefore,  he  had  said  that  it  would  not 
be  within  the  spirit  of  the  practice  of 
their  Lordships'  House  to  oppose  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
this  matter,  when,  by  doing  so,  their 
LordshipB  would  be  throwing  a  chaise 
on  the  Estimates.  He  did  not  see  how 
the  explanation  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  applied  to  promises 
made  in  Lancashire  and  other  places  as 
to  the  disposal  of  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church.  ^^ 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  said,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  compensation  to 
Maynooth,  but  he  did  object  to  its  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Ainds  of  the  Irish  Church 
as  a  monstrous  proposition.  They  were 
told  that  the  House  of  Commons  had  re- 
vised to  compensate  Maynooth  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  was  quite 
sure  that,  if  applied  to,  the  country  would 
decide  that  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
the  compensation  ought  to  be  paid.  If 
his  noble  Friend  who  proposed  the 
Amendment  went  to  a  division  he  should 

support  him.  

*lEE  F.tTiT.  OF  POWIS  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendments  their  Lordships  had 
made  relating  to  the  Irish  Church  itsdf 
would  sufficiently  tax  the  attention  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  if 
their  Lordships  were  to  strike  out  this 
clause  relating  to  Maynooth  they  would 
render  it  impossible  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  acquiesce  in  those  Amendments. 
In  the  interest  of  the  Irish  Church  itself 
he  trusted  the  clause  would  be  agreed  to. 
The  Eahl  of  HAREOWBY  said,  he 
had  long  been  of  opinion  that  Maynooth 
was  unjustly  treated  by  public  opinion. 
No  doubt  the  principles  of  the  Irish  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy,  when  Maynooth 
[Committet—Cltmt  41. 
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was  founded,  were  more  GaUican — less 
Ultramoittane — than  they  were  now ;  and 
the  difference  had  been  attributed  to 
Afaynooth;  butthie  was  not  just.  The 
Irish  Boman  Catholic  clergy  had  shared 
in  the  general  change  of  principles 
which  had  come  over  their  brethren  in 
all  countries ;  they  had  not  escaped  the 
contagion.  ButtMswasnot  due  toMay- 
noodi,  but  to  causes  common  to  them  all, 
and  even  now  if  there  was  any  tinge  of 
Oallican  principles  to  be  found  in  Irdand 
it  was  to  be  found  in  Maynooth.  He 
thought  if  that  institutioD  were  broken 
up  matters  would  be  worse  in  Ireland 
than  they  were.  Maynooth  posBessed  a 
body  of  learned  men ;  at  their  head  was 
Dr.  HuBsell,  a  learned  Boman  Catholic, 
a  gentleman,  and  a  scholar — a  man  who 
was  well  acquainted  with  the  histoiy  of 
his  own  Church,  and  who  would  not 
moke  its  principles  bend  to  the  politics 
of  the  day.  It  woo  desirable  for  belaud 
that  there  should  be  such  a  body  of 
learned  men  assembled  in  one  laive  and 
well-endowed  loetitutioii.  Libert 
nions  stood  a  better  chance  of  obtaining 
ground  in  suck  an  institution  than  in 
small  and  obscure  episcopal  seminaries 
scattered  over  the  countiy,  in  which  edu- 
cation for  the  Boman  Catholic  priest- 
hood would  otherwise  be  carried  on, 
Maynooth  had  never  been  popular  with 
the  Ultramontane  party.  He  should  be 
Borry  to  see  anytbtne  done  in  this  Bill 
which  would  jeoparmze  a  proper  com- 
pensation being  given  to  the  College. 

The  Earl  of  COXIRTOWN  said,  the 
clause  contained  provisions  relating  to 
the  Presbyterian  Widows'  and  Orphans' 
Fund,  which  would  be  lost  if  the  clause 
were  stmck  out.  This  he  considered 
unjust  after  the  House  had  passed  the 
clauses  relating  to  compensatioa  to  die 
recipients  of  the  Segium  Domtm.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Fitzwalter)  would  not  persist  in  hi  op- 
position  to  the  clause. 

On  Question?  their liordfihips  ikiitd: 
—Contents,  146  ;  Not-Contents,  22  ; 
Majority,  124. 

Reiohed  in  the  Affirmativf. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrMd  to. 

Clause  42  (Kemission  of  debt  to  trua- 
tess  of  Maynooth) 

Clause  43  ^Regulations  as  to  appeal). 

Clause  44  (Fossession  to  be  given  up 
of  24,  Upper  Meixiou  Street) 

■Agreed  to, 
Th»  Eari  of  Sarrotchg 


fLOEDS]  ChwehSm.  UM 

The  M&bqttess  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
that  he  should  witlidraw  a  new  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  notice — 

"  In  tbs  grant  of  tha  farm&tton  mnd  incorpon- 
tion  of  ttas  reprsKntatiTe  bodj  hsraiDbaforo  mea- 
(ioned,  tbe  commiBsloDers  iball  paj  oier  to  tha 
tame  lbs  mm  of  £200,000  to  provide  for  tha  paj- 
ment  of  lervaDti  and  aganta,  and  o(har  eipenaei 
conneelcd  *jlb  the  conititationoftheiaidbodf 
and  the  management  of  tbo  aSun  and  prapartr 
tberoof." 

After  the  announcem^it  of  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  earlier  in  the 
evening,  with  regard  to  the  grant  of 
£500,000,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fair  to  press  this  clause. 

Clause  45  (Compensation  to  Ecclesias- 
tical Conunissiouers  and  their  officers). 

The  Abcebishop  of  DUBLIN  moved 
an  Amendment,  securingto  the  Secretary, 
the  Treasurer,  and  Solicitor  of  the  Com- 
mission, "  Bu«ji  an  annual  sum  for  their 
respective  lives  as  shall  be  equivalent  to 
their  present  annual  emoluments." 

V-i-KT.  GBANTXLLE  said,  he  must 
object  to  the  Amendment,  which  was 
unnecessary.  These  gentlemen  were  all 
on  salaries,  and  at  this  moment  had  a 
ri^t  to  superannuation. 

The  Mabqtjbbb  of  OLAIOtlCAKDE 
said,  he  hoped  ^t  his  noble  Friend 
would  consiaer  this,  which  was  really  a 
bard  case. 


Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
teithdrawn. 

Clause  46  (Compensation  to  vicars- 
general  and  other  officers  by  annuities 
equal  to  their  average  income  for  the 
tli^ee  years  ending  let  January,  1669. 

The  Eabl  of  BANDON  moved  in 
page  24,  line  9,  after  ("  registrar")  to  in- 
sert ("or  deputy  registrar,  who,  for 
twen^-five  years  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  simll  have  performed  all  the 
duties  of  registrar.") 

The  Bibhof  of  TUAM  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment.  He  would 
ui^e  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  duty  of  taking  such  cases  into  their 
oonsideration. 

The  B'th,  of  KIMBEKLEY  said, 
dtat  there  was  a  provision  in  the  clause 
securing  compensation  to  deputy-regis- 
trars who  should  for  five  years  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  have  discharged  the 
ofiBce  of  registrars. 

Eabl  nelson  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  claim  of  the  diocesan  architects 
would  be  also  taken  into  consideration. 
As  diocesan  architects  they  received  no 
ealoty ;  but  as  a  perquisite  of  the  offioe 
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they  were  appointed  upon  Commiselons 
to  examine  uto  the  oonditioii  o£  glebe- 
houses,  and  their  fees  for  that  duty 
amounted,  in  some  cases,  to£100or£l50 
a  year.  All  he  asked  vaa  that  compen- 
sation,  not  an  annual  ealary,  should  be 
given  them. 

LoBD  DUFFEEIN  said,  that  although 
diocesan  arohitecte  were  a  Tery  wormy 
set  of  men,  to  whom  the  Ohuroh  was 
nnder  ^reat  obligationB,  yet  it  would  be 
impossible  to  compensate  them  in  the 
manner  proposed.  In  fact,  they  had  no 
recDgpnized  status  to  justify  compensa- 
tion. 

Thb  Easl  op  CLAKCABTY  said, 
that  these  gentlemen  had,  if  not  a  vested, 
an  equitable  intereet,  which  onght  not 
to  be  overlooked. 

On  Question  P  Setohtd  in  the  Ntgatm. 

Olsuse  a^eed  to. 

GlaoBee  47  and  48  M/reei  to. 

Clauses  49  to  59  [StaUngt  with  JPro- 

Clauses  60  to  65  [Poww  of  Commisfim' 
«r*  to  raiu  mofMy  1 

Clause  66  (Bules  as  to  arbitration) 
_  Gause  67  (Begulations  as  to  vacan- 


)S). 

Agruito 


House  to  be  again  in  Committee  To- 
morrow. 

OHAStTT  COUUISSIOITEBS  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  for  amendiog  the  Chkritsbte  Trusts  Aot 

— If ai  preteiUtd  by    The    Lord    Giurokllob  ; 

mdl*.    (No.  170.) 

BISHOPS    BESiaSAnOV  BILL  [b.L.] 

A  Bill  for  tbe  retiaTof  ArahlHihopi>ndBiibopB 

when  lDMpicit*t«d  hj  iufirmltx — Wsi  prtteaied 

by  Tb*Lord  ArobbUlwpof  CiaiBDinn;  reul  1'. 

(M*.  171.) 

HoaM  adjoamsd  »t  TirelTe  o'clooll, 

till  To-morrov,  half  part 

Ton  o'slook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  bth  Jwly,  1B69. 

MINIITES.]— SirppLT— «>nn<lCT-«f  tn  Cvmntittet 

— CmL  SiaTioi  EiTiiuTii, 
Pnauo   Biiu  —  SuohaUmt 

Eleotrie  Talognpbi. 
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Stcond  Reading — Dublia  Freemen  ComnuHioD 
[1891;  Rnitira)riAbandonment"[188];  Fiiha- 
riei  (Ireland)*  [ISO] ;  Loesl  GorerDment  8u]>- 
pUmenlal  (No.  2)  •  [193]  ;  loam  Undi  •  [163] ; 
PeDsiODs  CommuCaCion  *  [167]  ;  Shipping  Dues 
Eiemption  Act  (1897)  Ammdment*  [184]. 

8«eo»i  Btading—Rtfamd  to  StUct  ConmOUe— 
Poor  Law  (Irelaad)  AmaQdmant  (No;  3>* 
[173]. 

CwnnnWee  —  Kowrt  —  Petrolenm  •  [I31-I91J; 
Digb  ConrtablM'  Office  Abolition,  As.  (r«- 
eomm.)*  [183-196]:  Sunday  and  Ragfed 
Sobools  ■  [170]  ;  Uedioal  OfBeeta  Snperannua- 
tloD  (Iraloiid)  {re^eomm.)*  [18S];  Stipetidi«l7 
Majjislralei  (Depoliea)*  [176]. 

Cantidmd  ai  amended— ViaiyenHj  Testa  ■  [IB]. 

7%iTd  Rending — Endowed  Hospital!,  Ap.  (Scot- 
land)* [1S4];  AiBHod  Rates  "[178];  Conntr 
Coorts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiatian]  Act  (1869) 
Amendment*  [ISl],  aadj?iiMe^. 

IR:(A(iratm»— Ecclesiastical  Titles  •  [13). 


EIUGBATIOK  TO  WESTERM  AUSTRALlT. 
onxsnoiT. 

Mb.  Aldbruak  J.  C.  LAWEENCE 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  "Whe- 
ther the  agreement  made  with  the 
GoTemor  of  Western  Australia  to  send 
out  Emigrants  to  that  Colony  at  Uie 
expense  of  the  Imperial  Qovemment 
has  been  entirely  completed;  and,  if 
not,  what  number  of  Emigrants  have 
still  to  be  sent  out  in  order  to  fulfil  such 
obligations  undertaken  by  the  Govern- 
ment P 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
when  Western  Australia  was  made  a 
convict  station,  the  Imperial  Government 
had  undertaken  to  send  oat  there  a  free 
emigrant  for  eveiy  convict  it  received, 
subject  to  the  condition  that  the  colony 
really  required  them,  and  could  absorb 
and  provide  for  them.  The  number  of 
free  emigrants  stated  by  the  Legislative 
Council  to  be  now  due  to  the  colony 
was  8,550,  but  on  investigation  that 
number  turned  out  to  be  inaccurate, 
and  probably,  the  true  number  due  was 
somewhere  about  1,800.  TJuleBs,  how- 
ever, in  answer  to  a  despatch  which 
was  about  to  be  sent  out  to  him,  the 
Gkrvemor  could  give  aatisfactoiy  proof 
that  emigrants  were  really  wanted,  and 
could  be  abBorbed  and  provided  for  by 
the  colony,  none  would  be  sent  out 
except  the  famihes  of  convicts,  and — ■ 
but  this  had  not  yet  been  altogether 
determined — a  few  persons  to  be  nomi- 
nated for  free  passage  by  their  relatives 
in  the  colony. 
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(COMMONSJ  Dtay—QuMiioH: 


THE    SOCIETE    INDUSTRIEI.LB    ET 
AGalCOLE  D'EGTPTE.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  SrDEBOTTOM  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AStaia,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  in  the  City  Article  of 
the  "Timea"  of  July  lat,  relative  to  the 
Societe  Industrielle'et  Agricole  d'I^ypt«, 
and  whether  the  foUowing  statements 
are  correct: — 1,  that  the  Egyptian  Go- 
Temment  had  certified  to  Sie  Foreign 
Office  their  intention  of  returning  eighty 
per  cent  to  the  shareholders  of  tne  Com- 
pany ;  *2.  that  this  return  is  limited  to 
the  shares  held  by  the  Egyptian  Trading 
Company  and  Messrs.  Cavan,  Lubbock, 
and  Co. ;  and,  if  these  etatemente  be  cor- 
rect, what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  adopt  in  the  matter? 

Me.  OTWAT,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
seen  the  letter  in  ?B»  Ttinti  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member.  It  was  not  quite 
accurate  to  say  that  the  I^rptian  Go- 
vernment had  certified  to  the  Foreign 
Office  their  intentton  of  returning  80 
per  cent  to  the  shareholders  of  the  Com- 
pany. There  had,  in  fact,  been  no 
direct  communication  on  the  subject 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
^yptian  Government.  Colonel  Stanton, 
Efer  Majesty's  Consul  Gteneral  in  Egypt, 
had  been  under  the  im^ession  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Viceroy  to  pur- 
chase the  shares  of  the  Company  held 
by  French  houses  at  80  per  cent,  but 
it  turned  out  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Viceroy  only  to  purchi 
shares  of  this  Company  held  by  two 
French  houses  at  the  price  named. 
Colonel  Stenton  was  instructed  to  use 
his  influence  in  order  that  aU  the  Eng- 
lish shareholders  should  be  placed  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  the  French  share- 
holders, and  the  result  was  that  the 
Viceroy  had  determined  to  purchase  the 
shares  held  by  Messrs.  Cavan,  Lubbock, 
and  Co,  and  the  E^ptian  Trading  Com- 
pany at  the  same  price ;  and,  by  so  doing, 
it  was  alleged  that  the  EngUdi  share- 
holders had  been  put  upon  the  same 
footing  as  the  French  shareholders — the 
shares  held  by  two  houses  of  each  coun- 
try having  been  purchased  at  the  same 
price.  Li  reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Members  Question  he  had  to  state 
that  the  Consul  General  in  Egypt  had 
been  instructed  to  apply  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Viceroy  that  the  "PlngUffh 
Bharehohleia  should  be  treated  upon  a 


footing   of  perfect   equality  with   the 
Frenm  ehareholdeie. 


ARHT  —  GUNPOWDER  MAGAZINES  AX 
UPNOR.— QUESTION. 

Me.  p.  WTKEHAM  MAETIN  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any,  and,  if 
any,  what  steps  have  been  taken  to  re- 
duce the  stores  of  gunpowder  which  sm 
kept  in  the  magazines  at  Upnor  f  30,000 
barrels  of  gunpowder  are  stored  at  that 
place,  in  &e  neighbourhood  of  60,000 
people,  who  would  be  liable  to  be  de- 
stroyed in  the  event  of  an  explosion. 

Mb.  CAHDWELL  said,  in  reply, 
that,  in  consequence  of  representatioaa 
which  had  been  made  to  bun,  consider- 
able reductions  had  been  made  already 
in  the  amoiont  of  gunpowder  stored  »i 
npnor,  and  the  remainder  was  in  course 
of  removal.  It  was  intended  in  Aiture 
to  keep  only  small  arms,  ammunitioii, 
and,  perhaps,  saltpetre  at  that  place. 

FIEE    INSURANCE    DUTT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  BEAUMONT  said,  he  would 
b^  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  in  the  case  of  septen- 
nial Fire  Insurance  Policies  which  nave 
still  a  few  years  to  run,  and  on  which 
Fire  Insurance  Duty  commuted  at  six 
years  was  paid  in  advance,  he  will  be 
prepared,  now  that  the  Fire  Insurance 
Duty  is  abolished,  to  return  to  the  in- 
sured (through  the  Insurance  Officw) 
the  amount  or  Duty  paid  on  such  PoU- 
cies  in  respect  of  the  period  occurring 
aitor  the  abolition  of  the  Dutf  ?     

The  CHAMCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  In  reply.  Sir,  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  remark 
that  those  who  insured  seven  years  in 
advance  obtained  the  remission  of  ons 
year's  du^,  and  that  the  arrangement 
so  entered  into  was  made  subject  to 
whatever  might  be  the  pleasure  of  Par- 
liament. If  the  duty  had  been  raised 
I  do  not  think  that  those  insurers  would 
have  applied  for  permission  to  pay  a 
larger  sum,  and  tiiey  must,  theKfore, 
take  their  chance  of  what  has  happened. 
Under  these  drcumstances,  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  Govemment  to  make  any 
return  whatever. 
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EXPLOSION  AT  HOONSLOff. 

ttlTEHTIOS. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  ^Tould  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  oi 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it  if 
the  istontion  of  the  Govenunent  to  adopt 
the  BUggeetion  coataiued  in  the  verdict 
of  the  jmy  at  the  recent  inqueat  at 
HoTinelow  —  namely,  that  the  Govern- 
ment ehoidd  appoint  permanent  InBpec- 
tors  to  carry  out  more  strictly  the  pur- 
poees  of  the  Gunpowder  Act  ? 

Ms.  BRUCE  aaid,  in  reply,  that  the 
Home  Department  had  taken  the  aug- 
geation  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
into  consideration.  He  had  to  stato, 
however,  that  the  accident  had  not  been 
traced  to  any  want  of  vigilance  or  to 
any  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  In- 
epectors.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Uie  ma- 
fra^ine  in  question  had  been  visited  by 
Colonel  Tounghuaband  and  by  Captain 
Smith  about  Qiree  weeks  before  the  ex- 
plosion occurred,  and  they  then  reported 
that  the  state  of  the  magazine  Teas  per- 
fectly safe  and  satisfactory. 

METROPOLIS  — CAB  STANDS. 

4DESTI0IT. 

CoLONZL  LESLIE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  scone  means 
might  not  be  taken  to  put  down  the  pre- 
valent practice  of  Cabs  plying  for  fares 
off  the  regular  stand  ? 

Mb.  BEUOE,  in  reply,  said,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  any  steps  gainst 
"crawling  cabs"  till  a  larger  number 
of  stands  were  provided  ;  for  at  present 
there  was  only  room  on  the  stands  for 
about  2,000  vehicles ;  Colonel  Henderson 
was,  however,  making  a  careful  survey 
of  the  metropolis,  iritn  a  view  to  supply 
the  defect. 


ECCLESIASTICAL   TITLES.— (JDESTION. 

Mb.  MACETO  Y  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  have  come  to 
any  detonnination  with  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  legislation  on  the  subject  of 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and,  if  bo,  when  such  legislation 
will  be  probably  proposed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  reply,  that 
there  were  two  questions  involved  in  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  the 
.£zBt  place,  the  sentiments  of  the  Qo- 


vermnent  were  well  known  to  be  favour- 
able to  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill  in- 
troduced by  tho  hon.  Member,  as  matters 
stood  under  the  present  law,  although 
there  might  be  some  difference  of  opi- 
nion upon  the  subject.  In  the  second 
S'^e,  in  the  event  of  the  Irish  Church 
ill,  now  under  the  consideration  of  die 
other  House  of  FarHament,  becoming 
law,  tike  necessity  for  legisUtion  upon  ' 
the  subject  would  be  acknowledged  most 
freely  by  those  who  were  now  inoisposed 
to  such  a  course.  Putting  these  two 
things  together,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  necessitr^  for  legislation 
on  the  subject  in  the  event  of  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  would  be 
imperative,  and  could  not  he  postponed 
longer  thim  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

IRELAND— RIOTS  AT  PORTADOWN. 


Mb.  W.  VEENEK  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, from  the  reports  that  have  reached 
the  Government  relative  to  the  lament- 
able a&ay  at  Portadown  on  the  1st  of 
July,  he  considers  that  the  Police  were 
justified  in  acting  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility when  the  assistance  of  a  Magis- 
trate residing  on  the  ^t  might  have 
been  instant^  obtained ;  and,  whether 
their  conduct  on  the  occasion  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  instructions  issued  by  Go- 
vernment for  the  maintenance  of  the 
pubhc  peace  in  Ulster  during  the  July 
anniversaries  ? 

Mb.  CHICHESTEE  FOETESOUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  it  would  be  wrong 
for  him,  and  he  declined,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  to  pass  any  judgment 
on  the  conduct  of  the  police,  which 
would  he  subjected  to  a  strict  investiga- 
tion, both  judicially  and  by  the  Govern- 
ment, as  was  absolutely  necessary  when- 
a  public  force  used  Uteir  firearms 
against  the  people.  Besides  that,  the 
inqnest  on  the  body  of  the  unfortunate 
man  who  was  killed  was  still  proceeding. 
But  he  must  add  that  Uie  police  could 
hardly  be  said  to  have  acted  on  their 
own  responsibility,  because  they  fired 
on  the  order  of  their  sub-inspector,  after 
they  had  been  violently  assaulted  with 
stones,  and  their  lives  put  in  danger. 
Besides,  he  had  no  reason  to  think  that 
they  could  have  reached  the  local  magis- 
trate, Ttrho  naa  not  at  that  time  ynUi 
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them,  or  have  areiled  themselves  of  his 
assistance  at  a  moment  of  ^eat  pressure 
and  danger,  when  they  vere  makmg  their 
way  bock  to  their  barracks.  There  were 
no  special  instructions  issued  to  the 
police  widi  reference  to  the  July  anoi- 
versaries  beyond  those  ordinary  rules  that 
they  were  to  preserve  the  public  peace 
and  protect  their  liyra  by  ail  leg;itimate 
means. 

Ms.  YA^C£  said,  he  wished  to  ask. 
Whether  the  Ooverument  wiU  institute 
an  Inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  what 
will  be  its  precise  nature  ? 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FOIITESCUE 
said,  that  as  soon  as  tike  inquest  was 
concluded,  he  would  be  happy  to  an- 
swer that  Question. 

Afterwards— 

SirJAMES  STEONGEsaid,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Goremment  hare  received 
any  official  information  as  to  a  riot  which 
occurred  at  Fortadowu,  in  the  county  of 
Armagh,  on  the  evening  of  the  1st  July, 
when  two  young  men  were  shot  by  the 
PoKoe? 

Mb.  0HICHE8TEE  F0ETE8CUE, 
in  reply,  said,  of  course  he  had  received 
information  as  to  the  unfortunate  event 
in  question,  although  he  did  not  know 
that  he  could  add  much  to  what  was 
contained  in  the  public  papers.  The 
state  of  the  cose  appeared  to  have  been 
this — On  the  night  of  the  Ist  Joly  two 
parties  of  police  were  sent  out  patrolling 
the  town  and  neighbourhood  of  Porta- 
down.  One  of  those  parties,  at  the  time 
when  those  occurrences  began,  were 
upon  one  side  of  a  bonfire  which  had 
been  lighted  on  the  road,  and  the  other 
party  were  on  the  other  side,  the  two 
being  separated  from  each  oth^  by  a 
considerable  interval.  As  far  as  his 
official  information  went,  he  had  no  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  police  interfered 
vith  the  bonfire,  or  attempted  to  put  it 
out,  although  it  was  so  stated  in  the 
public  Press.  His  information  went  to 
this — ^that  the  first  party  of  police  were 
attacked  violently  with  showers  of  stones, 
and,  being  armed  only  with  sidearms, 
they  were  obliged  to  nm  for  their  lives 
into  the  country,  &om  which  they  did 
not  get  back  to  their  barracks  for  many 
hours,  and  then  they  returned  one  by 
one,  and  some  of  them  in  disguise. 
Upon  that,  the  other  patrolling  par^ 
armed  themselves,  and  went  in  sewiut 
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ot  their  missing  comrades,  who  they  had 
reason  to  believe  were  in  danger.  They 
were  still  more  violently  assailed  by 
the  crowd,  and  alter  being  apparently 
subjected  for  a  considerable  time  to  vol- 
leys of  stone,  which  wounded  nearly 
everyone  of  the  party,  they  at  last,  on 
the  order  of  Uieir  sub-inspector,  fired,  and 
the  unfortunate  result  was  that  two  young 
men  were  shot ;  the  one,  being  a  Protest- 
ant, mortally ;  and  the  other,  a  Soman 
Catholic,  not  mortally.  The  police  then 
escaped  to  their  barracks,  and  so  the 
afiair  ended.  He  might  add  that  ample 
provision  had  been  made  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  pubhc  peace  in  Portadown, 
and  now  there  were  a  large  force  dC 
police  and  a  company  of  soldiers  in  that 
neighbourhood. 

FAKTT  PROCESSIONS  (IRELAND)  ACT. 


Sib  THOMAS  BATESON  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  fact  that  the  occasion  just 
referred  to  was  the  first  in  Ulster  on 
which  there  had  been  a  collision  between 
the  Police  and  the  Orangemen,  and  con- 
sidering the  great  amount  of  irritation 
and  excitement  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
he  will  give  the  House  an  opportoni^ 
of  discussing  the  Party  Froc^aiona  Act 
before  the  12th  of  July  ? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  not 
able  to  combine  the  preamble  or  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Question  with 
the  closing  part  of  it ;  and  I  think  it  is 
very  doubtful  whether,  in  what  he  re- 
cited in  that  preamble,  there  is  a  reason 
for  the  conclusion  that  he  intimates. 
The  case  of  the  Party  FroceesionB  Aet 
(Ireland)  BiU,  is  peculiar.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Mover  of  the  BiU  (Mr. 
W.  Johnston)  has  declared  his  view  oS 
the  subject,  and  the  Government,  by  the 
mouth  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue),  have  de- 
clared their  view  of  it.  If  the  Mover 
had  continned  in  his  place  it  might  have 
been  material  to  go  forward  with  the 
discussion  on  his  Bill,  because  the  dis- 
cussion might  have  had  a  practical  re- 
sult, and  mJeht  have  operated  on  the 
course  of  condact  of  the  Mover,  who,  M 
I  apprehend,  is  the  person  having  the 
principal  control  of  the  measure,  hia 
Colleague  in  intrododng  it  b«ng  an 
hon.  friend  of  mine  who  sits  on  thii 
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ride  of  £he  House.  But  now  that  the 
Morer  is  absent,  the  discuseion  would 
simply  be  a  discaseion  on  the  Bill,  with- 
out the  possibility  of  any  practical  re- 
sult. Therefore,  the  WLeetion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  really  amounts  to  thJB — 
whether  the  Government  is  distinctly  of 
opinion  that  benefit  would  arise  &om  a 
general  discussion  of  this  subject  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  this  particular 
moment  in  the  present  state  of  feeling  ? 
We  are  not  satisfied  that  benefit  would 
be  likely  so  to  arise,  or  that  such  a  dis- 
cniaion  woold  hare  such  a  soothing  ef- 
fect—as  wo  may  judge  Scora  slight  mdi- 
cationfi  from  time  to  time  in  this  Hoose 
—on  the  public  mind,  or  so  contribute 
to  tho  maintenance  of  the  public  peace, 
which  is  the  ntain  object  we  all  hare  in 
view  for  the  moment,  as  to  induce  us  to 
interfere  with  the  due  course  of  Public 
Business  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity 
for  that  discussion. 

PROPOSED  MONUMENT   TO   FABADAT. 
QTTXsnOH. 

DE.LTON  PIiATrAIEsaid,hewonld 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  the  following  extract  of  a 
Letter,  purporting  to  be  written  by  him, 
dated  5th  May,  1869,  and  read  at  a 
public  meeting  on  the  21st  June,  be 
correctly  reported : — 

"  1  do  not  In  tbe  lanst  doubt  tbs  ligniil  mtfiti 
or  Fsndaj,  Knd  I  hop*  that  a  monutnent  ma?  be 
CTMled  worthy  of  ao  gre»t  a  man ;  but  I  cannot 
conieat  to  appropriate  publio  money  towarda  the 
monument  of  a  printte  cUilen,  however  lUna- 
triont ;  I  do  not  make  thii  rale — I  find  it." 
And,  if  it  be  a  correct  extract,  whether 
he  will  state  to  the  House  the  exact 
terms  of  the  rule  to  which  he  refers,  and 
the  date  at  which  it  was  made  7 

Tm  OHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  the  extract  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect ;  but  I  am  sony  to  say  that  I  am 
not  able  to  state  the  exact  terms  of  the 
rule  to  which  I  referred.  I  find  that  the 
statues  in  London,  putting  aride  the 
Kings,  have  been  erected  by  means  of 
funds  provided  in  the  following  manner : 
— That  of  Lord  Nelson  was  paid  for  by 
public  subscription  and  bi? Parliamentary 
Qrant.  The  statue  of  Eichard  Coeur  de 
Lion  was  erected  by  Parliamentary 
Grant,  aided  by  private  subscription. 
The  statue  of  Sir  John  Franklin  was 
erected  entirely  by  Parliamentary  Grant. 
All  the  other  statues  hare  been  erected 
Irymbacriptifni;  and  I  deduce  &om  these 
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facts  the  rule  that  it  is  not  die  general 
custom  for  Parliament  to  make  grants 
for  this  purpose.  Of  course.  Lord  Nelson 
was  an  exceptional  person,  who  does  not 
appear  twice,  perhaps,  in  the  history  of 
a  nation.  The  only  other  exception  waa 
the  recent  one  of  Sir  John  Franklin, 
whose  strange  and  tt^agio  death  and  the 
feeling  occasioned  by  it  may  well  account 
for  his  case  being  made  an  exception. 
I  think,  also,  that  the  history  of  England 
shows  that  it  has  not  been  customary 
for  us  to  erect  monuments  at  the  public 
expense  to  private  citizens,  however  illus- 
trious they  may  have  been.  Take  the 
catalogue  of  illustrious  names — Shake- 
speare, Milton,  Newton,  and  Locke — 
and  you  will  find  that  no  monuments 
were  erected  at  the  public  expense  to 
their  memory.  Without  any  disrespect, 
therefore,  to  his  memory,  I  think  that 
Faraday  may  be  well  content  to  be  passed 
by  in  such  company.  1  will  say,  fur- 
ther, that  the  principle  of  this  country 
has  been  to  have  its  citizens  actuated  by 
a  feeling  of  duty  rather  than  of  glory, 
and  that  the  nation  is  not  in  an  ascending 
scale  wMch  is  prodigal  of  its  rewards. 

DUBLIN  FREEMEN  COMMISSION  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Attorney  Qenend  for  Iretand,  Mr. 

Chithuler  FoTtMtm.) 

[bill  189.  ]      SECOUD   BEADCra. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read, 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attornty  Genard  for  Jrt- 
land.) 

Sir  FREDERICK  W.  HEYGATE, 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  this  day  three  months, 
said,  that  disguise  it  as  they  might,  it 
was  universally  believed  by  the  countiy 
that  this  was  a  Bill  of  a  very  exception^ 
character,  an  ex  pott  ftwto  Bill,  which 
was  not  only  bad  in  itself,  but  would 
form  a  most  pernicious  precedent.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  please  Members  on  that  the  Oppo- 
ffltion  aide,  whatever  form  the  legislation 
on  this  sulDJect  assumed.  He  admitted 
it.  When  the  change  was  made  in  the 
Law  of  Election  Petitions  last  year,  the 
House  was  told  that  if  they  got  rid  of 
the  Election  Committees  and  transferred 
their  jurisdiction  to  the  Judges,  all  im- 
putations upon  the  fairness  of  their  de- 
cisions would  be  removed,  these  ques- 
trona  being  removed  bom  Qie  axem  of 
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the  House.  It  yraa  said  that  the  Judges 
would  so  to  the  spot,  that  they  were 
above  all  suspicion  of  political  bias,  and 
that  when  they  were  sent  down  to  make 
these  inquiries  the  House  would  have 
done  everything  that  was  possible. 
Having  now  trusted  the  Judges  with 
this  great  commission,  it  was  not  for  the 
House  to  go  behind  their  backs  and  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  as  to  whether  the  facts  had 
been  fairly  investigated,  and  whether  the 
House  ought  to  believe  their  Reports. 
The  greater  the  weight  which  ought  to 
attach  to  the  Keport  of  a  Judge  the 
more  necessary  it  was  to  inquire  whe- 
ther it  justified  the  proceedings  by 
which  it  was  to  be  followed.  He  as- 
serted, without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  ^e  House  would  not  have  taken 
the  stop  which  they  were  now  asked  to 
take  if  they  had  been  acting  upon  the 
Beport  of  an  Election  Committee  instead 
of  tliat  of  a  Judge.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey) 
had  betrayed  the  animut  by  which  ho 
and  those  around  him  had  been  animated; 
but  nothing  could  be  worse  than  that 
the  House  should  be  governed  by  poli- 
tical or  party  motives  in  taking  the 
course  that  was  now  apposed  against 
the  freemen  of  Dublin.  The  only  motives 
he  could  imagine  for  this  Sill  were 
either  to  discover  a  greater  number  of 
culprits  for  prosecution,  or  to  discredit 
the  freemen  of  Dublin,  so  as  to  lead  to 
their  disfranchisement.  With  regard 
to  the  prosecution  of  these  delinquents, 
he  would  not  believe  that  if  a  Commis- 
sion issued  it  would  be  hkely  to  obtain 
the  names  of  any  more  freemen  who  had 
been  bribed.  It  was  impossible  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Election  Commissioners 
would  be  in  a  better  position  than  the 
Judge,  or  that  they  could,  indeed,  take 
so  severe  and  stringent  a  course  as  be 
was  enabled  to  pursue  against  the  de- 
linquents. The  object  of  the  Bill  was, 
in  &ct,  not  to  obtain  an  additional  num- 
ber of  culprits,  but  to  disfranchise  the 
freemen  of  Dublin.  He  went  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  with  no 
prepossessions  in  favour  of  freemen  as 
a  body — rather  the  contrary.  But  he 
must  say  that  the  freemen  of  Dublin 
seemed  to  him  to  be  favourable  speci- 
mens of  the  class.  The  guilt  of  no  more 
than  fifty-nine  had  been  proved  before 
the  Judge  out  of  the  whole  body,  which 
numbered  nearly  3,000,  and  it  was  ob- 
viously unjust  that  the  offences  of  the 
Sir  Frtderiek  W.  Htj/gaU 


few  should  be  visited  on  the  heads  of 
their  innocent  brethren.  He  fi>und  that 
those  hon.  Members  who  supported  the 
Bill,  however  disposed  they  might  be 
to  punish  or  'disfranchise  die  freemen 
"  Dublin,  took  a  very  different  view  of 
freemen  elsewhere,  and  invariably  had 
a  particular  r^fard  and  esteem  for  those 
freemen  of  their  constituencies  who  had 
voted  for  them.  Were  the  Oovermnent, 
with  a  majority  of  some  118  at  their 
back,  80  a^id  of  the  result  of  a  new 
election  for  the  City  of  Dublin,  which 
might,  he  hoped,  be  the  return  of  a  Con- 
servative Member — that  they  would 
not  allow  the  issue  of  the  Wnt  ?  He 
believed  the  House  would  have  reason 
deeply  to  repent  this  dead  set  at  a  small 
portion  of  a  particular  class  in  one  oon- 
Btituency,  while  they  shut  their  eyes  at 
the  practices  which  prevailed  in  so  many 
others.  The  country  would  say  that  the 
House  of  Commons  from  party  motives 
had  detonnined  to  strain  the  Judge's 
Beport,  which  did  not  justi^  tiie  issu- 
ing of  a  Commission.  It  would  be  no 
imputation  on  the  learned  Judge  if  the 
House  did  not  act  on  his  Keport.  It 
would  be  better  to  have  an  inquiry  into 
the  case  of  freemen  generally,  than  resort 
to  this  unconstitotional  ex  pott  facto  le- 

g 'station  in  the  case  of  Dublin,  when 
rodford,  York,  and  other  places  had 
escaped.  He  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
reada  second  time  this  day  three  months. 
Me.  E.  WINGFIELD  VEENKB  said, 
he  must  strongly  protest  against  the  Bill, 
which  had  evidently  been  brought  for- 
ward to  disfranchise  the  freemen  of  Dub- 
lin because  three-fourtha  of  them  had  ex- 
pressed dislike  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  policy  he  advocated. 
Anyone  who  knew  the  constituency  of 
Dublin  would  rec(^ize  the  intolerant 
hand  which  guided  Uiis  action.  An  at- 
tempt was  made  to  cry  down  the  Pro- 
testants in  that  city.  Under  the  plea  of 
religious  equahty  the  greatest  tyranny 
was  exercised.  A  number  of  medical 
men  joined  in  the  cry;  and  they  pro- 
ceeded to  such  lengths  as  to  insist  mat, 
even  in  the  case  of  hospitals  endowed  by 
Protestants,  Protestant  doctors  ought 
not  to  be  appointed,  because  the  majo- 
rity of  their  patients  were  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics. This  Bill  was  a  gross  insult  to 
a  body  which  comprised  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  intelligence,  wealth,  and 
respectability  of  the  constituent^.  Wliy 
bod  not  a  similar  Bill  been  imtrodooea 
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for  (Talway,  Tonshal,  and  Bradford? 
The  same  Judge  {Justico  Keogh),  out  of 
449  freemen  named  fourteen,  and  men- 
tioned that  &om  eighty  to  100  were 
proved  to  hare  asked  money  for  theii 
Totea  in  the  case  of  Galvay.  There  were 
thus  more  one-fourth  of  the  electors  of 
Galiray  who  had  as^ed — he  did  not 
know  whether  they  had  received — 
money  for  their  votes ;  while  in  Dublin, 
out  of  2,700  freemen,  only  fifteen  were , 
named  as  having  been  guilty  of  ooTrupt 
praotices,  and  forty-four  not  named,  or 
about  l-46th  part  of  the  whole.  Yet 
the  Judge  did  not,  in  the  case  of  Gal- 
way,  reconunend  any  inquiry.  "Why? 
Was  it  because  Liberal  Members  had 
been  returned  for  Galway  and  the  Peti- 
tion was  directed  against  a  Conservative 
in  the  case  of  Dublin  ?  Yet  the  hon. 
Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  James)  (he 
other  night  preached  them  a  sermon  on 
the  purity  of  election — and  almost  im- 
mediately gave  his  vote  for  the  impurily 
of  party.  This  cry  about  purity  was 
really  damping  to  the  Bouse,  and 
would  not  gain  for  it  the  respect  of  the 
country.  He  begged  to  second  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now, '  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Sir  li-ediriek  W. 

Mb.  CHICHESTEB  FOETESCTJE 
Bud,  the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Sir  Frederick  W.  Heygate) 
had  stated  he  would  not  go  behind  the  Be- 
port  of  the  learned  Judge  now  under 
consideration,  but  he  could  hardly  say  he 
had  adhered  strictly  to  that  course,  for 
he  had  passed  considerable  criticism  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Judge  on  the  occasion. 
But,  however  that  might  be,  the  course 
he  professed  to  take  was  certainly  not 
adopted  by  thehon .  Member  who  seconded 
the  Amendment  (Mr,  E.  W.  Temer). 
The  hon.  Member  had  in  effect  chained 
the  learned  Judge  who  tried  this  case 
with  gross  injustioe  and  partiali^;  he 
had  charged  him  in  the  face  of  the  House 
of  Commons  with  gross  judicial  cor- 
ruption. Now,  f(w  him  (Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescne)  to  defend  the  conduct  of 
TAi.  Justice  Keogh  would  be  totally 
unnecessary;  he  would  only  say  that 
he  preferred  the  Beport  of  Uie  learned 
Judge  to  the  line  taken  by  the  hon. 


Member  (Sir  Frederick  Heygato)  and 
also  by  the  right  hon.  Genueman  (Mr. 
Henley).  They  had  been  told  that  the 
Government  were  reverting  to  the  bad 
precedents  of  old  times,  and  were  re-in- 
troducing these  angry  discussions  into 
the  arena  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
but  they  would  be  indeed  guilty  of  that 
offence  if  they  were  to  take  it  upon  them- 
selves to  decide  upon  the  merits  of  such 
a  case  when  a  learned  Judge  had  pro- 
nounced upon  one  side  with  ttie  authority 
which  his  charactor  and  position  carried 
with  it,  and  eminent  Members  of  this 
House  pronounced  upon  the  other.  Were 
they  to  take  the  decision  of  this  question 
into  their  own  hands  ?  They  proposed  to 
do  no  such  thing,  but  to  refer  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  to  the  proper  constitutional 
tribunal,  and  they  therefore  asked  the 
House  of  Commons  simply  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Dublin  freemen.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  had  been  a  decision  by 
the  House  of  Lords  that  the  Government 
were  taking  an  illegal  view  of  this  ques- 
tion. Now,  there  was  no  judicial  deci- 
sion at  all.  The  question  was  debated 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  a  difference, 
of  opinion  was  expressed  by  high  autho- 
rities. That  difference  had  not  shaken 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  as 
to  the  justice  and  propriety  of  their 
interpretation  of  the  Act.  Nor  did 
the  House  of  Lords  pronounce  any  judg- 
ment upon  the  merits  of  the  case,  or 
upon  the  question  whether  this  was 
a  proper  subject  for  further  investiga- 
tion. What  the  majority  there  held 
was  that  this  inquiry  did  not  come 
tochnically  within  the  t«rms  of  the  Act 
now  in  force.  Supposing  that  decision 
to  be  correct — and  ne  did  not  admit  it 
to  be  correct — this  was  nothing  but  a 
cMiuomiMiMinthepreBentstatote.  Could 
it  have  been  the  intention  of  the  statute 
that  such  a  state  of  things  as  that  re- 
corded by  Mr.  Justice  Keogh  was  not  a 
proper  subject  for  inquiry?  They  were 
told  that  the  motives  of  the  Government 
were  of  a  party  kind.  But  if  they  were 
to  be  acouBed  of  party  motives  because 
they  asked  for  an  inquiry  into  this  matter 
in  pursuance  of  the  B^rt  of  a  Judge, 
wluit  was  to  be  said  of  the  motives  of 
those  who  opposed  any  such  inquiry? 
He  denied  ihat  the  Government  and 
those  who  acted  with  them  were  actuated 
by  party  motives.  They  would  have 
done  the  same  whatever  were  the  class  of 
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rotors  iinpngnsd,  and  he  ventored  to  say 
tltat  if  Twbt  lion.  Gentlemen  oppoeito  had 
been  in  the  position  of  responsibility  oc- 
cuped  by  fli©  Goremmeut  they  would 
have  found  it  impoBeiblQ  to  allow  Judge 
Keogh'a  £eport  to  pass  without  some 
action.  The  bon.  Baronet  (Sir  Frederick 
Heygate)  said  that  an  inqiiiiy  ou^ht  to 
hare  been  instituted  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  freemen  eveiywhere.  But  it 
really  mattered  nothing  to  the  Oorem- 
ment  what  class  of  voters  were  impugned 
by  the  Judge's  Beport.  The  fact  of 
their  being  &eemeu  was  a  mere  accident ; 
if  they  had  been  lodgers  or  rated  occu- 
piers the  result  would  have  been  the 
same;  and  the  House  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question  of  the  free- 
nian  &ancbise  all  over  the  kingdom. 
The  question  before  the  House  simply 
was  whether  th^  would  issue  a  Wnt 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  in  defiance  of  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  or  do  their 
duty  by  instituting  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  one  important  portion  of  the 
constituency  in  pursuance  of  the  Beport. 
In  the  concluding  sentence  of  his  judg- 
ment the  learned  Judge  said — 

"  It  haa  baea  ptorei  to  ma  b;  the  moit  mnoln- 
uve  STidenoe,  direct  ind  circnmatantul,  thit  ths 
Freameo  of  thU  Citj  haie  been  ihown  to  >  great 
•itvot  to  be  oormpt  toIct*,  kod  I  tfaall  Imtb  tba 
HooM  of  CommaDi  to  deal  witb  tbeir  can  uid 
villi  diB  ooiutiCiuBe;  u  tiff»cted  b;  tb«m." 

This  sentence  in  the  judgment  completely 
supported  the  Beport.  Were  they  not 
to  deal  with  siutn  a  case;  and  if  they 
were  to  deal  with  it,  was  it  possible  ta 
deal  with  it  in  a  more  moderate  or  con- 
stitutional manner  than  that  now  pro- 
posed? 

Db.  BAUj  said,  this  was  not  a  Bill 
to  remedy  a  defect  in  the  law ;  it  was 
an  attempt  at  ex  pott  faeto  le^slation, 
and  therefore  he  opposed  it.  The  ex- 
isting Act  directed  that  aa  inquiry  should 
be  made  if  the  Judge  reported  that 
bribery  extenBively  prevailed  in  the  con- 
stituency, but,  in  his  opinion,  it  did  not 
authorize  inquiry  if  the  Judge  reported 
that  bribery  prevailed  among  a  portion  of 
the  constituency.  The  House  of  Lords 
had  come  to  the  same  conclusion,  and  the 
Government  did  not  meet  tho  defect  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  but  tried  to  reach  in- 
dividuals who  acted  without  violating  the 
existing  Act.  Objection  had  at  all  times 
been  very  properly  raised  to  the  practice 
of  making  laws  to  meet,  not  a  general 
Jfr.  ChicJmttr  FvrUtem 


special  law  in  order  to  deal  with  that 
which  had  escaped  the  grasp  of  the  or- 
dinary law.  It  was  better  far  that  the 
&eemen  of  Ihiblin,  even  had  they  been 
trebly  guilty,  should  escape,  than  ttiat 
great  principle  of  legislation  diould 
'  set  aside  in  order  to  meet  their  par- 
ticular case.  What  good  would  oome 
of  the  Commission  ?  When  the  Com- 
mission, of  which  he  had  been  the  Chair- 
i,  sat  to  inquire  into  the  existence  of 
upt  practices  at  Galway,  olthongh 
the  B^Mirt  showed  that  bribery  had  been 
practised  among  the  fireemen  of  that 
tiorough,  no  such  steps  as  those  now 
proposed  were  taken,  because  it  was  felt 
that  by  so  doing  they  would  be  practi- 
cally setting  aside  the  certificate  of  in- 
demnity vhich  had  been  given  under 
the  Act.  No  special  Act  had  been 
ed  in  the  case  of  Great  Yarmouth, 
which  was  dealt  with  in  the-ordinaiy 
way  under  a  Beport  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Beport  of  the  Judge 
did  not  reveal  such  an  extraordinary 
amount  of  corruption  existing  amon^ 
the  whole  constituency  as  would  justify 
Parliament  in  taking  unusual  steps  to 
punish  it.  Assuming,  however,  that 
le^slative  action  were  necessary,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  BUI  in  itself,  which 
he  regarded  as  being  fairly  drawn.  H« 
had  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  three 
gentlemen  whose  names  had  been  re- 
commended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  fbr  insertion  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BEIEN  said,  that 
if  the  2,700  ireemen  of  Dublin  had  been 
a  constituency  of  ordinary  voters,  there 
was  not  a  lawyer  who  would  say  the 
Commission  should  not  issue.  These  free- 
men were  a  privileged  class,  and  that 
of  itself  was  a  sufficient  reason  for  dis- 
franchising them.  A  single  vote  in  that 
House  did  not  matter  to  the  liberal 
party ;  and  that  fact  took  the  question 
at  issue  out  of  the  range  of  party  politics. 
It  had  been  auggested  that  it  was  sought 
to  disfranchise  the  freemen  of  Ihiblin 
because  three-fourths  of  them  were  oj^- 
posed  to  the  pohcy  of  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  but  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
knew,  frvm  thirty  years  acquaintance 
with  them,  that,  for  a  consideration, 
three-fourths  of  them  would  acc^  the 
pohcy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
waa  notoiions  in  Dublin  that  on  an  «leo> 


^Coo'^lc 


AiUhi  tymtm  [  J111.T  5, 18S9J 


1181 

tion  — aod  he  did  not  profeaa  to  be  a 

etriot  — the  first  queetion  put  was — 
rw  much  money  will  tiie  Tories  give 
fbr  Uie  freemen  P  and  if  th^  gave 
£2I0f.aTote,  it  would  take  tlieLibarals 
£5  to  buy  them.  He  would  not,  how- 
erer,  vote  for  the  diafranchiseouent  of 
these  men  without  first  giving  them  an 
opportunity  of  showing,  on  this  inquiry, 
that  they  were  aa  pure  ae  they  had  been 
Tepreflented  to  be. 

Mb.  J/yPES  eud,  he  aj^<oached  Uiia 
subject  in  no  party  spirit,  but  with  the 
disposition  to  consider  it  on  grounds  of 
abstract  justice  and  expediency.  He 
made  no  imputations,  but  he  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Taunton  (Ur.  Henry  Jamea)  that  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  were  quite 
aa  willing  as  the  Uinisterial  supporters 
to  put  down  bribery ;  and  the  late  Oo- 
vemment  brought  in  and  carried  one  of 
the  most  comprehensive  measure  for  the 
Biqtpreeaion  of  bribery  and  corrupt  prae- 
tices  that  had  ever  been  passed.  The 
simple  issue  was,  whether  this  was  a 
case  calling  for  special  legiEdation.  He 
had  carefully  read  the  able  judgment  of 
the  learned  Judge  who  tried  the  Petition ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  finding  of 
the  learned  Judge  in  one  part  was  inoon- 
sistent  with  the  finding  in  the  other,  and 
that  the  £eport  differed  firom  the  judg- 
ment. The  Seport  went  to  the  extent 
that  the  learned  Judge  had  reason  to 
believe  iiiat  extensive  bribery  prevailed 
at  the  last  election  amongst  me  &eemen 
of  Dublin.  It  was  worthy  of  observation 
that  the  statute  provided  two  modes 
finding  forthe  Judge — one,  that  exteneive 
bribery  prevEuIed;  the  other,  that  he 
had  reasonable  cauae  to  believe  that 
bribeiy  extensively  prevailed:  snd  as 
eleven  persons  only  were  actually  found 
to  have  been  bribed,  the  learned  Judge 
had  adopted  the  milder  form  of  finding. 
It  must  be  presumed  they  were  freemen, 
though  the  learned  Judge  by  no  meanc 
reported  that  they  were.  Special  legis- 
lation should  only  be  resorted  to  in  ex- 
treme cases,  and  he  submitted  that  this 
was  not  a  case  of  that  description.  The 
precedent  of  Great  YarmouUi  had  been 
relied  upon  in  sapport  of  this  Bill ;  but 
it  was,  he  thought,  quite  distinguishable 
from  ^e  present  case.  The  Beport  rela- 
tive to  the  freemen  of  Great  Yarmouth 
alleged  that  "  gross,  syetematic,  and  ex- 
tensive bribery  prevailed  at  the  lost  and 
previous   dections."     There   waa   an- 
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other  distinction  between  the  two  cases. 
No  Act  of  Parliament  had  then  been 
passed  for  1^  punishment  of  thosa  who 
were  found  guilty  of  bribray.  Now, 
however,  a  most  oogent  and  stringent 
punishment  existed  fiDr  that  ofifenoe. 
There  were  other  reasons  why  the  House 
should  not  legislate  specially  against  the 
freemen  of  Dublin.  The  margin  be- 
tween the  candidates  on  the  poll  was  so 
narrow  that  there  was  only  a  difference 
of  105  between  the  candidates  at  the  top 
uid  bottom  of  the  poll,  and  it  might  be 
supposed  that  party  spirit  had  prompted 
this  special  interference  of  the  Legis- 
lature. Then,  again,  three-fourths  of 
the  &«emen  were  Protestants,  and  waa 
this  a  desirable  time  to  pass  a  Bill  dis- 
franchising the  Protestant  fr-eemen  of 
Dublin?  The  only  difference  between 
the  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Bir  Geoige 
Grey)  and  that  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr,  Sullivan)  was,  that  the 
former  proposed  sudden  death  to  the 
freemen,  and  the  latter  a  more  pro- 
tracted but  equally  certain  death,  snp- 
pl«nented  by  a  decent  interment. 

Ma.  PENMAN"  said,  the  opposition 
of  the  last  three  spealcers  ogamst  the 
BiU  seemed  to  rest  on  widely  difflerent 
grounds.  The  first  charged  the  learned 
Judge  with  having  given  a  corrupt  de- . 
cision,  the   second  opposed  it  on  the 

Eound  that  it  was  ex  pott  facto  legisla^ 
tion,  and  the  third  told  them  it  was 
only  when  corruption  had  been  reported 
to  exist  in  a  large  degree  they  ought  to 
inquire  into  the  subject.  One  special 
reason  in  his  (Mr.  Demnan's)  opinion 
for  appointing  a  Commission  waa  that 
some  of  the  principal  delinquents  had 
managed  to  be  out  of  the  way  during 
the  inquin  into  the  Election  Petition, 
but  that  that  could  not  happen  in  the 
case  of  a  Commission,  which  might  be 
extended  over  any  length  of  time.  All 
that  waa  now  being  done  was  exactly  in 
the  spirit  of  what  had  been  done  h^oia 
in  Mmilnr  casos.  In  such  matters  legis- 
lation must  of  necessity  be  ex  pott  faeto 
to  this  extent — that  finding  a  very  ^reat 
piece  of  corruption  had  been  committed, 
Parliament  aet  to  work  to  tiy  and  pre- 
vent corrupt  persons  in  the  fiiture  de- 
stroying the  purity  of  elections  in  places 
where  such  practices  had  existed.  Con- 
sidering what  cogent  fficts  had  been  re- 
ported, nothing  could  be  fairer  than  the 
appointment  of  a  Ccaamiaaion,  especially 
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as  it  was  said  tliat  the  aUegation  of 
bribery  waa  a  gtose  libel  and  injustice. 

Mb.  HENLEX  aaid,  he  was  |;ladtbat 
no  lion.  Member  on  tbe  other  side  bad 
attempted  to  cany  the  number  of  tbe 
persons  corrupted  in  the  I>ublin  consti- 
tueD(7  beyond  a  very  limited  amount. 
An  Act  of  Parliament  had  been  passed 
by  means  of  which  the  dealing  with  cor- 
rupt practices  was  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  Parliament  and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Judges.  For  some  reason  or  other  the 
learned  Judge  who  tried  this  case  did  not 
bring  himBelf  within  the  four  comers  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  said  that  the  House  must  try 
the  case  de  novo.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  asked  the  House  to  take  a 
certain  passage  in  the  learned  Judge's 
Report  and  act  upon  it ;  but  Mgh  legal 
auuiorily  had  declared  that  to  make  that 
statement  was  extra  virsi  of  the  Judge, 
and  that  it  was  consequently  no  better 
than  waste  paper.  If  tiie  House  wished 
to  legislate  on  the  matter  it  ought  to 
look  on  the  evidence  upon  which  the 
Beport  was  founded,  and  in  his  opinion 
the  evidence  afforded  very  me^reground 
for  the  conclusion  to  which  the  learned 
Judge  come,  and  he  thought  it  very  un- 
wise to  bring  these  matters  back  again 
to  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  they  did  so,  they  could  not  escape  the 
suspicion  of  being  actuated  by  motives 
other  than  the  love  of  abstract  purity  of 
election;  and  the  evil  which  would  in 
that  case  result  would  be  ten  thousand 
times  greater  than  any  inconvenience 
which  would  be  produced  by  permitting 
the  conduct  of  these  parties,  who  might 
be  wrong,  to  pass  without  inquiry. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENEEtAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  SuiirvAS)  said,  he 
failed  to  understand  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Orfordshiie 
(Mr.  Henley),  because  when  a  Motion 
was  made  for  the  issue  of  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  the  matter  to  some  extent 
must  be  discussed  in  that  House  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemanhadhimselfbrought 
back  the  question  upon  the  floor  of  the 
House  by  saving  that  the  evidence  in  the 
caae  of  the  Dublin  Petition  did  not  war- 
rant the  Beport  of  the  learned  Judge. 
Xhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  no 
one  bad  ventured  to  cany  the  number  of 
the  persons  corrupted  beyond  a  very  limi- 
ted amount.  Now,  it  so  happened  that 
on  a  previous  oocaaion  he  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
had   stated   that  it   appeared  by  ihe 
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Judge's  Beport  that  more  than  280  of 
the  fjreemen  of  Dublin  were  connected 
with  corrupt  practicea.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Dr.  Ball)  spoke  of  the  present 
proceedings  as  being  ex  poit  facto  legis- 
lation ;  but  that  was  not  the  cose.  It 
would  be  ex  poet  facto  legislation  to  con> 
sfitute  acts  already  done  by  individuals 
into  bribeiy,  though  they  had  never  be- 
fore been  deemed  to  be  acta  of  bribery ; 
but  the  object  of  the  present  Bill  was 
simply  to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices 
as  defined  by  the  Legislature,  and  his 
right  hon.  IViend  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
laud  had  pointed  out  that  by  passing 
the  Act  of  1852,  the  House  had  not  de- 
prived itself  of  the  jurisdiction  of  institut- 
mg  an  inquiry  in  such  a  case  as  the  pre- 
sent. He  hoped  the  House  would  pass  the 
Bill,  for  if  it  were  rejected  the  conclusion 
would  be  this — that  the  conduct  of  the 
freemen  of  Dublin — they  being  only  a 
part  of  the  constituency — could  never  be 
inquired  into,  and  that  they  might, 
therefore,  be  as  corrupt  as  they  pleased. 
Before  sitting  down  he  muet  say  he  had 
heard  with  the  deepest  regret  Ute  state- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  lisbum 
(Mr.  E.  Wingfield  Vemer),  in  effect  ac 
cusing  the  learned  Judge  who  conducted 
the  inquiry  of  partiahty  He  was  sure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lisbum  would  feel, 
in  calmer  moments,  ttiat  he  had  not  done 
a  learned  Judge  anything  like  justice 
who  hod  for  me  last  fourteen  years,  by 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  dischai^ged 
his  judicial  duties,  commanded  nnivereal 
respect. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now' 
stand  part  <^  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  246 ;  Noes 
126:  Majority  120. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commHttd 
for  Thuriday. 

SOPPLT. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  da  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


PARLIAMENT— MORNING  SITTINGS. 

OBSEBVA.TI0KS. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention,  pursuant   to  notioe,  to   the 
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effect  of  the  present  amngements  for 
Morning  SittingB  upon  the  Bumneas  of 
the  House.  I^vious  to  1861,  ample 
time  had  been  afforded  to  private 
Uembera  for  the  discuseion  of  those 
questions  which  they  desired  to  pro- 
pose. In  that  year  the  House  was 
induced  by  Lotd  FabnerstoQ  to  give  up 
the  Thursdays  to  Government  Business, 
in  exch&n^  for  the  Fridays,  when 
fiubjects  might  be  introduced  by  pri- 
vate Members  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  instead  of,  as 
belbre,  on  the  Motion  of  adjournment 
fiom  Friday  till  Monday.  That  state  of 
things  continued,  without  sny  great  in- 
convenience to  independent  Members, 
until  the  change  which  was  adopted  in 
the  Session  before  last,  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli), 
who,  in  proposing  that  the  House  should 
meet  for  Morning  Sittings  at  two  instead 
of  at  twelveo'clock,  and  should  sit  to  seven 
and  re-assemble  at  nine,  instead  of  sit- 
ting till  four  and  re-aesembling  at  six, 
as  in  accordance  with  the  previous  prac- 
tice, expressly  stated  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  righte  of  pri- 
vate Members,  and  that  the  Oovemment 
would  always  undertake  to  make  and  to 
keep  a  House  at  nine  o'clock.  The  prac- 
tical result,  however,  of  the  alteration 
had  been  that  while  the  Oovemment 
gained  one  hour  before  dinner,  during 
tiie  cream  of  the  day,  the  time  at  Uie  dis- 
posal of  private  Members  after  dinner 
wasehortened.  Theideaofhisrighthon. 
Friend,  when  the  change  was  made  was, 
that  the  House  when  it  re-assembled  at 
nine  o'clock,  and  entered  upon  a  discus- 
sion, might  continue  it  until  two  o'clock 
the  next  morning;  but,  on  the  8th  of 
lest  month,  when  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Common  Serjeant  (Mr.  T. 
Chambers)  sought  to  press  on  his  BiU 
respecting  marriage  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  at  half-past  twelve  o'clock, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary 
of  Btete  for  the  Home  Department  im- 
mediately objected  to  ite  being  proceeded 
with  at  BO  late  an  hour ;  although  on  the 

Previous  day  his  Colleague  the  Presi- 
ent  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  con- 
tended, when  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  WostminstOT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
frotested  against  his  urging  forward  his 
'oor  Law  Bill  at  a  Bunilar  hour,  that  it 
was  by  no  means  too  late  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion.  Now  it  was  quite  dear 
TOL.  OXOViX.  [tbibd  ssries.] 
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that  any  person  who  wished  to  opposd 
the  progress  of  a  Bill  after  twelve  o  dock 
had  the  means  of  doing  so  most  effectu- 
ally  at  his  disposal ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  private  Members  could  calculate 
only  on  having  at  their  command  the 
thi«6  hours,  m>m  nine  till  twelve,  on 
those  days  on  which  Morning  Sittings 
were  held.  But  there  were,  independ- 
ently of  that,  two  other  extinguishers 
put  on  their  privil^es.  One  of  these 
was  the  practice  of^"  counting  out." 
When  the  House  re-assembled  at  nine 
o'dock,  there  might  be  a  bond  fide  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment  to 
keep  a  House ;  but  the  good  intention 
was  completely  frustrated  by  such  Mo- 
tions as  that  which  had  been  made  on 
Friday  evening  last,  as  soon  as  the 
Speaker  took  the  Chair.  But  he  must 
say  that  on  a  recent  occasion — when  a 
Motionrespecting  the  Boulogne  Harbour 
stood  first  on  the  Paper — he  was  given 
to  understand  that  some  Members  of  the 
Administration  had  not  only  connived 
at,  but  had  actually  assisted  the  efforte 
that  were  successfully  made  to  empty 
the  House  for  a  count.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  he  maintained,  not 
merely  to  assist  in  making  a  "  House," 
but  also  to  set  ite  face  against  "  counts 
out."  Another  point  to  which  he  wished 
call  attention  was  the  encroachment 
to  the  period  at  which  Morning  Sit- 
tings were  resorted  to.  Previous  to 
1862,  they  were  rarely  held  before  the 
month  of  July ;  and  ever  since  then,  with 
the  exception  of  1667,  they  bad  not  com- 
menced until  the  middle  of  June.     1667 

exceptional.  Morning  Sittings  com- 
menced that  year  on  the  28th  of  May. 
In  1868,  they  commenced  on  the  15th  of 
June  ;  but  this  year  they  commenced  on 
the  4th  of  May ;  and  if,  in  future  years 
this  year's  precedent  were  foUowed,  the 
rights  of  independent  Members  would 
be  almost  entirely  extinguished.  They 
could  not  expect  hon.  Members,  after 
sitting  five  hours,  to  come  down  ^;ain 
at  nine  o'clock  for  another  long  sitting, 
for  the  sake  of  the  privato  Motions.  The 
thing  was  impossible.  Human  nature 
could  not  stand  it.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  would  take  *:hia  matter  into 
consideration,  and  be  prepared,  next 
Session,  to  introduce  a  new  system. 
He  would  content  himself  with  having 
caUed  attention  to  the  matter,  and  would 
not  move  any  Sesolution  on  the  subject, 
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Mb.  CRAWTOKD  said,  tliat  he  n- 
(pett«d  at  the  tiiae — as  he  had  done 
ever  Emca — ^that  the  mi^^^tioii  had  not 
been  adopted  -which  he  threw  out  two 
years  ago,  for  prereuting  Motions  to 
ooamt  until  10  or  15  minutes  after  the 
Speaker  had  taken  the  chair.  Some 
such  proTiaion  was  absolutely  necessaiy 
for  the  protection  of  the  righte  of  inde- 

Kndent  Members.  He  considered  it  to 
decidedly  unfair,  and  an  abuse  of  the 
Standing  Order,  that  the  montcmt  the 
House  had  re-assembled  the  Motion  for 
adjournment  should  be  put ;  but  the  only 
way  to  prevent  the  practice  was  by  giv' 
ing  10  or  15  minutes'  grace.  He  must 
say,  in  regard  to  Friday  last,  that  it  was 

reralhr  understood  that  there  would 
DO  House.  He  did  not  say  that  he 
was  ialA.  so  by  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
Yerament ;  but  the  rumour  to  that  sdJect 
was  very  widely  diffused.  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  whole  of  the  time  at  the 
Morning  Sittings  should  be  at  the  com- 
mand <a  the  Government ;  and  it  onght 
also  to  be  remembered  that  many  private 
Members  who  had  their  own  affaire  to 
attend  to,  were  greatly  inconvenienced 
by  these  regular  sittings,  which  left  them 
no  alternative  but  to  neglect  their  own 
interests  or  those  of  their  oonstituents. 
Morning  Sittings  used  to  be  resorted  to 
only  exception^y,  and  for  some  special 
measure.  They  had  now  become  a  re- 
cognized procedure,  and  Members  were 
incapable  or  unwilling  to  sit  as  a  rule 
&om  two  in  the  afternoon  nntU  three 
o'clock  the  fallowing  morning.  If  any 
Motion  was  made  for  preventing  counts 
being  att«npt«d  until  10  or  15  minutes 
after  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair  he 
should  gladly  support  it. 

Mb.  KINNAIRI)  said,  he  thought 
Morning  Sittings  had  become  an  absolute 
necessity ;  and  much  more  bunneas  was 
done  when  the  House  sat  &om  2  to  7 
than  when  it  sat  from  12  to  4.  "When 
there  was  any  subject  on  the  Paper  of 
importance  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
getting  or  keeping  a  House.  When  the 
Evening  Sittings  were  protracted  till 
three  o'clock  in  the  morning,  it  was  not 
Borprising  that  occasionally  there  should 
be  a  "count  out"  from  sheer  exhaustion; 
but  "counts  out"  were  no  more  fre- 

Suent  now  than  formerly.  He  hoped 
le  grievance  would  be  remedied,  and 
that  the  Speaker  would  give  his  attention 
to  the  Bu^ect. 

.    Mb.  peek  sud,  he  entirely  agreed 
Mr.  Bmtineh 


with  the  obserrations  whioh  had  bmn 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  dtj 
of  London  (Mr.  Crawford).  These  Morn- 
ing Sittings,  recurring  so  frequently  as 
they  now  did,  were  unquestionably  pro- 
ductive of  much  inconvenienoe  to  pri- 
vate Members  who  had  large  businesses 
of  their  own  as  well  as  the  pubhcaffiurs 
to  look  after.  He  hoped  some  better 
arrangement  would  be  come  to. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  admitted 
that  when  the  Gtoverament  were  under 
an  implied  or  actual  engagement  to  ke^ 
a  House,  it  would  be  a  virtual  failure  in 
their  engagement  if  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment took  any  part  in  promoting  a 
count  out;  but  he  oertaiidy  was  not 
aware  that  any  such  case  had  ooonired. 
With  respect  to  last  week  he  might  say 
the  case  of  private  Members,  as  com- 
pared with  tbe  Goremment,  was  not  a 
hard  one — private  Members  having  oc- 
cupied fully  three-fourths,  and  the  Go- 
vemment  only  one-fourth  of  the  time. 
With  regard  to  Morning  Sittings,  he 
thought  ue  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  London  (Mr.  Crawford) 
well  deserving  consideration ;  but  he 
would  not  now  presume  to  give  an 
opinion  u^n  it.  The  difficulty  really 
lay  in  this — that  with  the  growing  de- 
mands of  the  business  of  the  Empire  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  attempted  to 
do,  and  did  more  than  any  I^islative 
assembly  that  ever  sat  since  the  days  of 
Adam,  wanted  mmre  hours  in  the  da^, 
more  days  in  the  week,  more  weeks  m 
the  monui,  and  more  months  in  the  year, 
and  until  some  such  device  could  be 
adopted  perfect  satisfaction  would  not 
be  given.  According  to  the  theory  of 
the  House  there  were  five  days  for  busi- 
ness, of  which  three  were  appropriated 
to  independent  Members  and  only  two 
to  the  Government.  Now,  was  ttiat  a 
fair  diviuon  of  the  time  of  the  House  re- 
latively to  the  respective  responsibih- 
ties  of  the  Government  and  indepen- 
dent Members  ?  The  Government  were 
charged  necessarily  with  the  Yotes  in 
Supuy,  and  he  thought  he  put  it  mode- 
rately when  he  said  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  legislatioD  of  the  House,  looking  to 
numbers  and  importance,  passed  through 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  H  that 
was  so,  there  must  be  a  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  actual  results  and  the  time — 
only  two  days  a  week  being  allowed  to 
the  Government  and  three  d^  to  private 
Members.   All  who  had  held  Office  must 
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admit  that  the  Two  o'dook  Sittings  had 
eminently  contributed  to  the  progreaa  of 
pnbljo  buainesa.  He  nras  far  &om  -wiah- 
ing  that  priTate  Members  should  suffer 
unduly  in  consequence  of  that  airange- 
ment.  There  was  a  Uoming  Sitting  on 
Tuesdaj;  and  it  was  raie^  that  the 
House  broke  up  before  two  on  the  nights 
when  they  met  at  nine  o'clock.  Probably 
the  Speaker  and  the  Glerh  at  the  table 
who  assiBtod  hiro  were  the  chief  sufferers 
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brought  forward  by  private  Members 
had  imdergone  any  very  great  reduction. 
"When  the  time  absorbed  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  ^ken  of,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  portion  of  the  buai- 
nese  of  the  country  which  the  Gfovern- 
ment  was  e3^>ected  and  required  to 
transact  was  inoreasing  from  year  to 
year.  Again,  in  the  case  of  important 
measures  brought  forward  by  private 
Members,  like  tke  University  Tests  Bill, 
fbr  example,  the  Government  were  called 
npoD  to  facilitate  their  disonsaion ;  and 
in  the  case  of  others  the  Gk>vemmenthad 
often  to  take  them  into  its  own  hands 
when  they  had  reached  a  certain  state  of 
ripeness.  He  did  not  disguise  that  to 
some  extent,  though  he  thought  to  a  very 
limited  extent,  the  time  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members  was  abridged ;  but 
then  the  only  alternative  open  to  them 
was  a  somewhat  longer  Sesflion  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  hon.  Gentlemen  were  willing 
that  another  fortnight  should  be  adde<C 
on  the  average,  to  each  Session,  then,  no 
doubt,  the  Two  o'clock  Sittings  might  be 
given  np ;  and  it  would  not  be  for  the 
Government  to  resist  such  an  arrange- 
ment. If,  as  he  behoved,  they  hod  no 
choice  but  between  comparative  incon- 
veniences, he  did  hope  mat  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  bo  diroosed  to  abate  some- 
thing, not  only  of  their  personal  con- 
Tsnience,  but  even  of  their  personal 
convenience  when  it  stood  in  some  con- 
nection with  public  duty,  for  the  sake 
of  their  common  desire  to  do  what 
was  best  on  the  whole  to  expedite  the 
enormous  mass  of  business  which  the 
House  had  to  transact  every  Session, 
without  utterly  overtaxing  the  physicBl 
as  well  as  the  mental  strength  of  its 


Mb.  W.  H.  GEEGOEY  said,  he 
thought  that  the  practice  of  holding 
Morning  Sittings  at  two  o'clock  and 
meeting  again  at  nine  might  be  confined 


to  Tuesdays.     Then  private  Members 

would  be  certain  of  having  the  Friday  for 
the  Qnestions  and  Motions  which  they 
desired  to  brin^  forward.  He  thought, 
also,  that  the  Qtjvemment  should  intro- 
duce the  Estimates  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session  than  is  now  done  ;  and  if 
before  Easter,  or  immediately  aiW  that 
date,  the  House  knew  that  fiiey  would 
have  to  meet  for  four  hours  or  so  in  the 
morning  to  discuss  the  Estimates,  he  be- 
lieved me  result  would  be  more  satis- 
&ctory  both  to  the  Government  and  to 
independent  Members.  He  hoped  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  would  con- 
sider that  suggestion  during  the  ap- 
proaching Becess. 

Sm  miNEY  SELWIN-IBBETSOlir 
said,  that  during  the  last  Session  of  the 
last  Farhament  a  measure  of  great  im- 
portance, and  one  that  was  supported  by 
largo  and  constant  majorities  in  that 
House  (the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  Bill),  happening  to  be  down  on 
the  Paper  for  aNine  o'clock  Sitting,  was 
counted  out  by  a  Member  of  the  present 
Government.  He  shoiild  look  with  some 
dread  on  the  adoption  of  Morning  Sit- 
tings even  earlier  in  the  Session  than 
they  had  commenced  this  year ;  the  sys- 
tem once  begun  would  never  be  given 
up.  While  admitting  that  mostmeasures 
of  real  importance  ought  to  originate 
with  the  Government,  he  yet  thought 
that  private  Members,  who  occasionally 
attempted  to  bring  forward  measures, 
ought  to  feel  some  certainty  that  they 
would  have  a  fair  chance  of  carrying 
them  through  successliilly.  He  was  in- 
clined to  support  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon  Member  tor  London  (Mr.  Crawford) 
in  reference  to  "  counting." 


EXCUEQUER  AND  ACDIT  ACT  OF  1B6B. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  hunt  said,  he  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  difficuties  which  had  at- 
tended the  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Act  of  1866. 
He  did  so  in  consequence  of  some  obser- 
vations reflecting  on  the  late  Government 
which  were  made  in  his  unavoidable  ab- 
sence by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Candlish).  That  hon.  Member 
charged  the  late  Government  with  gross 
negligence  in  the  matter — an  accusation 
wMch,  he  thought,  he  should  be  able  in 
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a  Tery  tew  moments  to  ehov  was  wholly 
unfounded.  Thai  Act  was  passed  in  1866, 
before  the  change  of  Government,  and 
the  GoTemment  of  Lord  Eussell  was  re- 
sponaible  for  it.  The  name  of  the  present 
^Tst  Minister  was  on  the  hack  of  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  principally  attended  to 
by  the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
rality.  The  Qovemment  who  then  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  had  under-estimated 
the  tmie  it  would  require  to  bring  the 
Act  into  working  order.  The  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — a  man  of 
great  steal  and  great  energy,  as  well  as 
of  rather  sanguine  disposition,  had  rather 
hastily  come  to  the  conclusion  that  that 
Act  could  be  brought  into  operation 
within  the  time  limited  by  it — ^namely, 
April,  1867.  "When  he  (Mr.  Hunt)  first 
oame  into  the  Treasury  he  had  hoped  to 
take  up  that  Act  and  carry  it  into  effect 
within  the  time  laid  down.  The  diffi- 
culties of  doing  so,  however,  were  so 
great  that  it  was  a  very  serious  question 
whether  a  Bill  should  not  be  brought  in 
to  postpone  the  operation  of  the  Act; 
but  that  proposal  had  been  rejected,  as 
it  was  thought  that  by  adopting  it  they 
would  be  removing  the  stimulus  to  exer- 
tion among  those  appointed  to  cany  the 
Act  into  effect.  Before  1868  sums  to  be 
expended  by  different  Departments  were 
voted  in  a  lump ;  and,  in  order  to  cany 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  It  was  ne- 
cessary that  those  sums  should  be  sepa- 
rated and  placed  under  the  head  of  the 
respective  Departments  to  which  they 
were  appropriated.  Finding  it  was  ut- 
terly impossible  that  the  necessary  in- 
Testigation  and  arrangements  could  be 
completed  within  the  stipulated  period 
unless  some  extraordinary  means  were 
adopted,  he  had  appointed  a  Commission 
for  Public  Accounts,  under  the  control 
of  Mr.  Vine  and  Mr.  Anderson,  who  was 
succeeded  by  Mr.  Foster.  The  investi- 
gation proved  very  laborious,  the  ac- 
counts of  Irish  and  Scotch  Departments 
having  to  be  examined,  and  it  was  only 
in  consequence  of  extraordinary  exer- 
tions that  he  was  enabled  to  get  the  Es- 
timates framed,  so  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  could  be  compUed  with  in  the 
year  186S-9.  When  the  Estimates  for 
that  year  were  brought  forward  they 
presented  a  very  difl'erent  appearance 
nom  those  of  previous  years,  a  large 
number  of  the  Votes  having  been  sepa- 
rated aud  re-classified  untler  sub-heads 
in  a  new  shape,  and  on  a  uniform  prin- 


mple.  This  was  a  necessary  step,  b»- 
cause  it  was  derirable  that  the  Estimates 
and  the  accounte  should  correspond. 
This,  which  entailed  labour  of  no  shght 
magnitude,  was  perfonned  under  his 
personal  superintendence,  although  such 
superintendence  did  not  come  within 
his  ordinaiy  duties  as  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  althouj^  he  had  not  the 
assistance  of  a  Third  Lord.  Therefore, 
the  tesk  imposed  upon  him  by  that  Act 
had  entailed  no  ordinary  addition  to  his 
duties.  He  had  further  to  superintend 
the  preparation  of  a  new  form  of  ac- 
counts, under  which  the  new  audit  eye- 
tem  was  to  be  carried  out.  It  had  re- 
quired considerable  time  to  effect  all 
Uiese  changes,  and  he  quite  admitted 
that  the  Act  had  not  yet  heen  ftdly  com- 
plied with;  but  he  believed  that  that  was 
owing  to  no  lack  of  exertion  or  of  zeal, 
but  to  the  labour  entailed  by  the  Act 
being  greater  than  those  who  had  ori- 
ginaJly  drawn  up  its  provisions  hod  con- 
ceived. He  thfmkedthe  House  for  hav- 
ing permitted  him  to  make  this  state- 
ment, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
{Mr.  Fawcett)  for givinghim  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  it.  Se  had  thought 
these  few  words  necessary  to  justify  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Qovemment  and  of 
himself  personally. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  eaid,  he  found  some 
difficulty  in  following  the  explanation 
which  had  been  given  by  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt),  which  would 
doubtless  be  more  satisfactory  to  the 
official  mind  than  it  was  to  his.  There 
was  an  interval  of  eight  or  nine  months 
between  the  passing  of  the  Act  and  the 
time  when  it  was  to  become  operative, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  that  interval, 
if  it  had  been  properly  used,  was  long 
enough  to  make  aU  tilie  necessary  ar- 
rangements. It  waa  far  from  his  inten- 
tion to  do  injustice  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  to  any  other  Member  of 
the  House ;  but  he  could  not  dismiss 
from  his  recollection  the  fact  that,  in  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  of  last  year,  out 
of  a  total  of  168  Yotes  only  twenty-two 
had  been  subjected  to  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1866.  He  should  be  glad  if  the 
effect  of  this  discussion  should  be  a  more 
strict  application  of  the  Act.  He  did 
not  cast  any  imputation  upon  the  Audit 
Office,  because  they  could  not  audit 
accounts  that  never  were  submitted  to 
them.  With  the  exception  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,   the   Office  of  Works,   the 
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Woods  and  Forests,  and  one  other,  uone  |  quite  prepared  to  enter  into  a  fHiU  dis- 
of  the  QoTemmeat  Oepartmenta  had  cusaon  of  the  su^ect  when  it  vras  pro- 
submitted  their  accounts  to  the  Audit  I  perly  before  the  House, 


Office — not  even  the  Treaaury — and  the 
Treaaury  aocouuts  were  still  unaudited. 
Although  the  work  of  the  Audit  Office 
■WAS  not  done,  the  coat  of  the  eatabliah- 
ment  to  the  public  had  not  failed  to 
increase.  'Either  the  Act  should  be 
abolished,  and  the  'whole  thing  voted  a 
sham,  or  the  office  and  its  work  should 
be  made  a  reality.  The  accounts  of  the 
Tarious  Departments  should  be  audited 
by  an  independent  Audit  Department, 
which  should  be  under  the  du«ct  con- 
trol of  Parliament,  and  not  connected 
in  any  way  with  the  Departments  whose 
accounts  it  had  to  audit. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  he  feared  tiiat  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr,  Gandlish)  was  labour- 
ing under  a  misapprehenfflon  as  to  the 
position  and  dutr^  of  the  Auditor  Ge- 
aeral.  Hie  hon.  Friend  said  that  the 
Auditor  General  was  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  and  could  not,  therefore,  be  in- 
dependent in  the  performance  of  hia 
du^,  but  must  be  the  servant  of  the 
Tr^ury.  True,  the  Auditor  General 
was  appointed  by  the  Crown;  but  so 
were  t£e  Judges,  and  no  one  would 
assert  that  they  were  not  independent. 
There  could  be  no  better  evidence  of 
the  independence  of  the  Auditor  General 
than  the  language  of  hia  Reports,  which 
were  made  for  the  purpose  of  being  laid 
before  the  House ;  and  in  which  he  can- 
vassed the  proceedings  of  the  Treasury 
and  crveiy  other  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  moat  independent  man- 
ner, and  with  the  consdousness  of  ro- 
BponsibUity  to  that  House  and  the  coun- 
try ;  and  it  was  to  those  Beports  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  indebted  for  the 
strictures  he  had  made  ob  the  audit  of 
public  accounts.  No  doubt  the  audit 
to  which  reference  had  been  made  toot 
much  more  time  than  had  been  antici- 
pated. The  matter  had  been  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  who  had  endea- 
voured, but  in  vain,  to  make  their  Be- 
port  in  time  for  the  present  disouasion. 
It  would,  however,  be  before  the  House 
in  a  few  days.  He  quite  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  that  it  was  for 
terest  of  the  public  that  the  proviaions 
of  the  Act  should  be  carried  out  to  its 
iiillest  extent ;  but  it  was  better,  while 
there  was  a  Committee  of  Accounts  in- 
vestigating the  matter,  to  wait  untU  the 
Beport  was  presented.     He  should  be 


Ma.  J.  WHITE  said,  that  there  was 
this  difference  between  the  Judges  and 
the  Auditor  General,  that  the  former  ap- 
pointed their  own  officers,  and  were 
subject  to  no  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  Executive,  while  the  Act  gave 
the  Treasury  the  power  of  appointing 
the  officers  and  clerks  of  the  Auditor 
General,  and  of  fixing  their  salaries. 
The  Treasuiy  were  also  to  prescribe 
the  fonuB  of  the  accounts  to  be  adopted, 
and  even  had  the  power  itt  dispensing 
with  vouchers  when  they  thougnt  pro- 
per. The  Accountant  General  could 
also  appeal  in  certain  cases  to  the  Trea- 
suiy  against  the  Auditor  General.  He 
had  always  been  of  opinion  that  the 
Auditor-General  would  never  be  inde- 
pendent until  he  was  appointed  by  the 
House,  and  made  his  Beporte  to  a 
Standing  Committee  of  hon.  Members. 
The  Auditor  General  was  even  depend- 
ent on  the  TreoBuiy  to  be  placed  on  the 
superannuation  list. 


REGINA  V.  OVEREND,  GURNET  A  Co. 

OBBEBVATIONS. 

Ma.  FAWCETT,  in  risiiu[  to  call 
attention  to  the  grave  evua  which 
may  result  to  the  public  &om  the 
possibility  which  had  been  shown  to 
exist  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
may  be  retained  as  Counsel  for  the 
Defendants  in  such  a  case  as  "Begina 
V.  Gumey  and  others,"  said,  there  were 
one  or  two  pointa  connected  with  the 
subject  which  he  regarded  as  of  the 
greatest  importance.  It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  controvert  the  decision  of  the 
other  night,  which,  he  believed,  was 
duo  mainly  to  the  speech  of  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Grown,  the  effect  of 
which  must  for  ever  dispel  the  impres- 
sion that  existed  out-of-doors,  that  the 
vot«a  of  Members  were  not  liable  to 
be  infiuenced  by  speeches  delivered  in 
the  House.  The  Attorney  General  ad- 
mitted on  Thursday  evening  that  in  some 
public  cases  the  Government  ought  to 
appear  as  a  prosecutor,  but  be  added 
tnat  those  cases  were  exceptional;  and 
he  went  on  to  observe  that  whether  the 
Government  should  appear  as  a  prose- 
cutor or  not  was  a  question  which  was 
in  the  main  to  be  decided  by  two  con- 


Stginav.  Ovtrmi,        {OOMMONBj 


f,&Co^ 


in  the  first  place,  pay  regard  to  the  im- 
portaace  oi  the  case,  and,  secondly,  to 
the  probability  or  the  improbability  of 
obtaining  a  conviction.  Now,  with  re- 
epect  to  the  importance  of  the  case,  that 
was  a  point  on  which  most  men  were 
competent  to  form  an  opinion;  but  as 
far  OS  the  probability  or  improbabiUty 
of  a  conviction  was  conoemea,  that  was 
a  question  which,  as  the  Attorney  Oene- 
ral  had  most  truly  said,  could  not  be 
determined  by  laymen,  but  Incompetent 
legal  authorities  such  as  the  Xaw  Cfficera 
of  the  Crown.  That  being  so,  what  was 
the  condusioD  to  be  drawn  trcan  the 
doctrines  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  laid  down ;  it  was  that 
beyond  all  dispute  the  advice  which  the 
Government  ou^t  to  be  able  to  derive 
from  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  they 
might  at  any  moment  be  deprived  of  by 
the  drcnmstance  that  those  Law  OfBcers 
had  been  retained  for  thedefence ;  indeed, 
that  veiy  thing  had  occurred  in  the  pre- 
sent instance.  The  Government  had  been 
deprived  of  the  able  assietance  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  and  it  would  seem  to 
be  owing  to  accident  that  they  had  not 
lost  the  services  of  the  Attorney  General 
as  well ;  so  that,  in  a  matter  vitally  affect- 
ing the  public  interests,  they  might  have 
been  left  without  the  advice  of  either  of 
their  two  Law  Officers.  That  was  a 
dai^er  which,  in  his  opinion,  something 
ought  to  be  done  to  obviate.  Nothing 
was  fiirther  from  his  intention  than  to 
censure  in  the  slightest  degree  the  con- 
duct in  the  matter  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Solicitor  General).  He  felt 
satisfied  that  he  had  done  nothing  more 
than  that  which  had  been  done  by  other 
Solicitors  General  before  him,  and  that 
he  had  acted  entirely  in  consonance  with 
the  practice  which  now  prevailed  at  the 
Bar.  He  aUuded  to  his  position  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  which  he  was 
speaking,  simply  because  it  afforded  a 
pertinent  illustration  of  our  present  sys- 
tem as  it  related  to  public  prosecutiona. 
As  a  layman,  it  would  be  presumptuous 
in  him  to  say  anything  as  to  the  wisdom 
and  policy  of  appointing  a  public  prose- 
cutor ;  but  it  must,  he  thought,  be  evi- 
dent that  the  danger  which  he  had  indi- 
cated, and  the  partial  danger  which  had 
been  incurred  in  the  present  instance, 
pointed  to  the  necessily  of  having  some- 
thing done  to  prevent  a  reouirenoe  of 
Jfr.  Taieeeti 


such  a  state  of  things  aa  that  by  which 
public  attention  was  now  engaged.  He 
was,  he  thought,  expressing  the  opinion, 
not  merely  of  that  House,  but  almost  ot 
the  whole  nation,  when  he  said  that  the 
public  were  most  deeply  anxious  that 
the  trial  to  which  his  observations  re- 
fened  should  be  fair  and  complete ;  and 
it  would  be  a  consummation  not  only 
uiwatisfaotory  to  the  country,  but  discre- 
ditable to  our  system  of  jurisprudeoce, 
that  the  trial  should  fall  through,  a  re- 
sult of  which  there  appeared  to  be  immi- 
nent danger.  The  impression,  he  might 
add,  seemed  to  prevail— and  that  im- 
pression had  been  fostered  by  some 
speeches  which  had  been  made  from  the 
'^aauiy  Bench — that  he  and  othera 
who  had  t&ken  an  interest  in  the  matter 
had  done  so  on  behalf  of  private  share- 
holders. Now,  that  was  an  imputation 
which  he  begged  altogether  to  repudiate. 
He  had  interested  himself  in  the  matter 
because  he  believed  it  to  be  of  the  ut- 
most importance  that  public  justice  should 
be  vindicated.  He  cared  nothing  about 
the  shareholders.  They  could  loot  after 
themselves ;  but  he  thought  it  of  the 
greatest  moment  that  persons  who  were 
accused  of  a  grave  offence,  and  in  whose 
case  a  reasonable  suspicion  of  guilt  ex- 
isted, should  not  be  allowed  to  escape 
merely  because  of  the  inability  or  other- 
wise of  a  private  individual  to  carry  on 
the  prosecutioQ.  InconduaioD,hebe^ed 
to  say  that  he  did  not  desire  to  move 
the  Besolution  on  the  subject  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  hie  name. 

The  SOLIcn'OE  GENERAL  said, 
it  was  with  some  reluctance  that  be  was 
about  to  break  the  silence  which  he  had 
hitherto  observed  on  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  because 
he  thought  it  was,  as  a  Mneral  rule, 
unwise  tdat  a  lawyer  shoiUd  discuss  in 
that  House  matters  in  which  he  hap* 
pened  to  he  profesaionBlly  engaged. 
Since  he  had  uie  honour  of  a  seat  in 
Parliament  he  had  never  done  so,  and 
he  should  not  have  risen  to  say  a  singla 
word  that  evening  but  for  the  persistent 
conduct  with  r^;ard  to  the  case  in  ques- 
taon,  which,  from  some  motive  or  an- 
other which  he  was  unable  to  divine,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
had  pursued.  TTia  hon.  Friend  moat 
excuse  him  for  tolling  him  in  plain,  but 
he  hoped  not  offensive,  language,  that  it 
would  be  just  as  well  that  he  should, 
before  he  interfered  in  mattOTs  of  tbe 
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kutd,  make  himself  Bcquainted  with.  I^e 
tmA»  of  the  case  and  tho  first  elementB 
of  the  subject  with  which  h«  was  deal- 
ing ;  because  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
hon.  (Gentleman,  for  vaut  of  that  know- 
ledge, had  wasted  the  time  of  the  House, 
and  imposed  on  some  of  its  Members  a 
good  deal  of  nnneoessary  trouble.  It 
vaa  one  of  the  first  rules  of  the  profea- 
eioii  to  which  he  had  the  honoor  to  be- 
long, which,  although  like  other  rules — 
like  those  of  the  House  of  Commons,  for 
instance — thej  might  not  be  at  first  sight 
intelligible  to  those  who  did  not  happen 
to  live  under  them,  yot  were  in  reality  the 
egression  of  common  sense  and  good 
feeling  and  honour,  and  were  necessaij 
to  rebate  those  tdngularlr  complicated 
and  deHcato  relations  which  existed  be- 
tween the  advocate  and  the  dient — it 
was  one  of  the  fizet  rules  of  that  prefee- 
non  that  a  man,  whether  guilty  or  inno- 
cent, whether  the  victim  of  cruel  and 
unjust  prejudice  or  not,  had  an  absolute 
and  inaefeaaible  right  to  retain  the  eer- 
vioee  of  the  advocate  whom  he  might 
tliink  qualified  to  represent  him,  and  to 
see  that,  whatever  his  merits  or  demerits, 
juEtioe  was  done  him  in  the  Lav  Courts 
of  the  oonntry.  It  was  because  the  Bar 
had  not  the  right  to  make  selections  and 
to  fonn  th«dr  own  opinions  on  cases  that 
ttie  profession  he  belonged  to  was  the 
ptofesflion  of  a  gentleman,  and  one 
which  a  man  of  honour  could  practise. 
If  the  Bar  were  to  identify  themselves 
with  their  clients  and  to  esercise  their 
own  sdection  and  judgment  is  respect 
to  thiS  caaoe  submitted  to  them,  tiiey 
would  be  open  to  the  base  and  hateM 
chaise  of  selling  their  convictions  and 
opinions,  which  no  person  with  a  know- 
ledge of  the  facts  could  venture  to  im- 
pute to  them  now.  He  confessed  that 
he  was  speaking  with  some  warmth ; 
but  he  trusted  that  the  House  would 
excuM  him,  booause  the  hon.  Glentleman 
had  foKotten,  or  waa  unaware  of  one  of 
the  plainest  and  simplest  rules  which 

r'ded  the  profession  he  belonged  to. 
reapeot  to  the  particular  case  now 
before  the  Honse,  if,  after  the  years 
titoy  had  acted  together,  the  haa.  Oen- 
deman  had  done  him  the  honour  to 
communicato  with  him,  or  if  he  had 
taken  the  pains  to  understand  the  plain- 
est dements  of  the  case,  he  would  hare 
found  that  nothing  had  been  done  in  this 
Statter  which  was  not  consistent  with 
oonunon  sense,  and  with  the  strictest 
niles  of  etiq^aetto  and  honour. 
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Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  widied  to 
be  allowed  to  say  one  word. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  right  to  interrupt  unless 
with  the  permission  of  the  Solicitor 
General.  ^^ 

The  80UCIT0B  GENERAL  said, 
that  in  September,  1866,  he  was  en- 
»d,  as  any  counsel  might  have  been, 
to  defend  Messrs.  Gurney,  two  years  and 
two  months  before  he  accepted  the 
office  of  Solicitor  General,  and  Sir  John 
Karslake  was  also  retained  some  ton 
days  later,  five  or  six  weeks  before  he- 
coming  Solicitor  General  in  the  late  Ad- 
ministration. They  were  both  engaged 
by  general  retoiners  to  defend  the 
Messrs.  Gum^  in  any  proceedings  in 
which  the  Messrs.  Gumey  might  be  en- 
gaged. A  general  retainer  simply  gave 
the  person  who  delivered  it  the  right  to 
the  refusal  of  the  servioes  of  the  barrister 
to  whom  it  was  delivered,  and  it  gave 
the  barrister  no  right  to  force  his  ser- 
vices on  the  person  retaining  him. 
Sometime  afterwards,  when  the  Messrs. 
GumOT  got  into  penl  and  the  matter 
came  before  a  legal  tribunal,  the  ordi- 
nary retainer  to  defend  them  was  de- 
livered to  him.  Everyone  who  delivered 
an  ordinanr  retainer  to  a  Queen's  Coun- 
sel knew  that  he  delivered  it  subject  to 
the  right  of  Ihe  Crown  to  require  ihe 
Queen  B  Counsel  to  appear  for  the  Crown 
in  the  particular  matter.  "When,  there- 
fore, the  ordinary  retainer  was  delivered 
to  him  he  took  the  proper  precaution 
that  the  Government  should  be  consulted, 
and  he  held  the  license  of  the  Queen, 
under  the  sign  manual,  to  defend  the 
Messrs.  Gumey  in  the  present  case.  Tho 
right  of  refusal  had  many  times  been 
exercised.  On  one  occasion  his  learned 
Mend,  Mr.  Oiffard,  was  retained  to  de- 
fend a  man  who,  in  a  case  before  Lord 
Penzance,  was  clearly  proved  to  have 
been  guilty  of  fowing  a  will ;  but  tho 
Crown  thought  Mi.  Giffiard's  services 
were  of  great  importance,  and  refused 
them  to  that  man,  t^tlling  him  that  there 
were  plenty  of  other  Queen's  Counsel 
whom  he  could  employ  to  defend  him  at 
the  Old  Bailey.  Very  recently  the  At- 
torney General  and  himself  uiought  it 
their  dut^  to  withhold  fi-om  a  gentleman 
who  wished  for  the  servicee  of  the  hon. 
and  teamed  Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir 
Boundell  Palmer),  permission  to  have 
them,  and  for  the  plam  reason  that  it  was 
a  matter  in  which  the  Crown  was  con- 
cerned, and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
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would  attend  bia  lectures.  In  the  mean- 
time, he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
elements  of  the  subject  he  ventured  to 
discuss.  He  did  not  know  whether  he 
intended  to  cast  a  censure  on  the  ge- 
neral conduct  of  the  profession.  If  ne 
did  it  was  because  he  did  not  onder- 
stand  it.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
hon.  Oentleman  brought  forward  this 
matter  in  order  to  concentrate  public 
attention  on  a  trial  which  was  almost 
imminent,  and  which  involved  the  ibr- 
tunee  and  characters  of  many  individuals, 
he  was  acting  most  unjustlj'  and  most 
cruelly.  Outside  the  House  he  (the 
Solicitor  Oenera^  was  the  paid  advocate 
of  the  Messrs.  Oumey,  and,  therefore, 
inside  the  House  he  would  not  say  one 
single  word  which  might  convey  his 
opinion  about  the  case ;  but  this  he 
would  eay,  that  whatever  their  merits 
might  be — whether  gtulty  or  innocent  of 
the  matter  now  specifically  laid  to  their 
charge — it  would  be  well  for  the  hon. 
Genueman  —  it  would  be  well  for  him- 
self, it  would  be  well  for  most  of  us — ^if 
our  lives  could  show  instances  of  such 
noble  and  m^nanimous  disinterested- 
ness and  self-samfice  as  these  defendants 
had  displayed. 

Mk.  PAWCETT  begged  to  he  allowed 
to  explain.  He  had  been  most  carefid 
not  to  say  a  single  syllable  of  censure 
against  the  Bolidtor  General.  He  said 
he  had  simply  done  what  every  Solicitor 
General  had  done  before  him,  and  what 
he  was  bound  to  do  by  the  rules  of  his 
profession.  He  never  said  a  word  against 
the  legal  profession,  for  which  he  had 
been  himself  preparing,  and  for  which 
he  had  every  sympathy.  He  had  called 
attention  to  the  matter,  not  to  show  what 
opinion  was  with  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  any  person,  but  with  the 
simple  view  of  exposing  what  he  conn- 
dered  a  defect  in  our  system  of  juiispra- 


as  formerly  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown, 
had  cognizance  of  the  case.  So,  too,  in  the 
caseof  MisB  Shedden,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  the  Attorney  General  having  been 
formerly  her  counsel,  and  knowing  her 
affairs,  yet,  as  by  statute  he  was  neces- 
sarily a  party  against  her  in  her  appeal, 
had  abstained,  as  every  honourable  man 
in  his  position  would,  from  appearing  in 
the  case  at  all,  though  it  was  conducted 
in  his  name,  and  had  left  it  to  be  prac- 
tically conducted  bythehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  King's  Lynn.  These  were 
matters  which  everyone  perfectly  under- 
stood, and  he  could  not  comprehend 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mi-.  Fawcett)  would  have.  Did  he 
mean  to  say  that  a  barrister  onght  to 
refirain  from  giving  his  services  to  a  pri- 
vate individual,  because  he  might  at 
some  future  time,  by  some  personal  or 
political  accident,  happen  to  be  a  Law 
Ofacer  of  the  Crown  f  Or  did  the  hon. 
Member  suppose  that  the  barrister 
would,  on  being  appointed  a  Law  Officer, 
immediately  go  over  to  the  Government 
with  all  the  information  he  had  acquired 
in  the  sacred  character  of  counsel  to  a 
private  individual?  Or  did  Hie  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  those  barristers 
only  should  be  selected  as  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  whom  no  persons  would 
engage  in  any  important  case,  and  that 
the  confidence  of  the  Crown  was  to  be 
extended  only  to  those  whom  nobody 
else  would  extend  confidence  to  ?  This 
question  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  of 
a  public  prosecutor  ;  and  he  might  say 
that  whenever  a  public  prosecutor  should 
be  appointed,  it  would  not  be  the  Attor- 
ney General  or  the  Sohcitor  General 
who  would  fill  the  Office,  for  they  had 
too  much  to  do  already.  He  repeated 
that  he  did  not  know  what  motives  in- 
duced the  hon.  Member  to  persist  in  the 
course  he  had  pursued,  and  he  would 
not  stop  to  inquire  into  them.  There 
were  some  persons  who  found  a  vulgar 


pleasure  in  carping  at  a  great  profes^on 
to  which  they  did  not  belong,  and  which 
they  did  not  understand,  but  which  had 
in  its  day  done  great  things  for  the 
liberties  of  Engli^men,  and  which  con- 
tained within  itself  men  as  pure,  aa 
high-principled,  and  as  honourable,  as 
any  who  carped  at  and  detracted  from 
it.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  teach  bim  his  duty, 
but  he  would  say  that  he  did  not  desire 
to  be  taught  by  him,  and  when  he  did 
desire  it  he  would  let  h'lp  know  and 
TAt  Solieitor  CFtwraf 


dence. 

Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  offritd  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply  comidtred  in  Committee, 
{In  the  Committee.) 
0,000,  tow" 
Public  Offices  Site. 

Ma.  BOWEING  said,  he  entirely 
amoed  with  what  had  been  said  the 
oUier  evening  by  the  hon.  Member  iOx 
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Chippeaham  (Mr.  Goldney)  on  this  sub- 
ject. When  property  was  to  be  acquired 
bj  the  Govenuueut,  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  its  acquisition  fihould  be  made 
at  once,  not  piecemeal.  In  the  present 
instance  the  original  estimate  had  been 
£104,000;  and  the  revised  " 
reached  £147,000. 

iSIa.  ATRTON  explained  that  there 
waa  an  error  in  the  revised  estimate.  It 
should  be  £129,999. 

Mb.  GOLDNEir  said,  he  had  put  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  urge  tJiat  this 
Vote  should  not  be  proceeded  with  un- 
til the  Committee  haid  a  little  more  in- 
formation in  regard  to  it.  A  large 
question  vas  involved  irhich  had  been 
before  the  House  for  some  years.  About 
twelve  years  ago  it  was  proposed  to  re- 
build tbe  Foreign  Office  on  account  of 
ila  dilapidated  state.  A  long  discussion 
ensued,  and  a  great  many  plans  were 
brought  forward.  A  portion  of  the  land 
on  the  other  side  of  Parliament  Street 
was  purchased,  including  part  of  Fludyer 
Street  and  Gardiner's  Lane.  In  1857, 
a  scheme,  almost  identical  with  that  of 
last  year,  was  brought  forward.  That 
scheme,  of  which  the  expense  approacbed 
£11,000,000  or  £12,000,000,  for  pur- 
chasing the  whole  property  from  the 
Horse  Guards  to  Great  Gteorge  Street, 
and  covering  it  with  public  offices,  was 
wholly  rejected.  The  plan  was  so  ex- 
travagant —  it  reached  to  the  Thames 
and  comprised  a  flower  garden.  In  1665, 
the  late  First  Commissioner  brought 
forward  another  Bill  for  the  ezteneion 
of  the  purchase  of  land  from  Gardiner's 
Lane,  stating  that  there  was  no  intention 
of  running  into  tbe  great  scheme  of  eight 
years  before.  The  whole  expense  was 
then  limited  to  £30,000.  In  1866,  a 
short  Bill  was  brought  in  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  by  the  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  then  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  for  a  email  acquisition  of  land. 
He  asked  for  £20,000,  and  the  estimate 
for  the  completion  of  the  purchase  was 
£12,000.  Li  1866  there  was  another 
estimate  for  £64,000,  but  no  plan  was 
laid  on  the  table.  In  1867,  the  sum 
which  appeared  in  the  Estimates  was 
£104,000.  But  in  the  interim  a  new 
plan  had  been  discovered  by  accident, 
and  the  great  scheme  of  ten  or  twelve 
years  ago  was  to  be  promoted  again. 
Notices  were  riven  and  plans  deposited 
in  the  Private  Sill  Office  for  purchasing 
the  whole  property  right  down  to  Great 
Geo^ie  Street.    ^Hus  echeme,  as  he  had 
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stated,  would  involve  the  expenditure  of 
from  £11,000,000  to  £12,000,000.  Per- 
sons holding  very  high  positions  in  the 
existing  Government  oad  gone  fuUy  into 
the  question,  and  said  it  would  be  a 
most  unwise  thing  for  any  Committee  to 
sanction  such  a  scheme  without  a  fiill 
etatementof  what  the  expenditure  con- 
templated would  be,  and  until  plans 
were  laid  on  the  Table.  Unless  the 
House  looked  carefully  at  what  they 
were  about  to  do,  they  would  find  them- 
selves committed  by  that  Yote  and  by 
the  measure  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  an  expenditure  equal  to  what 
had  been  incurred  for  the  Abyssinian 
War.  They  ought  to  pause  before  agree- 
ing to  a  Tote  like  that,  in  the  tot^  ab- 
sence of  any  plans  or  eatimates.  Publio 
Business  did  not  require  palaces  for  its 
transactiou;  all  that  was  wanted  was 
good  pubhc  offices.  It  might  be  a  fine 
thing  to  remove  St.  Mai^;aret'a  Church 
because  it  obstructed  the  view,  but  the 
question  was  whether  the  outlay  was 
prudent  and  desirable.  They  had  the 
ground  requisite  for  bmlding  the  Co- 
lonial Office  and  the  Home  Office,  and 
be  denied  the  necessity  of  going  further 
with  that  scheme  before  those  two  new 
pubhc  offices  were  touched.  Parliament 
had  not  yet  assented  to  that  enormous 
expenditure,  and  now  was  the  time  for 
them  to  make  a  stand  on  the  matter. 
The  Foreign  Office  and  the  Indian  Office 
had  taken  ten  or  twelve  years  to  com- 
There  was  an  equal  time  be- 
them  to  complete  the  Home  and 
Colonial  Offices,  and  until  that  was  done 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
iroceed  with  that  Yote,  especially  as  the 
Jommittee  had  no  plans  and  estimates 
before  them,  and  were,  therefore,  en- 
tirely in  the  dart. 

Ub.  liATAUD  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  mixed  up  two  things  that  were 
entirely  distinot.  The  present  Tote  was 
asked  to  purchase  the  site  for  completing 
the  quaiangle,  one-half  of  whidi  only 
had  been  erected,  that  half  containing 
the  Foreign  and  the  India  Offices.  The 
Actonthesnl^ect  was  passed,  in  1B6S, 
and  unless  the  property  was  purchased 
this  year,  the  notices  which  nad  been 
served  would  lapse.  Last  year  Parha- 
ment  voted  £10,000  for  die  foundatJons 
of  those  two  buildings.  Those  founda- 
tions were  now  laid,  and  the  next  Tote 
to  the  one  now  under  discussion  was  a 
farther  sum  to  ^-ect  those  buildings. 
Therefore,  the  Tote  now  asked  for  was 
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merely  to  complete  the  purchase  of  the 
site  required  for  thoee  buildings  which 
had  been  authorized  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Beyond  that  there  was  a  Bcheme 
for  purchasing  additional  laud,  wiUi  re- 
spect to  which  he  had  introduced  a  Bill 
tnat  had  been  read  the  second  time,  and 
which  would  to-morrow  be  considered 
in  Conunittee  ^stairs.  When  that  Bill 
came  from  the  Select  Committee  it  would 
be  brought  before  the  Honse,  and  the 
House  would  then  have  a  full  opportu- 
nity of  diseuaaing  it  on  ita  merits,  and 
he  would  be  prepared  to  state  what  land 
the  Ch)Temment  proposed  to  take.  He 
wholly  denied,  however,  that  either  he 
or  the  noble  Lord  who  preceded  Viim  in 
his  ofiBce  (Lord  John  Manners)  ever 
contemplated  an  expenditure  like  that 
incurred  in  the  Abyssinian  War.  He 
thought,  indeed,  that  the  eraenditure 
upon  the  new  Foreign  Office  had  been 
of  a  lavish  and  scandalous  character; 
but  the  estimates  for  the  new  Home 
and  Colonial  OfB^es  had  been  subjected 
to  the  strictest  examination,  and  he 
trusted  that  in  regard  to  the  erection  of 
those  two  buildings  there  would  be  no 
such  juat  ground  of  complaint. 

Mr.  QOLDNET  said,  he  must  ex- 
press himself  still  dissatisfied.  The 
House  ought  to  be  furnished  with  a 
plan  and  an  estimate. 

Ma.  SCLATEE  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
tiioQght  that  if  the  foundations  of  the 
Home  Office  and  Colonial  Office  had 
already  been  laid,  the  future  line  of 
King  Street  must  now  he  determined. 
He  should  wish  to  know  whether  it  was 
proposed  to  remove  the  whole  of  the 
block  of  buildings  between  King  Street 
and  Farhament  Street  ? 

Mr.  LATAED  said,  it  was  only  con- 
templated to  remove  a  portion  of  that 
block  at  present.  Fu'liament  had  al- 
ways contemplated  the  eventual  removal 
of  the  King  Street  block. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
wished  to  know  how  far  the  present  Oo- 
Temment  intended  to  adopt  the  scheme 
of  the  Treasury  Commission  appointed 
in  1866-7,  by  which  an  expenditure  of 
£3,300,000  was  contemplated.  By  that 
scheme  it  was  proposed  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  ever-increasing  demands  for  hired 
offices,  where  the  business  of  the  coun- 
try was  conducted  under  the  greatest 
inoonvraiieuceB.  The  Commission  was 
originally  appointed  in  1866  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  BuBsell,  and  it  con- 
tiuned  its  labours  under  that  of  Iioid 
Jfr.  Zoj/ard 


1204 

Derby.  Hi  1668,  It  made  its  Beport  to 
Treasury,  and  in  accordance  with 
recommendations  in  that  Beport 
»  was  ^ven  of  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  purchase  the  block  be- 
tween King  Street  and  Pariiament 
Street,  and  the  announcement  of  that 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
had  been  received  with  satis&ddon  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  The  matter 
then  left  in  an  advanced  stage  in 
the  hands  of  their  successors  in  Office, 
but  up  to  the  present  moment  be  had 
been  unable  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
intention  of  the  present  Government 
with  respect  to  the  purchase  of  the 
King  Street  block.  He  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  (S^ntleman  (Mr.  Layard) 
was  unable,  owing  to  the  lato  hour,  to 
enter  fiilly  into  tiiis  subject  when  he 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Public 
Offices  Bill.  However,  from  a  map 
which  he  had  been  shown  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  found  that  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  take  only  half  the 
property  wnich  it  had  been  the  intention 
of  the  late  Government  to  acquire ;  but 
whether  that  was  a  permanent  or  only 
a  temporary  arrangement  he  had  been 
unable  to  ascertain.  The  object  that 
the  Commission  had  in  view  was  the 
continuity  of  the  works,  and  to  avoid 
anything  like  a  hand-to-hand  and  hit- 
by-bit  purchase  of  land  for  the  erection 
of  public  buildings.  The  purpose  for 
which  this  particular  Tote  was  asked 
had  been  sanctioned  over  and  over 
again  by  Parliuaent  and  by  Oommittees 
of  that  House,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
now  be  Toted  without  a  dividon. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  what  it  was  the  Committee  wbto 
voting?  He  admitted  the  neoessily  fi>r 
the  proposed  new  building ;  but  was  it 
necessary  that  £48,000  ^onld  be  ex- 
pended in  clearing  the  space  in  front  ot 
the  buildings  ? 

Mb.  Axdkbhait  LIJSK  said,  the  sum 
asked  for  the  purchase  of  this  property 
appeared  to  have  grown  from  £30,000 
to  £147,000. 

Mb.  LAYABD  sfud,  that  the  Commit- 
tee were  now  asked  to  vote  a  sum  to 
complete  the  buildings  that  had  been 
already  partly  erected.  In  order  to 
finish  these  buildings  it  was  neoeesair 
that  a  portion  of  the  King  Street  blotv 
should  be  purchased. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  sud,  that  Sir  Charles 
Wood  had  stetod  that  the  House  had 
formerly  rqeoted  the  scheme  of  Lord 
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Llanover  to  purclmse  all  tiie  buildingB 
between  Downing  Street  and  Great 
Georgie  Street,  ana  that  the  GoTemment 
were  merely  seeking  to  purchase  only 
tkd  amount  of  property  absolntoly  ne- 
cessary for  the  erection  of  the  build- 
ings. The  cost  of  the  site,  it  was 
added,  would  bo  only  £30,000,  and 
what  he  had  now  to  complsiii  of  was 
that  the  estimate  had  increased  from 
£30,000  to  £147,000.  Before  the  Com- 
mittee granted  money  in  that  reckless 
way,  they  ought,  he  otmtended,  to  h&ve 
soma  plaii  before  them  to  show  what  was 
aotuttUy  going  to  be  done. 

Me.  AYfiTON  said,  he  was  not  in  the 
8light«Bt  degree  surprised  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chip- 

Jeuhom  ^Mr.  Ooldn^)  ;  because,  when 
e  (Mr.  Ayrton)  sat  below  the  Qang- 
way,  no  one  had  commented  mors  &ea[j 
than  he  had  done  on  the  conduct  of 
successive  Goremments  in  obtaining 
Totes  of  money  from  that  Hoi^se.  He 
hoped,  howerer,  that  such  schedules  as 
that  which  he  had  caused  to  be  attached 
to  the  present  Yote  would  place  the 
House  in  possession  of  the  actual  state 
of  affairs,  and  that  thus  a  repetition  of 
what  he  had  frequently  witnessed  dur- 
ing the  progress  of  Oommittees  of  Sap- 
ply  would  be  avoided.  The  Oommittee 
OM,  no  doubt,  in  the  present  Instance, 
been  led  to  sanction  a  very  la^e  ex- 
penditure, without  being  conscious  on 
several  occasions  of  what  it  was  doing. 
Not  only,  he  might  add,  had  an  Act 
been  passed  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
property  In  question,  but  Votes  of  money 
had  been  taken  in  prerious  Committees 
of  Supply  for  the  purpose.  The  gross 
BULount  of  Totea  and  re-Totes,  up  to 
Much,  1B68,  was  £167,000.  That  money 
had  not  been  expended,  because  the 
compensation  to  he  paid  to  the  owners 
of  different  plots  of  ground  had  not 
been  aaoertained ;  but  the  propeoiy  had 
been  accurately  described  oy  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  as  being  required  to  complete 
the  surroundings  of  the  new  buildings. 
It  might  be  very  fairly  said  that  there 
was  a  great  want  of  foresight  on  the 
part  of  the  Qovemment  of  tiie  day  in 
giving  an  undertaking  that  the  land 
required  for  the  completion  of  the  buUd- 
inga  would  only  cost  £30, 000;  but  what- 
ever might  have  been  tlie  blunders  of 
tlie  past,  we  had  come  to  the  point 
that  those  buildings  must  be  erected, 
and,  being  erected  at  a  proper  elevation 
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must  have  a  sufQcient  space  aronnd 
them  for  the  purposes  of  hght  and  air. 
He  would  omy  say,  further,  that,  in 
agreeing  to  the  present  Tote,  the  Com- 
mittee would  in  no  degree  be  pledging 
itself  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
for  the  further  extension  of  the  desini. 

Mk.  SCLATEB  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
would  leave  the  right  hon,  Gentlemoa 
the  Member  for  Hampshire  (Mr.  "W.F. 
Cowper)  to  settle  with  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  who  had  just  spoken  as  to  the  ^ross 
blunder  which  he  seemed  to  think  had 
been  committed  in  fixing  upon  the  esti- 
mate of  £30,000.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  however,  he  thought,  wrong  in  say- 
ing that  the  House  woidd  not  be  com- 
mitted to  the  plan  of  the  late  Qorem- 
ment.  In  passing  the  present  Tote  the 
Committee  would  ne  pledging  itself  to 
the  project  of  carrying  on  Kmg  Street 
in  a  new  line,  for  the  foundations  of  the 
new  Home  Office  were  to  be  laid  in  the 
middle  of  that  street. 

Ma.  W.  F.  COWPEE  said,  bethought 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  could  scarcely  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
the  facts  of  iJie  case  when  he  referred 
to  the  estimate  of  £30,000  as  being  at- 
tributable to  a  gross  blunder.  It  was 
capable  of  a  very  diEFerent  explanation. 
The  £129,000  raibraced  two  different 
Totes  for  land  in  four  streets,  the  first 
being  only  for  a  sum  of  £30,000  for  land 
in  Cmarl^  Street  and  Gtardiner's  Lane. 
An  estimate  for  building,  based  on  a 
proper  contract,  ought  never  to  be  ex- 
ceeded, but  the  cost  of  the  purchase  of 
land  depended  on  the  verdict  of  juries. 
It  might  have  been  convenient  if  all  the 
money  had  been  voted  in  one  year,  but 
the  amount  to  be  so  appropriated  in  each 
year  was  limited.  It  was  clear  &om  ex- 
perience that  to  buy  land  rapidly  was  te 
buy  it  expensively.  Time  was  required 
for  negotiation.  "When  the  Downing 
Street  site  was  bought  it  was  at  first 
contemplated  that  King  Street  should 
remain,  but  this  arrangement  would 
have  spoilt  the  plan,  and  given  an  in- 
adequate firontage  to  Parliament  Street ; 
and  the  right  tioing  to  do  was  to  bring 
the  front  of  the  new  Foreign  Office 
into  continuation  with  the  line  of 
the  new  Treasury  building.  Trafelgar 
Square  and  Parliament  Street  ought  to 
be  united  by  a  broad  and  wide  street 
worthy  of  the  capital  of  this  great  Em- 
pire. He  understood  that  the  freeholds 
of  the  hooses  required  in  Xing  Street 
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trere  bought,  and  that  the  leaseholds 
only  temam. 

Me.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  know 
if  the  whole  of  the  foundations  had  been 
laid.  If  so,  it  appeared  that  the  Vote 
was  not  required  for  the  site  of  the  Go- 
vernment Offices,  but  to  clear  the  lands 
around  them.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  waspropoeed  to  be  done  with  the 
present  Home  Office  and  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  LAYAKD  said,  that  part  of  this 
sum — namely,  £13,000,  was  a  re-vote 
of  a  sum  granted  last  Session,  but  which 
had  not  been  expended.  The  sum  was 
for  the  block  of  buildings  in  Parliament 
Street,  between  Whitenall,  King  Street, , 
and  Charles  Street,  and  the  demolition 
of  which  had  already  been  authorized  > 
by  Parliament.  The  amount  really  re- 
quired for  the  purchase  of  the  remainder 
of  the  site  was  not  £48,000,  but  only' 
£35,000.  The  money  was  wanted  tobuy 
a  few  houses  in  Charles  Street,  and  the 
block  ended  by  Upper  Charles  Street, 
so  that  the  view  of  the  new  Of&cee 
might  not  be  shut  out. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  objected 
to  this  bit-by-bit  purchase  of  land  for 
public  offices,  and  thought  that  the  Yote 
should  be  postponed  until  the  House 
could  see  the  Bill.  It  seemed  probable 
that  they  would  be  aaked  to  purchase 
the  houses  on  the  western  side  of  Par- 
liament Street,  in  order  that  it  might 
not  be  a  screen  to  the  nobler  and  hand- 
somer building  behind. 

Mb.  BENTLNCK  said,  this  was  a  re- 
enactment  of  a  comedy  that  had  been 
performed  there  on  many  former  occa- 
sions. Whenever  there  was  a  new  Mi- 
nistry there  was  a  new  policy  with  re- 
gard to  public  buildings.  He  wished 
to  know  to  what  extent  the  Government 
were  pledged.  During  the  last  Ministry 
an  architect  was  appointed  to  prepare 
a  design  for  a  pubhc  building,  and  a 
great  scheme  was  shadowed  out.  But 
uiat  scheme  fell  to  the  ground,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  further  money  should 
be  granted  till  a  distinct  policy  was  ar- 
rived at  with  regard  to  the  public  build- 
ings. Dover  House  had  lately  been  ac- 
quired by  the  Government,  and  it  was 
desirable  it  should  be  known  whether 
it  was  intended  to  incorporate  Dover 
House  wiUi  the  Treasury  buildings. 

Ha.  MILLER  said,  he  wished  to  know 
what  would  be  the  ctrat  of  the  alteration 
ofEing  Street?  He  believed  that  it  would 
Mr.  W.  F.  Cowper 
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amount  to  a  large  sum,  as  the  whole  of 
the  buildings  between  King  Street  and 
Parliament  Street  were,  as  he  under- 
stood, to  be  swept  away.  It  occurred 
to  him  that  keeping  the  new  buildings 
a  little  fiirther  back,  so  as  not  to  intmoe 
upon  King  Street  at  all,  would  have 
saved  a  very  large  sum  of  money. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  said,  he  thought 
the  House  was  entitled  to  know  what 
the  expenditure  on  the  surroundinga 
would  amount  to. 

Mb.  LAYAIiD  said,  there  was  no 
question  before  the  Committee  as  to 
dte  purchase  of  Dover  House,  nor  of  any 
land  or  buildings  beyond  the  block  kT 
houses  in  King  Street  which  he  had  de- 
scribed. The  late  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  recommend  the  purchase  of  the 
whole  site  between  George  Street,  Dela- 
hay  Street,  and  the  Park.  There  was  a 
plan  of  the  late  Government  as  to  the 
space  between  George  Street  and  Delahay 
Street.  But  bypassing  this  Tote  the  Com- 
mittee would  pledge  itself  to  nothing  but 
the  completion  of  that  for  which  money 
had  already  been  voted.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  finish  the  Home  and  Colo- 
niEil  Offices  without  removing  the  block 
of  buildings  between  Parliament  Street 
and  Upper  Charles  Street.  He  was  not 
responsible  for  this  purchase ;  he  found 
the  scheme  in  progress,  and  the  fotmda- 
tions  of  the  biulduigB  already  laid. 

Mr.  GOLDNET  said,  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  no  one  understood  what 
they  were  voting  the  money  for,  nor  could 
they  do  so  unless  a  distinct  plan  vera 
laid  before  them. 

Mb.  M'LAItEN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether,  as  an  encroachment  had 
been  made  on  King  Street  by  bringing 
forward  the  new  buildings,  it  was  in- 
tended that  there  should  be  a  new  King 
Street,  and  what  would  be  the  cost  P 

Mb.  IATABD  said,  he  thought  he 
had  already  answered  that  question. 
The  remainder  of  KingStreet  would  re- 
main as  at  present.  The  late  Govern- 
ment had  appointed  a  Commission 
which  recommended  that  the  remainder 
of  King  Street  and  the  block  of  build- 
ings betwen  that  street  and  Parlia- 
ment Street  should  be  purchased,  and 
a  Bill  for  carrying  out  this  part  of  the 
scheme  was  now  before  a  Cknmnittee. 
The  estimates  for  that  purchase  were 
contained  in  the  Commissioners'  Beport. 
The  purchase  of  the  whole  property  be- 
twnon  P=ri;,.™<.nt  Street  and  the  Park 
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WM  estimated  at  £1,200,000,  bat  there 
VOB  no  intentioiL  on  the  part  of  the  pre- 
sent QoTernment  to  reconuaend  the 
House  to  Ko  to  that  e^ense. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
had  a  firm  conviction,  if  the  policy  of  the 
preeent  QoTemment  as  he  understood  it 
was  carried  out,  in  a  verj  few  years  the 
country  -would  have  to  pay  a  far  greater 
sum  than  if  the  propoa^  of  the  Commis- 
sion were  adopted.  Had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  been  proposing  a  new  Tote 
he,  no  doubt,  would  nave  oeen  prepared 
with  a  plan,  but  it  was  clearly  unnecea- 
saryto  produce  plane  for  a  scheme  al- 
ready sanctioned  by  Parliament. 

Ma.  W.  F.  OOWPER  said,  the  plan 
in  question  had  been  laid  before  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1865  and  1866. 

Tote  offrefd  to. 

(2.)  £22,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
New  Home  and  Colonial  Offices. 

(3.)  £20,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pubhc  Record  Repository. 

(4.)  £2,435,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
Chapter  House,  Westminster. 

Ma.  DILLWTN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  how  it  was  that  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Westminster,  who  formed  a 
Tery  wealthy  body,  were  not  left  to  re- 
pair and  decorate  their  own  Chapter 
House? 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  would  be  satisfied 
when  he  was  informed  that  for  600  years 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  had  hEul  nothing 
whatever  to  do  wi^  the  Chapter  House, 
and  Parliament  everything.  For  about 
SOO  years  the  Chapter  House  had  been 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  when  300 
years  ago  St.  Stephen's  Chapel  had  been 
converted  into  a  House  of  Commons  the 
Chapter  House  was  not  returned  to  the 
Dean  and  Chapter,  but  was  used  as  a 
Record  office.  The  result  was  that  one 
of  the  finest  buildings  in  the  country  had 
been  broi^ht  to  a  state  of  ruin.  A  few 
years  ago  the  nation  undertook  to  restore 
it,  and  year  after  year  Parliament  had 
cheerfully  voted  the  money,  and  now  the 
building  was  nearly  completed.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
the  reason  of  the  vote  being  decreased 
by  £2,000.  He  hoped  there  was  no 
attempt  at  cheese-paring  or  scamping 
the  work. 

Mb.  LATABD  said,  that  he  was  under 
the  impreealoa  that  the  decrease  arose 
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from  the  fact  that  the  painted  windows 
had  not  been  executed. 

Mb.  Aij>ebhah  LUSK  said,  he  doubt- 
ed whether  the  work  could  be  called  a 
"restoration,"  for  he  did  not  think  the 
building  had  ever  been  like  what  it  was 
now, 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  this  Vote  would  complete 
the  work  ? 

Ma.  lATARD  said,  he  expected  that 
it  would  do  so,  with  the  exception  of  the 

rted  windows,  which  was  a  matter 
future  consideration.  The  sum  of 
£25,000  had  been  granted  for  the  re- 
storation, and  the  present  Tote  exhausted 
that  sum. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  Tbit  a  Earn,  not  eioeeding  £6,364,  bs  ^ranCed 
to  Her  MajeaC]',  to  oomplete  the  Bum  ceoaautj  to 
defray  tlio  Chargo  which  will  como  in  oourw  of 
pafmeat  daring  tbe  Teat  ending;  on  the  3lit  daj 
of  March  1370,  for  Eipenaei  connected  with  the 
Probate  Court  and  Registriea." 

Mb.  monk  asked  on  what  grounds 
increased  accommodation  was '  required 
by  the  Registrar  Office  ? 

Mb.  LATAED  replied  that  he  had 
no  personal  knowledge  of  the  matter, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  question  had 
better  be  put  to  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Office  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
Report. 

Ma.  MONK  said,  as  no  reply  was 
vouchsafed  to  the  question  that  had 
been  put  he  should  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Tote  by  the  sum  of  £238,  the  ad- 
ditional sum  asked  for  cleaning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  anm,  not  exceeding £5.02 S,  he  granted 
to  Her  Majeit;,  to  complete  the  lum  ueceaaarjr  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coane  of 
pajment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3lat  da; 
of  March  1870,  for  Eipensee  connected  with  the 
Probate  Court  and  Regiatries."— (ifr.  Monk.) 

Mb.  W.  F.  COWPEE  said,  that  as 
the  Offices  of  the  Registrar  would  shortly 
have  to  be  moved  to  the  new  Courts  of 
Justice,  he  should  move  that  the  Tot« 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  asked  for  provid- 
ing additional  accommodation  for  that 
Office. 

Mb.  MONK  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraien. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  W.  F.  COWPEE  moved  that  the 
Tote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,500. 
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He  did  so,  lie  said,  becanae  he  tkou^t 
it  would  be  imwiae  to  grant  money  for 
the  erection  of  a  building  to  contain  cer- 
tain documents  before  it  iras  decided 
whether  that  building  would  be  deroted 
to  Buch  a  purpose  or  not. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thkt  ft  nim,  Qot  eicMdlpg  £3,161,  tx  granted 
to  Her  Majeitf,  to  complete  Ote  lam  Deaenar;  to 
defrar  the  Chugs  which  will  ccms  ia  ooune  of 
pBjmsnt  daring  tbe  joar  ending  on  the  Slat  da; 
of  Haroh  1870,  for  Eipenwi  oonaMted  with  the 
Probate  Coiu4  and  Regiatriu." — (Jfr.  WiUiam 
C«wper.) 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  shoidd  admit 
the  fbrce  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  as  applied  to  an  original  outlay 
under  circumstances  like  the  present; 
but.  that  which  the  Committee  were  now 
invited  to  do  was  simply  to  vote  £1,500 
for  the  purpose  of  completiiig  a  work  on 
which  £16,500  had  already  been  ex- 
pended.   

Mb.  G0LDKE7  pointed  oat  ttiat  the 
original  estimate  wa^  only  £11,000, 
whereas  £16,500  had  been  laid  out  on 
the  building.  The  questioa  was  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  the  wisest  oouise  to 
pursue  not  to  go  further  in  such  an  e 
pendituie  under  all  the  circumetances 
the  case?  ^^ 

Mb  LOCKE  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  as  the  building  was  nearly  com- 
|Jeted,  it  ought  to  De  finished.  If  it 
were  not  used  for  this  purpose  it  might 
be  for  some  other. 

Me.  SCIATEE- booth  said,  that 
the  £1,600  were  not  required  to  *com- 
plete  the  building,  but  to  moke  an  addi- 
tion to  that  already  completed — an  ad- 
ditioQ  which  might  never  De  required. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  the  Tote  was 
really  for  additions  to  the  principal 
E^pstry. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  the  money  already  expended 
would  hare  been  thrown  away  if  the 
farther  trifling  sum  of  £1,500  were  re- 
fused for  the  completion  of  the  build- 
ing and  the  rendering  it  thoroughly 
useftd. 

Mb.  Aldebuait  LTT8E  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  complete  the  build- 
ing. 

iSs..  LAYARD  said,  the  Estimate  was 
not  his.  He  found  it  prepared  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners), when  he  came  into  Office. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary some  plan  should  be  adopted  to  atop 
Mr.  W.  F.  Cmoftr 
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these  increased  expenditures  orer  estt- 

ates. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividfd :  —  Ayea  66  ; 
Noes  137:  Majority 71. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £19,048*  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland. 

(7.)  £46,000,  to  complete  tbe  sum  few 
National  Gallery  Enlargement. 

(8.)  £20,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
University  of  London  (Buildings). 

(9.)  £13,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Glasgow  University. 

(10.)  £7,000,  to  complete  the  Indus- 
trial Museum,  Edinburgh. 

Me.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  thought 
the  City  of  Edinburgh  should  provide 
for  its  own  museums.  In  the  absence  of 
any  statement  or  explanation  he  thought 
that  the  sum  should  not  be  granted^ 

TiieCHANCELLOBoftekEXCHE- 
QUKE  said,  that  the  late  Government 
made  an  agreement  with  the  Town 
Council  of  Emnhurgh  that  if  they  would 
widen  a  street  in  ike  neighbourhood  of 
the  museum  the  Government  would  pro- 
pose a  Tote  for  increasing  it  to  a  certain 
extent.  The  Town  Council  complied 
with  the  condition,  and  the  present 
Tote  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  good 
faith. 

Me.  CANDLI8H  said,  that  if  a  Go. 
vemment  entered  into  engagementa  of 
this  kind  they  took  away  the  option 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  which  had 
not  been  consulted  in  the  matter. 

TiiE  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  agreement  bound 
the  Government  to  submit  the  Tote  to 
the  House,  and  to  support  it.  If  one 
Ooremment  did  not  accept  the  bargains 
made  by  another,  within  certain  Imiits, 

Seople  and  public  bodies  would  refuse  to 
eat  with  any  Government. 
Mb.  MONK  said,  the  money  was  not 
for  the  Museum,  but  for  widening  a 

Me.  W.  H.  GREGOET  said,  he 
thought  that  when  so  much  public  mo- 
ney was  spent  upon  London,  they  ought 
not  to  be  too  chary  in  respect  to  giving 
money  to  be  expended  in  the  capitals  of 
Edinburgh  and  Dublin. 

Ma.  MILLEE  said,  that  the  money 
asked  for  was  not  for  widening  the 
Btreet,  but  for  the  Industrial  Museum 
attached  to  the  College.     The  lovB 
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Ooimcil  o^jeed  vitii  tlie  late  Gorem- 
ment  to  spend  some  £50,000  in  widen- 
ing ibe  street. 

LosD  JOHN  MAITNEBS  said,  that 
when  the  late  Oovommeat  came  into 
Offloe  the  negotiationfi  on  this  aubject 
were  going  on,  and  it  was  found  impos- 
sible to  enlarge  the  Museum,  unless  the 
miserable  street  in  questiou  was  altered. 

CoLoirax,  SYKES  said,  that  the  Tote 
was  for  the  extension  of  the  Industrial 
Hiiseum,  and  as  they  had  been  liberal 
in  granting  money  fi^  the  British  Mu- 
seum and  for  the  Konsington  Museum, 
they  could  not  revise  some  aid  to  the 
capital  of  Scotland. 

Vote  agvMd  to. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  pro- 

"  Thst  ft  inm.  Dot  aio«ediDg  £JSifi3t,  be  granted 
to  Her  H^jeatj,  to  complete  the  lam  neoeiurjr  to 
defray  tbe  Charge  wtiieb  iriU  oome  In  oourae  of 
pkymeot  dariog  the  jear  endiag  on  the  Slit  day 
of  Mamh  ISTO,  6>t  erectiog  a  ne<r  Boildiug  oa 
tbe  lite  of  the  wiogi  of  Barlington  Baaw  and 
for  New  BoEldiogi  for  the  oaanpition  of  Tarious 
Leamsd  Bodiei.'^ 

Mb.  OOIiDKEY  asked  what  amount 
^ley  were  going  to  spend  upon  these 
bnildinga.  It  was  originally  agreed  to 
give  accommodation  to  three  learned  so- 
cieties at  Burlington  House,  and  the 
accommodation  ought  either  to  be  ex- 
tended to  other  learned  socletieB  or  the 
amount  should  be  reduced.  He  moved 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £18,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  inin,  not  exMedJng  £3fl,B34,  be  graotad 
to  Her  Hajeat]',  to  eomplele  the  nun  neoeuarr  to 
defray  tbe  Charge  «bioh  will  come  in  oonna  of 
pajmeDt  during  the  jear  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  Haroh  ISTO,  for  erecting  a  new  Building  on 
the  aite  of  the  iringa  of  Burlington  Ilouae  and 
for  Nev  Bnildinga  ibr  the  occupation  of  Tarioue 
LMmed  Bodiea.'M^-  Ooldaei/.) 

Mr.  IATASD  said,  acoommodation 
had  been  provided  in  Bsiliiigton  House 
for  dx  learned  societies.  Tbo  question 
had  already  been  discussed,  and  the 
House  had  decided  that  these  buildings 
should  be  erected,  and  they  were  now 
being  erected. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Original  Qnestion  ^ain  proposed. 

Hb.  GOLDNITY  proposed  to  reduce 
the  Tote  by  £6,194,  the  sum  that  had 
been  incurred  in  the  purchase  of  certain 
chambers  in  the  Albany,  the  light  of 
which  had  been  interfered  with  by  the 
new  boildiiigs. 
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Mb.  IAYAUD  said,  that  the  difaonlty 
was  one  that  could  not  well  have  beeoi 
foreseen  by  the  architect,  and  had  only 
arisen  after  the  commencement  of  the 
building.  The  claim  was  so  doubtful  that 
it  had  to  be  decided  bya  court  of  law, 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  though 
the  ohambers  had  been  purchased  they 
would  be  either  re-sold  or  re-let,  and 
the  ultimate  loss  would  be  a  very  Htnull 
one. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  That  ■  aum,  not  exceeding  £ia,eia,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majeatj,  to  complete  the  earn  neoeaaarr  to 
deftly  the  Charge  which  will  eome  in  coune  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  ISTO,  for  eraoting  a  new  Building  on 
the  eite  of  the  winga  of  Burlington  Houae  and 
for  New  Bnildinga  for  the  occupation  of  rarioua 
Iiearned  Bodiee." — {Ur.  OMrtey.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  79  ; 
Noes  118  :  Majority  39. 

Original  Question  pat,  and  agrui  to. 

House  nsumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Te-morrokO, 
at  Two  of  the  clock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Whdnt$- 
day. 


ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS.— COMMITTEE. 

Cotuidtred  in  Committee. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 

The  Mabudbss  of  HAKTINGTON 
said,  in  making  the  statement  he  should 
have  to  submit  to  the  Committee,  and  in 
moving  the  Resolutions  with  which  it 
would  be  his  dal^  to  conclude,  he  should 
avoid  as  much  as  possible  everything  of 
acontrovertedordisputednature.  Ibere 
would  be  ample  opportunity,  if  Mem- 
bers were  so  £spoBed,  to  renew  tiie  dis- 
cussion of  last  Session  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers still  thought  that  the  policy  which 
dictated  the  measure  of  last  year  was 
unwise — if  they  thought  that  the  ar- 
rangement then  entered  into  was  an  ex- 
travagant one — ^it  would  be  quite  com- 
petent for  them  to  move  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading ;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  incmnbent  onhimattbis 
stage  of  the  proceeding  to  enter  into 
any  argument  for  or  against  the  measure 
of  last  year.  He  therefore  proposed  to 
take  up  the  subject  where  it  was  left  by 
the  passing  of  ^e  Act  of  last  year,  and 
inftmn  the  House  as  briefly,  but  i^  the 
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Bame  time  as  clearly  as  he  could,  Trliat 
had  ooourrod  since,  and  what  yet  re- 
mained to  be  done  to  accompIiBh  the 
transfer  of  the  telegraphs  to  Goremment. 
The  effect  of  the  Act  of  last  year  was  to 
confirm  certain  agreements  which  had 
been  entered  into  between  the  Post- 
master General  and  thevarious  telegraph 
and  railway  companies  interested  in  the 
telegraph  busineas  throughout  the  coun- 
try. "IhoeB  agreements  gave  power  to 
the  Government  to  purchase  these  under- 
taHngs,  HuWect  to  the  necessity  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  to  Parliament  this  Ses- 
sion to  provide  the  necessary  funds. 
The  principal  provision  of  the  agree- 
ments thus  entered  into  was  that  a  sum 
amounting  to  twenty  years'  purchase  of 
the  net  profits  of  the  companies  up  to 
the  30th  of  June  of  last  year  should  be 
the  price  paid  to  the  proprietors  of  these 
undertakings.  There  were  in  several 
instances  other  minor  provisions  by 
which,  in  the  case  of  companies  that 
had  entered  upon  new  trades  or  that  had 
not  yet  commenced  those  trades,  some- 
thing should  be  allowed  for  prospective 
Srofits.  But  the  main  provision  of  all 
lose  agreements  was  that  of  twenty 
years'  purchase  of  the  profits.  An  en- 
gagement was  entered  into  with  the 
House  and  with  the  Select  Committee 
which  investigated  the  subject  last  year, 
that  every  possible  means  should  be 
taken  to  ascertain  that  those  net  profits 
which  were  to  form  the  basis  of  the  bar- 
gain should  actually  be  the  profits  they 
professed  to  bo,  and  that  the  plant  and 
other  property  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
Government  should  be  in  a  proper  state 
of  working  order  and  repair.  As 
as  possible,  steps  were  taken  to  fulfil 
that  engagement.  A  Committee  was 
appointed  to  investigate  the  accounts  of 
the  various  companies ;  the  Beceiver 
and  Accountant  General  of  the  Post 
Office  was  the  head  of  that  Committee, 
and  he  was  assisted  by  gentlemen 
selected  from  the  Office  not  only  for 
their  general  ability,  but  specially  for 
their  knowledge  of  accounts.  It  was 
impossible  that  one  Committee  of  the 
same  persons  should  investigate  all  the 
accounts;  but  most  elaborate  instruo- 
tious  were  drawn  up  for  their  guid- 
ance. Care  was  taken  that  they  should 
proceed  on  a  uniform  principle,  and  that 
the  knowledge  they  acquired  by  the  ex- 
amination of  the  accounts  of  on 
pany  should  be  available  in  the  e 
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ation  of  the  accounts  of  another.  The 
most  experienced  engineers  whose  ser- 
vices could  be  obtained  were  employed 
to  examine  the  state  of  the  various  wires, 
cables,  instruments,  and  plant  belonging 
to  the  various  companies  ;  and,  between 
the  Committee  which  examined  the  ac- 
counts and  the  engineers  who  examined 
the  plant,  he  believed  that  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity was  offered  and  taken  advant^e 
of  to  ascertain  that  sufficient  allowance 
had  been  made  in  the  accounts  of  the 
companies  for  depreciation,  and  that  the 
stock  which  was  about  to  be  taken  over 
was  in  fair  working  order.  He  would 
inform  the  Committee  what  were  the 
amounts  claimed  by  the  telegraph  com- 
panies under  the  Act,  and  what  were  the 
amounts  to  be  actually  paid  to  them. 
The  whole  amount  that  was  claimed  by 
the  companies  was  £7,036,037.  The 
amount  that  was  to  be  paid  to  the  com- 
panieswas  £5,715,047,  showing  an  abate- 
ment of  the  claims  made  by  the  com- 
pauiesof  £1,320,990.  He  should  be  pre- 
pared, if  the  Committee  wished  it,  to  state 
the  exact  sums  to  be  paid  to  each  com- 
pany ;  but  as  thev  would  be  stated  in  the 
Schedule  to  the  Bill  he  would  now  con- 
tent himself  with  reciting  the  total.  The 
examination  made  of  the  accounts  of  the 
companies  showed  that  the  trade  the 
Government  were  about  to  purchase  was 
a  very  steadily  and  rapidly  increasing 
trade.  The  trade  of  tte  various  com- 
panies was  of  course  growing  at  dif- 
ferent rates ;  but  the  examination  of 
the  whole  showed  that  it  was  a  steadily 
increasing  trade.  Great  fault,  he  be- 
lieved, had  been  found  with  the  num- 
ber of  years'  purchase  that  the  Bill  of 
last  y^ar  awarded  to  those  companies. 
He  was  not  eoing  to  enter  into  any  con- 
troverted subject;  but  he  might  state 
that  investigation  showed  that  the  trade 
of  two  of  the  principal  companies — the 
EQectric  and  Intemadonal  and  the  Mag- 
netic Companies — was  growing  in  the 
one  case  at  the  rate  of  13  per  cent,  and 
in  the  other  case  at  32  per  cent  per  an- 
num. Now,  if  the  trade  of  the  wnole  of 
the  companies  were  only  growing  at  the 
average  rate  of  10  per  cent  per  annum 
that  tiade  would,  by  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber in  this  year — the  earliest  date  at 
which  they  would  probably  be  able  to 
take  over  the  business — have  increased 
to  such  an  extent  that,  instead  of  its 
being  twenty  years'  purchase  on  the  re- 
ceipts of  1869,  it  would  be  seveateea 
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and  a-halffears'pnrcliase  of  the  receipts 
of  this  year  that  they  would  give.    It 

might  D0  intereBting  to  the  Committee 
to  know  what  praportion  of  that 
£S, 715, 000  was  due  to  the  purchase  of 
those  twenty  years'  profits,  and  what 
was  due  to  other  matters.  Now 
£5,220,109  was  due  to  the  purchase  of 
those  twenty  years'  profits,  while  the 
other  prorisions  only  amounted  in  all  to 
£494,938,  or  something  under  £500,000 
sterling.  As  soon  as  the  telegraph  com- 
panies had  been  settled  with,  they  pre- 
ceded to  deal  with  the  railway  companies 
interested  under  the  Bill.  The  agree- 
ments with  the  railway  companies  were 
not  yet  entirely  concluded,  but  two  of 
tho  most  important — the  London  and 
North- Western  and  the  Great  Western 
Companies — -had  been  akeady  settled 
with ;  and  the  amounts  which  were 
claimed  by  the  other  companies  and  the 
progress  made  in  the  adjustment  of  their 
accounts  proved  condusively  that  the 
claims  of  the  railway  companies  would 
to  a  very  great  extent  assume  the  form 
of  a  charge  for  rent  or  wayleave,  and 
that  £700,000  would  be  amply  sufficient 
to  purchase  the  whole  of  the  trade  of  the 
railways  which  were  doing  public  tele- 
graphmg  business.  Whue  those  two 
investigations  were  proceeding,  they 
also  took  measures  to  ascertain  what 
amount  it  would  be  necessary  to  spend 
on  the  extensions  and  re-arrangements 
of  the  telegraph  lines  so  as  to  afibrd  the 
country  the  whole  extent  of  that  accom- 
modation which  was  promised  last  year. 
For  that  purpose  the  lines  as  they  would 
be  re-arranged  were  laid  down  on  the 
map ;  the  number  of  new  instruments 
that  would  be  required  were  computed ; 
the  cost  of  the  re -arrangements  was 
computed ;  the  length  of  line  for  the  ex- 
tensions which  would  be  necessary  was 
calculated ;  the  post  offices  in  all  parts 
of  the  kingdom  were  surveyed ;  the  cost 
of  the  alterations  of  fittings  was  esti- 
mated ;  and  the  result  was  that  the 
whole  of  the  re-arrangements  could  cer- 
tainly be  effected  at  a  sum  under 
£300,000.  Ho  ought  also  to  state  that 
the  £300,000  woiUd  cover  the  expense 
of  obtaining  the  Act  of  last  year  and  the 
expense  of  the  preliminary  investigations, 
of  the  arbitrations  with  the  various  com- 
panies, and,  in  fact,  all  the  expense  of 
setting  the  scheme  in  operation.  They 
had  now  arrived  at  a  sum  for  the  tele- 
graph companies  of  £5,715,000 ;  of 
VOL.  OXCVn.    [thied  seeils.] 
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£700,000  for  the  railway,  companies ; 
and  of  £300,000  for  extensions  and  pre- 
liminaiy  expenses.  That  brought  the 
expenses  as  far  as  they  had  got  to 
£6,715,000.  There  would  be,  under  the 
monopoly  clauses  which  it  was  proposed 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill,  some  few  com- 
panies with  whom  it  would  be  iie<^ssary 
to  come  to  arrangements,  and  who  were 
not  dealt  with  under  the  Bill  of  last 
Session.  There  were  some  companies 
having  veiy  small  trades  indeed  which 
it  was  not  mought  necessary  to  purchase. 
There  were  some  companies  which  had 
got  Acts  and  were  in  possession  of  cer- 
tain patents,  but  which  had  never  been 
in  possession  of  some  trade  at  all,  but 
which  would  undoubtedly  put  in  some 
claim  under  the  monopoly  clauses.  They 
knew  in  some  cases  what  those  claims 
would  be.  Some  of  the  claims  tliat 
would  be  made  were  excessive,  but  still 
none  of  them  were  of  any  considerable 
amount ;  and  power  would  be  given  by 
the  Bill  to  deal  with  them  by  means  of 
arbitration,  which  he  thought  would 
give  them  oil  to  which  they  were  en- 
titled. It  might  confidently  be  stated, 
then,  that  the  addition  wliich  those  deal- 
ings would  produce  to  the  sum  that  he 
had  mentioned  would  be  veiy  slight, 
and  that  the  total  expenditure  to  be  in- 
curred before  the  transfer  of  the  tele- 
graphs to  the  Oovemment  occurred 
would  be  covered  by  the  siun  of 
£6,750,000.  The  Committee  would  de- 
sire to  know  what  was  the  net  revenue 
which  the  Government  anticipated  the 
countiy  would  obtain  in  return  for  that 
expenditure.  He  would  first  take  the 
gross  revenue  and  the  gross  expenditure 
which  they  anticipated;  and  he  would 
offer  some  expluiation  of  how  those 
gross  sums  were  arrived  at.  They  ex- 
pected to  get  a  gross  revenue  of 
£673,838 ;  tbo  estimate  of  the  expen- 
diture was  £359,464,  leaving  a  net 
profit  of  £314,354.  The  interest  upon 
the  £6,750,000  which  he  had  stated  aa 
the  purchase  money  would,  at  4  per 
cent,  be  £270,000,  or,  at  sj  per  cent, 
£236,250,  leaving  in  the  one  case  a 
surplus  of  £44,000  a  year,  and  of 
£78,000  in  the  other.  The  Eesolutions 
which  he  intended  to  move,  and  the  Bill 
which  would  be  founded  on  them,  would 
give  power  to  the  Government  to  raise 
the  necessary  funds  in  any  one  or  all  of 
four  different  modes — either  by  Exche- 
quer bills,  or  Exchequer  bonda,  or  by 
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the  creation  of  Consolidated  Stock,  or 
by  the  creation  of  Terminable  Annuities. 
It  would  not  be  necessary,  seeine  that 
the  money  would  not  be  inunediately 
required,  that  he  should  enter  fiuther 
into  any  explanation  as  to  the  particu- 
lar one  or  the  several  modes  wliich 
would  be  adopted.  No  doubt,  if  for- 
tiker  information  on  that  subject  was  de- 
sired, it  would  be  ftimished  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  his  right  hen.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer;  but  he 
believed  they  might  confidently  expect 
that  the  money  would  by  one  or  all  of 
those  methods  be  raised  at  a  rate  of  in- 
terest not  exceeding;  the  lower  figure  he 
had  named — namely  3^  per  cent,  and 
that  the  estimated  surpluB  to  which  they 
might  look  forward,  after  paying  all  ex- 
penses and  interest  on  capitaJ,  would  be 
£78,000.  He  now  proposed  to  state  to 
the  Committee  how  their  estimate  of  re- 
venue and  expenditure  had  been  ar- 
rived at.  The  first  and  principal  item 
of  their  revenue  was  that  for  inland 
messages,  which  they  estimated  at 
£514,000  a  year.  That  estimate  was 
arrived  at  in  this  way.  The  number  of 
inland  meseagee  for  die  year  ending  last 
December  was,  within  a  very  few, 
6,000,000.  The  ordinary  increase  that 
had  been  ascertained  to  exist  in  every 
one  of  these  companies  up  to  June  30, 
which  was  the  date  to  which  these  calcu- 
lations were  made,  would  bring  the  mes- 
sages up  to  6,260,000.  Now,  there  were 
two  reasons  whythere  would  be  a  very 
large  increase  upon  these  inland  mes- 
sages. The  first  was  the  additional  fa- 
cilities that  thty  were  going  to  give  to 
the  public  for  the  use  of  the  telegraph, 
the  second  was  the  reduction  in  the 
price.  As  to  the  additional  facilities 
which  were  to  be  given  to  the  public  in 
the  use  of  the  telegraph  they  might  be 
olassed  under  three  heads.  There  would 
be,  in  the  first  place,  the  creation  of 
offices  of  deposit,  and  every  letter  box 
and  every  pillar  box  would  be  au  ofiice 
of  deposit  where  messages  would  be  re- 
ceived to  be  eent  to  the  telegraph  office, 
to  be  forwarded  to  their  destination. 
The  next  facilily  would  be  to  bring  the 
wires  into  the  money-order  office  in  every 
town  and  district,  thereby  bringing  the 
telegraph  into  the  centre  of  a  popula- 
tion instead  of  its  remaining,  as  it  tte- 
quently  did  at  present,  in  the  outskirts. 
The  tlurd  facility  was  the  extension  in 
many  places  of  the  number  of  hours  dur- 
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ing  which  the  telegraph  would  be  ac- 
cessible to  the  pubhc.  With  r^ard  to 
some  of  these  matters  they  had  not  had 
any  means  of  ascertaining  the  increase. 
With  regard,  however,  to  bringing  the 
telegraph  nearer  the  centre  of  popula- 
tion, they  had  been  able  to  form  a  tole- 
rably accural  estimate.  They  had  the 
experience,  not  only  of  foreign  countries, 
but  of  telegraph  companies  in  our  own 
country  to  guide  them,  and  they  were 
consequently  able  to  form  a  tolerably 
exact  estimate  of  what  would  be  the 
result  if  the  telegraph  companies  ex- 
tended their  wires  from  the  outskirts 
to  the  centres  of  population.  They  had 
reason  to  believe  that  there  would  be 
en  increase  of  15  per  cent  following 
from  those  facilities.  As  to  the  increase 
following  the  reduction  in  price,  tele- 
graph messages  were  now  divided  into 
several  classes.  Some  were  sent  at  Ad., 
others  at  !«.,  others  at  2«.,  at  3«.,  and 
at  4«.  Those  varying  prices  they  now 
proposed  to  assimilate  to  one  uniform 
tarisof  \i.  for  twenty  words.  In  one 
case — that  of  the  &d.  messages — there 
would  be  a  reduction  in  consequence  of 
the  increase  of  the  price  to  \».,  and  this 
reduction  they  had  estimated  at  50  per 
cent.  The  number  of  offices  would,  how- 
ever, be  so  multiplied,  and  the  item  of 
porterage  eo  far  reduced,  that  they 
did  not  anticipate  the  reduction  would 
really  be  so  great.  The  increase  of  15 
per  cent  &om  the  extension  of  facilities 
would  of  course  apply  to  every  kind  of 
message :  and  would  further  increase 
the  figures  he  was  quoting.  The  1«. 
messages  would  remain  as  they  were, 
subject  only  to  the  increase  of  IS  per 
cent,  the  1«.  6£.  would  be  increased  Dy 
50  per  cent,  the  2i.  by  100  per  cent,  the 
3«.  and  4«,  by  103  and  106  per  cent  re- 
spectively. These  were  not  arbitrary 
estimates.  They  had  been  ascertainsd 
to  be  the  increase  resulting  from  the 
reductions  in  tarifTs  in  this  and  other 
countries,  and  the  Government  believed 
it  to  be  an  under  statement  of  the  in- 
crease that  might  reasonably  he  expected 
to  follow  the  reductions  they  proposed 
to  make.  Taking  the  number  of  tele- 
grams at  6,250,000,  which  was  supposed 
to  be  the  annual  rate,  from  June  this 
year  the  estimated  number  of  messages 
m  the  first  year  would  be  8,815,443, 
As  a  considerable  number  of  these  tele- 
grams would  condst  of  more  than 
twenty  words,  each  telegram  had  been 
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ettunftted  as  prodadng  1«.  2d.,  and  at 
that  price  these  8,815,443  telegrama 
would  yield  a  revenue  of  £514,234.  He 
would  hare  to  detain  the  Committee  for 
a  muoh  shorter  time  on  the  remaiaing 
iteme  of  revenue,  first  in  connection 
with  which  was  £109,577  for  Continental 
and  Atlantic  meeaages.  That  was  no 
estimate,  for  it  was  Qie  actual  share  of 
the  reoeipta  from  the  Continental  and 
Atlantic  meesagee,  which  under  their 
agreement  the;  woidd  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive. It  was  the  share  of  the  receipts 
earned  last  year,  and  there  was  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  there  would  be  any 
diminution  In  the  next  twelve  monUis. 
Then  from  private  wires  and  instruments 
they  were  to  receive  £25,027,  and  on  the 
transmission  of  news  £25,000,  and  in 
both  cases  the  sums  mentioned  were  less 
than  the  receipts  which  had  been  earned 
by  the  t^egraph  companies  whose 
business  they  had  taken.  These  items 
would  give  a  total  of  £673,838.  The 
first  it«m  of  expenditure  was  £89,371 
for  the  maintenance  of  land  lines.  In 
that  item  there  was  but  little  uncer- 
tainty. In  one  or  two  cases  contracts 
had  already  been  entered  into  with  compa- 
nies to  maintain  the  lines  at  a  oertain 
sum  per  annum,  and  there  was  but  little 
doubt  that  other  companies  would  wil- 
lingly accept  the  same  terms.  For  the 
maintenance  of  wires  on  roads  and 
canals,  which  would  be  put  down  in  a 
differentway,  they  had  taken  the  highest 
rates  which  existing  companies  had  to 
pay.  Next  came  the  maintenance  of 
mter-insular  cables,  £2,267.  This  sum 
merely  related  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
cable  between  England  and  Ireland,  the 
maintenance  of  the  submarine  cable  de- 
volving on  the  Submarine  Company. 
For  the  maintenance  of  instruments  the 
estimate  was  £11,357.  That  estimate 
had  been  arrived  at  by  actually  counting 
the  wires  and  instrumente  to  be  main' 
tained  at  each  stetion  and  the  annual  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  each  instrument 
having  also  been  ascertained.  The  next 
item  was  for  salaries  and  wages,  uniform 
clothing,  travelling  expenses,  poundage 
on  the  sale  of  stamps,  and  all  other  ex- 
penses incidental  to  the  commercial 
branch  of  the  business,  and  under  this 
heading  their  estimated  expenditi 
eluding  compensation  for  redundant 
officers  of  companies,  would  amount  to 
£191,205.  That  estimate  had  not  been 
made  ronghly,  but   had   been  formed 
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upon  ft  careful  inquiry  into  the  circum- 

stancesand  requirem.ents  of  every  station. 
It  proceeded  upon  a  scheme  mapped  out 
and  planned  for  eveiy  one  of  the  offices ; 
and  though  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  scheme  might  not  have  to  be  altered, 
he  wished  to  assure  the  Committee  that 
it  was  the  resolt  of  careful  inquiry,  and 
not  of  any  guess.  For  wayleaves,  rente, 
rates,  and  petty  expenses,  they  had 
estimated  £49,500,  the  larger  part 
£30,000  having  to  be  paid  to  the  rail- 
way companies  for  wayleaves  or  rent. 
All  the  railway  con^anies  had  not  yet 
been  settled  with.  They  had  made  ar- 
rangements with  the  London  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company;  and  with 
the  others  with  whom  uieir  time  did  not 
so  soon  expire  they  would  probably  be 
able  to  arrange  on  more  advantageous 
terms.  The  wst  item  was  £15,784  for 
the  renewal  of  cables  whether  intet^ 
insular  or  continental.  That  was,  no 
doubt,  a  very  exaggerated  estimate. 
Contrary  to  the  opinion  of  some  of  the 
moat  experienced  engineers,  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  life  of  a  cable  at  fif- 
teen years,  and  estimated  that  they  woidd 
have  to  replace  them  all  at  the  end  of 
that  time.  The  total  of  the  estimated 
expenditure  was  £359,484.  It  woidd, 
no  doubt,  be  observed  that  the  estimate 
was  somewhat  less  than  the  estimate  of 
the  expenditure  given  by  Mr.  Scudamore. 
This  estimate,  laid  before  the  Committee 
last  year  by  Mr.  Scudamore,  was  neces- 
sarily framed  in  a  veiy  rough  and  broad 
manner ;  but  the  estimate  which  he  had 
just  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee  was  based  on  calculations 
made  at  every  point.  He  might  men- 
tion, as  evidence  of  its  probable  accuracy, 
that  the  proportion  of  revenue  to  the 
expenditure  was  as  nearly  as  possible 
the  same  as  the  proportion  of  revenue  to 
expenditure  in  the  case  of  the  largest 
company — the  Electric  and  IntemationaL 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  be  able  to  keep  their  ex- 
penditure in  as  favourable  proportion  to 
their  expenditure  as  a  private  company 
had  succeeded  in  doing.  He  might  also 
observe  that  the  calculations  had  been 
taken  six  months  too  soon,  and  for  that 
reason  had  been  taken  rather  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  Government.  The  es- 
timate of  revenue  had  been  made  on  the 
six  months,  ending  June  30,  in  the  pre- 
sent year ;  but  the  Government  would 
not  be  able  to  enter  into  possession  till 
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the  SlBt  of  December,  bo  tbat  the  ro- 
venue  then  woiild  no  doubt  be  con- 
siderably larger  than  that  for  the  half- 
year  on  whidi  the  estimate  waa  based. 
In  the  estimate  no  allowance  was  made 
for  any  increase  after  the  first  stimulus, 
but  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
agree  with  bim  in  thinking  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  an  annual  in- 
crease in  the  profits  would  not  arise.  It 
waa  intended  to  introduce  clauses  to  give 
a  monopoly  of  telegraphic  business  to 
the  GoTemment.  The  Committee  would 
obserre  that  the  Government  did  not 
expect  this  undertaking  would  be  uni% 
munerative.  Indeed,  he  hoped  that  ii 
time  it  would  be  a  source  of  considerable 
revenue  to  the  Govemment ;  but  in  re- 
solving to  enter  into  this  matter  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  influenced  much 
more  by  a  regard  to  the  advantage  and 
convemence  of  the  public  than  by  a 
desire  to  make  profits.  It  was  true  that 
the  companies  had  extended  their  lines 
to  the  largest  towns.  The  Government 
proposed  to  extend  telegraphic  com- 
munication to  the  suburbs  of  all  the 
lai^  towns,  to  all  the  second-rate  towns 
having  railway  stations,  and  to  places  in 
which  at  present  there  were  neither  tele- 
graph nor  railway  stations.  The  Go- 
vernment would  serve  3,776  places,  in- 
stead of  1,882  now  served  by  tel^raphs 
and  railways,  and  they  would  have  848 
branch  offices,  as  compared  with  277 
existing  at  present.  There  was  now  one 
telegraph  office  to  every  13,000  of  the 
population ;  the  Government  would  have 
one  office  to  every  6,000  of  the  popula- 
tion. When  the  Gfovemment  were  giv- 
ing such  great  advantages  to  the  public 
he  did  not  think  it  too  much  to  ask  that 
they  should  be  protected  from  the  unfair 
and  dangerous  competition  to  which  they 
might  be  exposed  by  a  company  oppos- 
ing them  on  some  very  temuneratiTe 
line.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  upon 
any  controversial  topic  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  woiild  lay  the  estimates 
on  the  table  and  produce  any  other  ex- 
planations in  a  printed  form  which  the 
House  might  desire  to  be  furnished  with. 
The  noble  Marquess  then  moved  the 
IKesolutions. 

Ma.  HUNT  thanked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  for  the  dear  and  able  statement 
in  which  he  had  laid  the  plan  of  the 
Government  before  the  Committee,  He 
would  not  enter  into  any  controverBial 
matters  at  present;  but  as  the  proposal 
Tkt  Jtarqunt  offfarttngtm 
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to  g^ve  the  OovenmiMit  a  monopoly  was 
a  departure  from  the  scheme  of  hist  year, 
he  would  reserve  his  opinion  on  that 
point.  He  perceived  aJeo  that  it  was 
proposed  to  give  them  the  option  of 
taking  cash  or  Government  securities, 
and  he  supposed  the  Government  would 
reserve  to  itself  the  right  to  elect  which 
of  these  four  plans  they  would  adopt. 

Mb.  CBAWEGED  also  thanked  the 
noble  Marquess  for  the  clear  and  succinct 
manner  in  which  he  had  treated  this  com- 
plicated subject.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  in  awarding  compensation,  in- 
dividual shareholders  in  companies  would 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  in  a 
direct  manner  or  through  the  companies. 
There  was  some  apprehension  in  the 
Cit^  that  a  large  amoimt  of  stock  was 
to  be  created,  but  perhaps  there  was  no 
good  ground  for  that  apprehensiDn.  He 
should  also  be  glad  to  know  whether  it 
were  intended  that  the  Government  mo- 
nopoly should  interfere  with  the  right 
now  possessed  by  private  individuals  of 
communicating  between  their  places  of 
business  and  tneir  manufactories  or  ware- 
houses ;  be  believed  that  any  interference 
with  that  privilege  would  be  found  veiy 
inconvenient  in  many  lai^  establish- 
ments. He  also  thought  that  the  Increase 
of  the  charge  from  6rt.  to  1  *.  for  messages 
within  the  bounds  of  the  metropolis 
would  be  unpopular,  and  would  t^eck 
the  employment  of  the  telegraph  in  that 
important  portion  of  the  kmgdom.  He 
thought  the  surplus  should  be  applied, 
part  in  paying  off  the  debt  to  be  incurred, 
and  part  in  reducing  the  cost  of  messages. 
The  result  of  the  telegraph  being  very 
extensively  used  would,  however,  be  a 
reduction  in  our  postal  receipts.  He 
wished  further  to  be  informed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  how  it  was  proposed  to 
deal  with  messages  sent  over  sea — whe- 
ther it  would  be  necessary  to  resort  to 
the  telegraph  companies  in  communica- 
tion with  such  places  as  India  or  New 
York,  or  whether  the  work  would  be 
undertaken  at  the  Government  Offices  ? 
In  conclusion,  he  had  to  express  his  be- 
lief that  they  were  all  bound  to  give  to 
the  Qovemment  every  assistance  they 
could  towards  carrying  out  that  import- 
ant scheme  now  that  it  bad  been  finally 

adopted.        

Mb.  MACFIE  said,  he  thought  the 
country  would  be  much  indebted  to  the 
Government  for  bringing  forward  the 
scheme.    Arednddonm  uie  tariff  ought, 
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hoverer,  to  be  made  a^  soon  as  circum- 
stances aUowed  of  it.  It  was  only  on 
that  imderstanding  that  the  country 
would  consent  to  a  monopoly. 

The  Makquess  of  HAItTINGTON 
said,  he  hoped  that  either  he  or  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  allowed  to  reply  Ailly 
to  Uie  numerous  questions  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  on  some 
fiiture  occaeion.  He  might,  howerer, 
say  at  once  that  the  Government  pro- 
pc«ed  to  deal  with  the  companies  and 
not  with  indiridual  shareholder8,  and 
that  there  was  not  the  remoteet  inten- 
tion of  interfering  with  private  lines  of 
telegraph  used  &)t  the  tranenuBsion  of 
meaeagee,  relating  solely  to  the  business 
of  the  owners.  The  esceptions  to  the 
clause  granting  a  monopoly,  would  be 
sufficient  to  cover  any  case  of  that  sort. 
The  increased  receipts  were  expected  to 
result  from  the  increased  facilities  which 
would  be  given,  and  &om  the  reduction  of 
the  charges.  To  the  question  respecting 
Indian  and  forei^  telegrams  he  could 
not  now  reply  with  certainty,  but  his 
impression  was  that  mesBages  to  India 
and  all  Continental  messages  would  be 
transmitted  in  the  usual  way  through 
the  ordinary  offices;  and  he  could  not 
hdp  thinking  that  the  facilities  afforded 
fbr  the  purpose  would  lead  to  a  large 
increase  in  those  messages.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  took  this  opportunity  of  stating 
that,  if  the  Eesolutione  were  agreed  to, 
he  should  to-morrow  move  the  first  read- 
ing of  a  BiU  founded  upon  them.  The 
measure  would  be  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners of  Private  Bills,  and  he  would 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  stating  when 
it  would  come  On  for  a  second  reading. 

(1.)  Reiolued,  That  it  Ja  eipadisDt  to  prorida 
for  the  purchnia  bj  ths  Poitmaitar  Gener&l  of 
ths  UnderUkingl  of  Telegraph  Companiei  io  the 
United  Kinidatn. 

(3.)  Rttolved,  That  th«  Commiuioners  of  Her 
Hijeitr'e  TraMiiry  be  knthoriied  to  niae  auoh 
moniea  u  ahiill  be  required  for  auoh  purohue  bj 
the  creatiOD  of  aecDriliaa  chnr^ble  od  the  Con- 
lolidMed  Fund  of  (he  United  Kingdom. 

(3.)  Rtioived,  That  the  uid  Commisaionen 
nuj  raiae  aueh  moniea  by  Terminiible  Aoiinitiea 
or  Eicheqaer  Billa  or  Ejobeqiicr  Bonda  or  Three 
per  Cent  Capital  Stocki  of  Annuiiiee,  or  by  either 
or  by  all  of  auch  modea,  prorided  that  the  Uital 
■mount  ahall  not  exceed  in  the  whole  the  aam  of 
■even  miiliona  oF  ponnde  aterling. 

(4.)  Retolvtd,  That  it  ia  expedient  to  nothoriie 
the  pijment.  out  of  mooiea  lo  be  proTided  by 
Parliament  for  the  purpoao  of  all  eipenaea  Hhioh 
may  be  inaaired  in  oovking,  niaintaiuing,  and  ei- 
tending  the  Telegrapha  so  purehawd,  and  for  the 


iaiae  of  any  aurplag  of  receipta  o 
atiaiog  therefrom  to  the  Commiaa 
R«daotioD  of  the  National  Debt  to  be  applied  to 
the  redemption  of  National  Debt. 

(S.)  ReioUied,  Thnt  it  ia  expedient  to  amend 
"  The  Telegraph  Act,  1868," 

House  returned. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuuday,  mh  July,  1869. 

MINUTESJ— PoBUO  BiLu— Fi'rat  Reading— 
County  Court!  (Admiralty  JuriadietioD)  Aot 
(1868)  Amendment  ■  (173);  Aiaessed  Ratea  • 
(174);  Endowed  HoapiUla,  &o.  (Scotland)* 
(175). 

ComtntUfe— Irish  Church  (1 09-1 73). 

Third  Reading — Titlea  of  ReligioHB  Congrega- 
tiona  Act  Eitenaion*  (ISO),  uApatied. 

IRELAND.— KEUGIOUS  DISTURBANCES. 

QUESTION. 

Tbb  Duke  of  ABEECORN  :  My 
Lords,  in  pursuance  of  a  private  Notice, 
which  I  have  given  to  tbe  noble  Earl, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  I  beg  to 
ask  a  Question  relating  to  a  serious  dis- 
turbance which,  accor£ng  to  the  reports 
in  the  public  papers,  has  taken  place  in 
Ireland — ^this  disturbance  originating  in 
an  attack  upon  a  Wesleyan  Uethodist 
congregation  at  Garrigallen,  in  the  county 
ofLeitrim,  According  to  a  statement, 
attested  by  the  minister,  on  Sunday,  the 
27th  of  June,  a  Weeleyan  Methodist  con- 
gregation assembled  in  open  day,  in  the 
private  grounds  of  a  genueman  residing 
in  that  locality,  when  it  was  attacked  by 
a  large  Soman  Catholic  mob,  which  dis- 
persed the  meeting  after  inflicting  much 
injury  upon  many  members  of  the  con< 
gregatioii,  includmgwomen  and  children, 
by  dangerous  and  violent  stoning.  Now, 
my  Lorde,  I  must  be  allowed  to  say  that 
this  is  a  somewhat  suggestiTe  and  in- 
structive commentary  on  the  future  of 
that  Protestant  Free  Church,  which  has 
been  so  much  alluded  to  by  noble  Lords 
opposite  ;  for  your  Lord^ips  will  ob- 
serve this  was  not  a  case  of  Protest- 
ant ascendancy,  nor  the  case  of  a  violent 
Protestant  preacher.  It  was  not  the  case 
of  an  established  or  endowed  Church, 
where  it  might  be  supposed  there  was  a 
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grievance  inTolved.  The  attack  wae 
made  on  one  of  the  poorest,  the  most 
modest,  the  least  graeping  and  the  best 
conducted  of  Protestant  communitieB. 
[That  congregation  was  attacked,  not  be- 
cause it  had  any  connection  "with  the 
Established  Church,  but  simply  because 
they  were  assembled  there,  aa  Protes- 
tants, for  religious  purposes.  I  must 
confess,  my  Lords,  that  this  outrage 
Bomewhat  realizes  an  appreheuEdon  which 
I  had  entertained,  but  to  which  I  have 
been  reluctant  to  allude — namely,  that 
when  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  are  de- 
prived of  the  sanction  and  the  prestige 
which  the  State  gives  to  their  Church, 
they  will  come  to  be  regarded  by  the 
more  ignorant  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
population  as  heretics  and  schismatics, 
and  will  be  dealt  with  accordingly.  I 
am  perfectly  aware,  my  Lords,  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
clei^  and  laity  would  do  their  utmost  to 
discountenance  such  proceedings ;  but  it 
is  impossible  not  to  foresee  that  in  the 
ntore  remote  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
amongst  the  less  educated  portions  of 
the  people,  there  is  a  strong  probability 
that  the  members  of  a  Protestant  Free 
Church  may  hereafter  be  subject  to  real 
personal  danger  in  the  exercise  of  their 
ordinary  religious  duties.  I  beg,  my 
Lords,  to  ask  her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
whether  they  have  received  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject;  and  if  so  whether 
they  are  prepared  to  take  any  steps  to 
bring  the  offenders  to  justice  ? 

Rart.  SPENCEE:  My  Lords,  al- 
though my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  has  willingly  given 
leave  to  the  noble  Duke  to  ask  the  Ques- 
tion without  the  usual  notice,  yet  I  do 
not  think  he  desires  that  the  rules  of 
the  House  should  be  violated  by  a  dis- 
cussion taking  place  on  this  subject.  I 
will  therefore  not  follow  the  noble  Ihike 
but  will  confine  myself  to  answering  the 
Question.  I  am  not  able  to  give  a  de- 
tailed account  of  what  occurred  at  Carrig- 
allen  on  the  day  referred  to,  as  we 
have  no  official  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. But  on  receiving  notice  of  the 
Question  we  communicated  with  Dublin, 
and  I  beheve  the  following  are  the  facts 
of  the  case  as  far  as  we  are  at  present 
informed.  An  open-air  meeting  waa 
held  on  the  day  mentioned  at  Carrig- 
allen,  which  was  unfortunately  dis- 
turbed by  Boman  Catholics ;  several  of 
the  offenders  are  identified,  and  proceed- 
Ue  Duke  of  Alereom 


ings  will  be  taken  before  the  magis' 
trates.  Further  than  that  I  have  no  in- 
formation, but  I  may  state  that  notice 
having  been  given  of  the  intention  to 
hold  a  nimilitr  meeting  on  the  following 
Sunday,  prei)arations  were  made  to  en- 
sure securi^  to  the  congr^^tion,  but  no 
such  meeting  took  place.  I  need  not 
say  it  is  a  matter  oi  great  regret  to  the 
Government  that  the  proceedings  of  this 
meeting  should  have  been  interrupted 
in  the  manner  stated,  and  that  there  is 
every  desire  on  our  part  to  maintain 
freedom  of  meeting  and  discussion  in 
Ireland.  It  may,  however,  I  think,  ba 
questioned  whetiier  it  was  a  prudent 
tning,  in  a  distinct  of  this  kind,  to  hold 
such  a  meeting  in  the  open-air  when  it 
was  probable  uiat  a  breach  of  the  peace 
would  ensue. 


IRISH  CHCaCH  BILL— (No. 
(7^  Earl   OramiUt.) 
COmnTTEE. 
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House  again  in  Commiti«e  (according 
to  Order). 

Clause  68  (Ultimate  trust  of  surplus). 

LoED  CAIRNS  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
an  Amendment  to  propose  in  this  clause, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  keep  under  the 
control  of  Parliament  the  disposition 
of  the  surplus  property  of  the  Irish 
Church.  It  is  substantially  identical 
with  one  of  which  notice  has  been  given 
by  the  noble  Marquees  who  sits  on  the 
orosB-Benchea  (the  Marquees  of  Clanri- 
oarde),  but  I  understana  that  in  point  of 
form  mine  is  entitied  to  precedence. 
Kow,  BO  much  has  been  said  &om  time 
to  time  upon  the  diqmsition  of  the  bui- 
pluB  that  I  may  in  a  very  few  sentences 

Eut  before  your  Lordslups  my  reasons 
>r  proposing  the  Amendment.  In  the 
first  place,  the  amount  of  the  surplus  is 
altogether  uncertain.  That  it  will  be 
large  is,  I  think,  obvious,  but  whether 
it  will  be  £4,000,000  or  £fi,OO0,O00, 
or  whether,  as  some  have  estimated, 
£7,000,000  or  £8,000,000  we  have  at 
preaont  no  reliable  basis  io  justify  a  oon- 
clusiou.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  mani- 
fest that  a  veiy  considerable  time  must 
elapse  before  any  substantial  portion  of 
the  surplus  can  be  realized.  The  Com- 
missioners cannot  take  possession  of  any 
part  of  the  properly  for  at  least  one  or 
two  years,  and  after  that  time  the 
amount  of  property  which  will  come  into 
their  hands  mil  depend  very  mnoh  aa 
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the  queetioQ  of  oommutatiou.  If  there 
is  so  oommutBtioii  the;  must  await  tlie 
expiratioD  of  the  life  interests ;  but  eyen 
Buppoaing  there  is  commutatioa,  theii 
fiM  dut;  will  be  to  make  the  large  pay- 
ments proaoribad  by  the  Bill,  and  before 
faur  or  five  years  there  cannot  possibly 
be  any  Burplus  which  they  can  apply  to 
any  other  purpose.  My  next  reaeon  for 
asking  you  to  keep  the  disposition  of  the 
surplus  in  the  will  of  Farliament  iai 
some  time  longer  is  that  there  are  grave 
objeotious  to  some  of  the  objeots  to 
which  the  clause  proposes  to  deyote  it. 
I  take  exception,  in  the  first  place,  to 
lunatic  aaylume,  infinnarlee,  and  re- 
£i)rinatoriea,  on  tiie  ground  that  the  ap- 
lioation  of  ihs  surplus  to  them  would  not 
be  iat  the  purposes  of  charity  at  all, 
but,  in  truth,  for  the  relief  of  those  who 
are  already  bound  by  law  to  provide 
fiinds  for  those  particularobjecte.  More- 
over, the  appUoation  of  the  surplus 
pdnted  out  by  the  clause  is  directly  at 
variance  with  the  Preamble  as  it  now 
stands,  for  it  is  impossible  that  it  can 
he  carried  into  eSeot  without  distinot 
and  dogmatic  religious  teaching  being 
adnunistered  by  the  various  denomina- 
tions who  will  practically  have  the  ap- 
idioaticoi  of  the  surplus.  I  do  not  at  all 
complain  that  that  ie  the  result  of  the 
dauee,  but  it  ie  a  clause  which  in  that 
respect  is  at  variance  with  the  Fre- 
amMe.  If  these  objecta  were  to  remain, 
yoa  would  have  jierpetual  jealousies  and 
heartbuminge  with  regard  to  t^e  shares 
in  which  the  surplus  was  to  be  appor- 
tionsd,  and  all  the  more  so  on  account  of 
the  recital  in  the  Preamble  that  no  part 
of  it  is  to  be  apphed  for  religious  teach- 
ing. Upon  every  occaaiou  'mien  a  part 
of  it  was  handed  over — for  instance,  to 
a  refonnatory  conducted  on  the  principle 
of  administering  religious  teaching — 
there  would  be  jealousy  and  objection  on 
the  part  of  other  denominatioiiB  as  to 
that  application  of  the  money.  Then, 
what  spikes  one  strongly  is  that  yon 
have  no  scheme  whatever  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  surplus  is  to  be  divided. 
It  is  true  that  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  the  Prime  Hinister  mentioned  cer- 
tain sums  which  he  thought  should  be 
allotted  to  each  of  these  various  purposes, 
but  the  Bill  prescribes  no  particular 
sum  to  he  allotted  to  any  particular  pur- 
pose. The  whole  mass  of  the  sur|dus  is 
to  be  applied  among  all  or  any  of  these 
otywta,  and  it  remains  entirely  in  the 


power  of  the  Executive  Government  or 
the  Poor  Law  Commissionere  to  say  in 
what  proportion  it  is  to  be  devoted  to 
these  objects.  Moreover,  your  Xjordships 
cannot  but  he  of  opinion  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  will  be  found  to  be 
a  very  inefficient  body  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  large  sum  of  money.  They 
are  at  present  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  controlling  the  various  Boards  of 
Guardians  throughout  Ireland.  Th^ 
have  no  power  to  deal  with  money,  all 
they  have  to  do  being  to  see  that  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  relating  to  the  rehef 
of  the  poor  are  put  in  force  by  the  vari- 
ous localities  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
The  Bill,  however,  proposes  to  make  them 
administrators  of  tlue  lai^  fund  of 
£7.000,000  or  £8,000,000.  Now,  what 
certainty  can  we  have  that  they  will 
properly  perform  functions  so  foreign  to 
their  present  duties  ?  Iiet  me  give  an 
example  of  this.  Suppose  a  lunatic 
asylum  has  to  be  provided.  At  present 
there  is  a  Board  appointed  to  manage 
such  an  asylum  in  each  particular 
county,  consisting  of  persons  who  have 
an  interest  in  the  money  to  be  expended, 
and  who  therefore  take  care  that  the 
expenditure  is  r^:ulatod  upon  principles 
of  economy.  Under  this  clause,  how- 
ever, you  would  have  to  choose  between 
two  alternatives,  either  of  them  very  un- 
satisfactory.  £ither  the  Poor  Law 
ConunisBioners  must  supplant  the  local 
body  and  take  the  whole  administration 
into  their  own  hands,  or  they  must  hand 
over  money  to  that  local  body  without 
having  any  check  oyer  the  expenditure. 
These  are  objections  to  the  details  of  the 
clause,  but  I  have  an  objection  which  to 
my  mind  is  stronger  than  any  others. 
This  is  the  first  mstance,  certainly  in 
my  recollection,  in  which  Farliament 
has  been  asked  to  part  at  once  and  for 
ever  with  the  control  of  the  expenditure 
of  £7,000,000  or  £8,000,000  without 
having  had  before  it  any  scheme  or  rules 
acGor£iig  to  which  the  expenditure  vaa 
to  be  made.  If  the  cl^se  passes,  it 
will  not  be  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  to  Farliament  and  ask  for 
any  further  powers  or  direetioas,  but  the 
Oovemment  for  the  time  being  and  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  without  any  inter- 
vention or  control  by  Parliament,  will 
be  able  to  e:q>end  the  whole  of  this 
enormous  sum.  Now,  is  it  wise  or  con- 
ustent  with  Parliamentary  practice  to 
port  at  Uiis  period,  long  before  the  money 
[CimmHtee—Clmu  68. 


1231 


(LORDS} 


Church  Sin. 


1232 


is  to  be  realized,  with  the  control  of  the 
expenditure  of  it  ?  We  have  bad  dis- 
oussions  of  Bome  length  on  the  subject 
of  concurrent  endowment.  I  put  it  both 
to  those  noble  Lords  who  have  voted  in 
fevour  of  (hat  principle  and  tbose  who 
have  Toted  against  it  that  they  ought  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  I  put  it  to 
tbose  who  are  ansioua  for  the  adoption 
of  that  principle,  and  who  feel  confident 
that  the  country  will  ultimately  be  will- 
ing to  adopt  it,  whether  the  beat  way  of 
accomplishing  the  end  they  have  in  view 
would  not  be  to  prevent  the  appHcation 
of  the  surplua  to  a  different  purpose,  and 
to  leave  it  open  to  Parliament  hereafter 
to  adopt  the  principle  ?  To  those,  on  the 
other  hand,  who  have  opposed  that  prin- 
ciple, I  would  suggest  whether,  consider- 
ing the  modes  and  objects  proposed  by 
the  clause,  it  is  not,  in  fact,  a  mode  of 
application  which,  without  any  of  the 
benefits  of  concurrent  endowment,  will, 
in  reality,  involve  all  the  possible  evils 
attending  the  adoption  of  that  principle. 
I  propose  that  the  clatise  should  run 

"  When  the  commlitloneri  hare  fulfilled  alt 
the  direotiona  oantained  in  this  Act,  and  that  the 
objeotg  or  this  Act  hare  heen  fallf  sttnined,  the 
propertj  then  leited  in  tho  oommlisioners  shall, 
■ubjeet  to  all  aubsiating  ohargea  thereon,  whether 
ohargei  eiiating  prerjoualj  to  the  puaing  of  the 
Aator  oreated  under  the  prOTiaiona  of  thia  Act, 
be  applied  in  auoli  manner  ai  Farliameat  ahail 
herealter  direct." 

An  Amendment  moved  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  ("it  appears  to"),  and  also  to 
leave  out  ("that  they.") — {The  Lord 
Cairwi). 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
certainly  cannot  consent  wilhngly  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Caima),  nor  can  I  admit  the  force 
of  some  of  the  ai^uments  whioh  he 
brought  forward  in  support  of  it.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  said  it  was  ob- 
vious, though  the  amount  of  the  surplus 
might  be  doubtful,  that  it  would  be  very 
large.  Now,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
stated  the  other  day  that  out  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Church  £9,000,000 
tkad  been  appropriated  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  also  stated  that  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Church  was  £  1 3, 700, 000, 
though  Ur.  Gladstone  bad  estimated  it 
at  £16,000,000. 

LoED    CAIRNS:    I   did   not   adopt 
either  valuation.    I  simply  stated  that 
one  was  much  higher  than  the  other. 
Lord  Cairn* 


Eart.  GRANVILLE:  I  understood 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  give  the 
preference  to  the  lower  valuation.  Now, 
I  will  not  go  into  a  calculation  of  the 
amount  by  which  your  Lordships  have 
reduced  the  surplus ;  but,  assuming  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  statement  to  be 
correct,  it  is  impossible  that  his  statement 
this  evening  as  to  the  la^^enese  of  the 
surplus  can  oe  accurate.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  next  stated  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  clearly  have  no  surplus 
at  their  disposal  for  four  or  five  years. 
He  seemed,  however,  entirely  to  leave 
out  of  consideration  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  great  facilities  which  the  Commis- 
sioners will  have  will  be  the  power  of 
borrowing  in  order  to  liquidate  ttie  sums 
they  will  have  to  pay ;  and  we  feel  con- 
vinced that  in  the  course  of  twelve  or 
eighteen  months  there  will  be  a  surplus 
with  which  my  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Monck)  and  his  Colleagues  can  deal.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  went  on  to  take 
objection  to  the  way  in  which  we  propose 
to  deal  with  the  surplus,  and  he  began 
with  the  lunatics,  respecting  whom  there 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  joking.  My 
noble  Friend  (Earl  BusseU)  quoted,  a 
short  time  ago,  an  observation  winch 
was  received  with  much  applause,  that 
it  would  require  a  whole  province  in 
Ireland  to  go  mad  in  order  to  exhaust 
the  fiinds  to  be  dedicated  to  lunatics ; 
but  the  calculation  is  that  £200,000  a 
year  will  be  so  applied,  and  £120,000 
is  already  expended  in  that  way,  while 
the  charge  is  yearly  increasing.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  it  is  not  a  practical  ob- 
servation to  represent  that  a  whole  pro- 
vince of  Ireland,  some  1,500,000  persons, 
could  be  fed,  boarded,  guarded,  and 
dressed  at  the  rate  of  about  2d.  a  head. 
I  believe  that  sum  will  be  required  for 
the  existing  wants  of  Ireland,  and  it  is 
clear  that  while  this  demand  has  in- 
creased and  is  increasing,  the  way  in 
which  provision  is  at  present  made  for 
it  is  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state.  It  is 
hardly  necessary  to  go  into  the  question 
whether  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
would  be  a  proper  body  or  not  to  ad- 
minister these  funds.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  one  of  the  most  competent  official 
in  this  countt;,  and  one  who  had 
the  full  confidence  of  the  late  Govem- 
t,  on  being  sent  over  for  the  purpose 
gave  an  opinion  that  all  these  mstitu- 
tions  would  derive  immense  benefit  &om 
being  put  under  the  management  of  theee 
very  Commissioners.    h»  to  the  proposal 
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of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  one  of  the  most  un- 
fortunate in  every  respect  which  coiild 
Eossibly  be  adopted.  I  think  there  woiild 
e  every  poesible  disadvantage  in  such  a 
postponement.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  not  even  suggested  any  alter- 
native scheme  for  the  disposal  of  the 
fimd,  and  only  two  alternatives  have 
hitherto  been  proposed  in  either  House 
of  Farhament.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
alternative  has  been  proposed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  one  has  been 
considered  and  rejected  by  your  Lord- 
ships— namely,  concurrent  endowment- 
while  another  has  been  put  on  the  Paper 
for  to-night  by  my  noble  Friend  below 
the  Gangway  (Viscount  Lifford).  That 
proposal  may  be  good  or  it  may  be  bad ; 
but  if  it  is  good  there  is  no  earthly  rea- 
son why  it  should  not  be  adopted  at 
once,  and  if  it  is  bad  I  do  not  see  that 
five  or  six  years'  keeping  would  make  it 
a  whit  better.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  says  the  clause  involves  all  the 
disadvantages  of  concurrent  endowment 
without  any  of  its  advantages ;  but  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself  strongly 
objected  to  concurrent  endowment,  both 
personally  and  on  the  ground  that  the 
people  are  opposed  to  it ;  and  can  your 
Lordships  conceive  anything  more  unde- 
sirable than  holding  liiis  up  as  a  bone  of 
contention  for  an  indefinite  number  of 
^ears?  The  Irish  people  have  acquiesced 
m  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  txith  by 
their  remarkable  quietness,  as  a  whole, 
and  by  the  votes  of  their  representatives 
in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  if  you 
hold  this  surplus  up  five  or  six  yeare 
they  wiU  begin  to  beheve  that  you  will 
be  ready  to  endow  them  to  any  extent 
in  your  power,  and  on  any  terms  they 
like  to  exact.  On  the  other  hand,  you 
will  have  all  those  popular  feelings 
which  exist  in  Scxitland,  in  Wales,  and 
in  England  working  and  agitated  in  a 
"  no  Popery  "  sense  in  order  to  prevent 
the  Boman  Catholics  from  ultimately 
achieving  that  result.  What  would  be 
the  consequence  ?  Why,  whether  you 
decided  one  way  or  the  other  it  would 
clearly  excite  ten  times  more  dissatis- 
faction and  more  repugnance  than  if  you 
now  adopted  this  clause.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive it  desirable  to  leave  this  question 
open  for  agitation.  We  see  how  exciting 
these  debates  are  in  the  minds  of  men, 
and  yet  we  propose  to  prolong  them  in- 
defiiutely,  whereas  by  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  we  absolutely  dose  the 


question,  and  may  hope  in  our  hearts  to 
see  the  good  efi'ects  of  such  a  settlement. 
What  would  be  the  result  on  the  Boman 
Catholics,  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Presbyteriansof  leaving  it  open?  Why, 
it  would  prevent  the  Boman  Catholics 
from  obtaining,  by  thevoluntaiy  syst«m, 
those  houses  of  which  they  are  in  need, 
and  it  would  certainly  deprive  the  Pro- 
testant Church  of  a  great  stimulus  for 
making  thebestof  matters,  while  thesame 
remark  would  apply,  though,  perhaps, 
not  quite  so  strongly,  to  the  Presby- 
terians. It  would  paralyze  all  efforts 
for  good,  and  more  than  anything  I 
know  would  tend  to  verify  the  prophecies 
which  are  now  made,  that  this  settlement 
of  the  question  will  not  produce  satis- 
faction or  tranquillity  in  Ireland.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  your  Ijordships  would  be 
justified  in  verifying  your  own  prophe- 
cies by  taking  a  course  to  which  we  so 
earnestly  object. 

The  Eabi.  of  MALUESBUBT  :  My 
Lords,  with  r^ard  to  the  noble  Earl's 
(Earl  Granville  s)  remark  about  the  bor- 
rowing powers  of  the  Commiseionere,  I 
hope  they  will  not  b^in  to  borrow  until 
they  know  certainly  what  the  surpluB 
will  be,  which  at  this  moment  is,  to  a 
certain  d^ree,  problematical.  It  waa 
on  account  of  lie  uncertainty  of  the  sur- 
plus that  I  told  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Cleveland)  on  a  former  even- 
ing that  I  shoiild  vote  with  him  if  he 
waited  till  the  68th  clause ;  for  I  thought 
it  was  rather  like  putting  &e  cart  before 
the  horse  to  dispose  of  the  surplus  be- 
fore we  knew  what  it  would  be,  because 
no  doubt  it  has  been  diminished  by  all 
the  Amendments  to  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  agreed.  The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite pute  our  backs  to  -the  wall  and 
gives  us  no  choice  but  the  disposition 
described  in  this  clause.  Whetier  the 
suipluB  is  £8,000,000  or  £6,000,000, 
or  less,  the  Bill  proposes  to  devote  it 
to  lunatic  asylums,  reformatories,  and 
nurses,  who,  by-the-way,  will  for  the 
most  part  be  Boman  Catholic  nuns,  for 


I  apprehend  the  Government  obi  ect  quite 
as  much  to  the  proposal  of  uie  noble 
Ear!  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  to  lend 
out  the  money  to  Irish  cottiers  as  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Cairns).  Without  knowing 
whether  the  surplus  is  to  be  £8,000,000 
or  £4,000,000,  we  are  to  devote  it  to 
these  inetitutions  and  to  nothing  else. 
Now,  is  that  the  way  in  which  bueiness 
conducted  in  any  private  establish- 
[_Committtt — CloMe  66. 
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ment  9  If  any  of  your  Lordflhips  found 
a  Burplns  at  your  banker's  would  you 
lay  it  down  as  an  unchuigeable  rule 
that  you  would  lay  it  out  in  some  par- 
ticular way,  whaterer  the  auiouut  of  the 
balance  and  the  cost  of  that  object  ? 
Surely  conunon  eense  bids  ub  first  of  all 
to  ascertain  what  the  surplus  will  be, 
and  then  to  determine  how  it  is  to  be 
applied.  I  have  another  reason  for 
desiring  a  postponement.  Three  weeks 
ago,  before  I  voted  against  the  second 
reading,  I  should  never  have  recom- 
mended or  desired  the  taking  any 
money  &om  the  Irish  Ohur(£  and 
applying  it  to  other  religious  denomi- 
nations ;  but  the  case  is  now  differ- 
ent. IHie  carriage  has  been  stopped 
OS  the  road ;  it  has  been  emptied 
and  plundered,  and  after  being  so  plun- 
dered an  enormous  Bum  has  been  left 
lying  on  the  roadside.  That  is  the  pre- 
sent state  of  afilkirs,  and  as  the  money 
lies  there,  and  aa  the  GoTemment  are 
really  unable  to  say  what  ought  to  be 
done  with  it  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  we,  who  objected  to  applying 
the  money  of  the  Protestant  Ghuich  to 
any  other  purposes,  are  justified  in  look- 
ing back  to  former  propositions  with  re- 
spect to  concurrent  endowment,  which, 
if  they  could  be  carried,  would,  no  doubt, 
conduce  Tery  much  to  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. Under  these  circumstances  I  am 
for  employing  the  money  not  to  relieve 
landlords  &om  the  county  cess,  but  the 
clergy  of  all  denominations  &om  any 
personal  discomforts  under  which  they 
may  be  labouring.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
have  any  great  knowledge  of  Ireland, 
but  I  hear  &om  landlords,  tenants,  and 
all  who  know  the  country,  that  if  the 
priests  could  only  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  greater  comfort  tlie  state  of  Ire- 
laud  would  be  improved.  Now,  in  post- 
poning the  disposition  of  the  surplus 
we  give  time  to  the  country  to  recover 
&om  the  excitement  under  which  it  is 
now  labouring,  and  to  comder  whe- 
ther som.etliing  like  concurrent  endow- 
ment would  not  be  the  best  way  of 
applying  it.  Looking,  indeed,  at  the 
poutical  horizon,  I  do  not  see  that  in 
the  event  of  postponement  there  wiU  be 
any  other  alternative.  I  believe  you 
will  end  in  concurrent  endowment,  or 
you  must  appropriate  the  money  in  the 
way  proposed  by  the  Government.  I 
hope  the  latter  will  not  be  the  case.  I 
have  never  seen  a  more  extraordioaiy 
The  Ettrl  of  Malmethiry 


revulsion  of  feeling  than  that  which  has 
occurred  on  the  question  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment among  the  upper  classes  of  this 
country,  and  depend  upon  it  it  will  de- 
scend to  other  classes.  The  fruit  at  the 
top  of  the  tree  ripens  first.  I  donotsup- 
pose,  indeed,  that  those  Nonoonfonnists 
who  have  fixed  notions  in  favour  of  the 
voluntary  system  will  recede  &om  those 
opinions ;  but  among  moderate  Protest- 
ants, among  thinking  men,  and  those 
who  pretend  to  he  statesmen,  I  believe 
the  feeling  will  spread,  and  that  if 
noble  LoniB  opposit*  could  see  their  way 
to  concurrent  endowment  they  would 
adopt  it  to-morrow.  The  Amendment; 
then,  will  give  the  country  aji  oppor- 
tunity', not,  as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  says,  of  squabbling  over  the 
surplus,  but  of  considering  how  it  can 
best  be  distributed  to  the  benefit  of  re- 
ligion and  the  interests  of  Ireland  in 
general. 

The  MAsauEBs  of  GLANBICABDIl 
said,  that  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper 
an  Amendment  einular  to  that  prop<wed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ^jord 
Cairns),  but  containing  a  proviso  that 
the    disposition  of  the  surplus   should 


the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  had  given  any  valid  reason 
either  for  rejecting  the  present  Amend- 
ment or  for  adopting  the  plan  of  dis- 
posing of  the  surplus  proposed  by  the 
Government.  Admitting  that  the  plan 
of  the  Government  was  a  very  fair  one, 
he  must  warn  them  that  it  was  not  po- 
pular in  Ireland.  Ha  had  not  heard  a 
single  man,  whether  landlord  or  tenant, 
lawyer  or  clergyman,  express  approval 
of  it,  and  a  more  popular  proposal  would 
have  been  to  relieve  the  poor  rat«  in- 
stead of  the  oounty  rate.  He  did  not 
now  recommend  that  the  surplus  should 
be  used  in  supplying  medical  relief  to 
the  poor  in  Irelaiid,  but  he  believed  that 
it  was  the  general  wish  throughout  Ire- 
land that  it  should  be  thus  used  in 
the  various  unions.  It  seemed  to  him, 
however,  a  great  mistake,  both  fxaax 
an  economical  and  a  politLoal  point  of 
view,  to  tie  up  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment and  Partiament  before  knowing 
what  the  amount  of  ths  surplus  would 
be.  He  presumed  that  it  had  already 
been  reduced  to  the  extent  of  £1,600,000 
by  the  Amendments  agreed  to  by  their 
LordahipB.    To  those  who,  like  liiauftl^ 
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advooated  ooncnzrent  endovment,  it  was 
important  to  know  the  amount  of  the 
surpluB,  and  it  was  very  likely  tliat  five 
years  vould  elapse  before  the  value  of 
the  commutations  could  be  aecertained, 
for  the  der^,  being  hostile  to  the  Bill, 
might  considerably  delay  that  arrange- 
ment. Indeed,  the  existence  of  the  Com- 
mission had  been  fixed  at  ten  years  in 
order  to  leave  a  due  mai^in  for  their 
operations,  and  Mr.  Qladstoue,  in  his 
speech  on  introducing  the  Bill,  used  ex- 
preaaionfi  which  appeared  to  ooiit«mplete 
the  probable  necessity  of  subsidiary  le- 
gislation. Now,  nothing  had  occurred 
since  March  to  justify  the  expectation 
of  an  immediate  and  definitiTe  settle- 
ment. Why  should  not  Parliament 
await  the  vtnrdiot  of  ^inblic  opinion  be- 
fore ooming  to  a  decision  on  this  point? 
It  wsa  not,  indeed,  to  be  expected  that 
the  advocates  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
who  thought  that  that  principle  should 
be  adopted  in  England  as  well  as  is  Ire- 
land, and  in  England  rather  than  in 
Ireland,  would  oome  round  to  the  prin- 
fdple  of  concurrent  endowment,  tta  they 
had  been  the  real  originators  of  this 
BiU.  He  believed,  however,  that  the 
great  body  of  Churchmen  in  this  coun- 
try were  open  to  conviction  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  as  he  did  not  believe  the  adop- 
tion of  this  clause  would  really  close  the 
question,  he  wished  it  to  be  left  fairly 
open  until  the  amount  of  the  sunilns 
and  the  opinion  of  the  people  could  be 
■soertained.  The  statesmfuilike  oouree 
was  to  looh  ahead  as  far  as  possible 
with  a  view  to  present  action,  but  not 
to  attempt  unnecessarily  to  tie  up  fiiture 
action;  and  it  was  impossible  to  say 
what  plan  would  bo  beet  suited  to  the 
oiroumstanceB  of  Ireland — tltree,  four, 
five  years  henoe. 

LoKD  TATINTON  said,  he  had  felt  a 
good  deal  of  difficulty  in  making  up  his 
mind  on  this  important  point.  On  the 
one  hand,  he  had  felt  the  danger  of 
keeping  this  question  dangling  before 
tlie  people  for  several  years ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  feared  that,  in  adopting 
Qlo  distribution  proposed  by  the  Oovem- 
ment.  Parliament  would  be  taking  a 
very  unfortunate  course.  He  had  given 
a  very  cordial  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) to  apply  part  of  the  surplus  to  the 
improvement  of  the  glebes  of  the  Angli- 
can clergy,  and  he  had  given  a  still 
heartieT  support  to  the  Iduition  of  his 


noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  to 
provide  the  Boman  Catholic  dei^ — the 
clergy  of  the  great  body  of  the  Irish 
people— with  glebes  and  decent  houses. 
The  situation  in  which  the  question  was 
now  placed  filled  him  with  alarm,  for  he 
felt  that  their  Lordships  were  sending 
the  Bill  back  to  the  House  of  Commons 
altered  in  respect  of  giving  ^eater  ad- 
vantages to  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Churdi,  with  whom  personally  they  na- 
turally sympathized,  but  stripped  of  a 
proposal  which  would  have  given  glebes 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  priests.  Now, 
he  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  Par- 
liament wishod  to  obtain  the  affootions 
and  secure  the  tranquillity  of  the  great 
body  of  the  Irish  people,  it  should  lose 
no  fitting  opportunity  of  improving  the 
position  of  their  clergy,  and  of  thus 
showing  respect  ior  that  religion  to 
which  they  were  so  firmly  attached. 
Nor  was  that  class  of  men  unworthy  of 
consideration.  His  personal  acquaint- 
anoe  with  Ireland  was  ooufined  to  a 
single  year,  but  that  year  was  a  very  re- 
markable one,  for  it  was  the  period  of 
the  famine.  As  Chief  Secretarv  for  Ire- 
land he  was  in  Dublin  during  the  whole 
of  that  year,  and  never  did  a  day  pass 
without  his  room  being  crowded  with 
Boman  Oatholic  priests,  who  described 
to  him  the  dreadful  state  of  their  pa- 
rishes, and  asked  his  advioe  and  assist- 
ance. Teiy  often — a  sight  he  was  very 
glad  to  witnMs — they  came  hand  in 
hand  with  the  Protestant  clergymen  of 
the  same  parishes,  and  he  was  able  to 
supply  them  with  means  of  relief  out  of 
the  fiinds  placed  at  his  diqxmal  by  the 
profuse  but  insuffixiient  liberality  of  the 
BritLsh  people. '  He  never  omitted  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  his  hope  tliat 
they  would  do  their  part  in  calming  the 
minds  of  their  fiocks,  and  in  assuring 
them  of  the  heart-felt  sympathy  of  the 
Government ;  and  he  was  lx)und  to  say 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
priesthood  during  that  crisis  was  most 
exemplary.  Knowing  the  heroic  saori- 
fioes  they  then  made  in  every  part  of 
Ireland,  and  how  they  threw  away  their 
own  lives  in  standing  by  their  fiocks  in 
the  hour  of  trial,  he  was  not  surprised 
at  their  hold  on  the  affections  of  the 
Irish  people.  Now,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  not  go  into  nice  calculations, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  speak  in  loud 
and  distiact  tones  if  Farlisinent  wished 
them  to  believe  in  a  real  change  of 
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'^licy,  and  to  see  that  it  was  deBiroua  of 
doing  them  justice.  Nothing  would 
speaS  so  strongly  and  edectuallj'  to  them 
as  a  maoifeetatioa  of  sympathy  and  re- 
spect for  their  priesthood,  by  providing 
them  with  decent  houses  side  by  side 
with  those  of  the  Protestant  cleivymen. 
He  deeply  regretted,  therefore,  me  de- 
feat of  a  proposal  which  would  have 
eiren  to  the  Eoman  Catholic  and  also 
Uie  Presbyterian  clergy  improved  suste- 
nance and  support  by  means  of  glebes 
and  houses.  He  was  not  as  sangume  as 
some  noble  Xiords  that  if  they  postponed 
the  consideration  of  this  question  they 
might  not  incur  dangers  and  difficulties 
— and  to  his  mind  flxey  were  no  slight 
ones — firom  throwing  this  subject  loose 
upon  the  country,  and  he  was  not  so 
sanguine  that  at  the  end  their  Lordship 
woiDd  find  themselves  any  better  off. 
He  regretted  it,  but  he  must  do  the  best 
he  could.  If  it  were  well  in  ordinary 
cases  to  follow  the  maxim — 
"Et  mibi  res.non  ms  r«bua,*ubBiittereoanar," 
in  matters  connected  with  religion  it 
was  especially  necessary.  Under  these 
circumstances,  placed  in  a  difficulty  as 
he  felt  himself  to  be,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (liord  Cairns).  He  was 
most  anxious  that  this  controversy  with 
the  other  House  should  be  closed.  Their 
Lordships  had  already  made  very  im- 
portant alterations  in  the  BilL  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  other  House  would 
view  those  alterations  fairly  and  dis- 
passionately, and  would  endeavour  to 
see  whether  they  oould  not  be  taken  in 
accordance  with  those  principles  which 
underlay  the  whole  Bm ;  but  he  could 
not  conceal  from  himself,  &om  indica- 
tions he  had  seen  of  the  temper  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  the  probability 
was  that  they  would  not  pass.  He 
thanked  their  Lordships  for  the  atten- 
tion with  which  they  had  heard  him. 
He    had    been    anxious    to    state    the 

runds  on  which  he  should  vote,  but 
confessed  that  be  had  not  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  to  which  he  had  come 
without  some  hesitation. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  confessed 
that  it  was  with  some  pain  and  difficulty 
that  be  also  had  arrived  at  a  conclusion 
as  to  how  he  should  vote,  because  he 
waa  one  who  regretted  extremely  many 
of  the  alterations  which  had  been  intro- 
duced in  the  Bill,  not  only  on  account  of 
themselves,  but  because  they  seemed  to 
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him  to  militato  to  a  certain  degree 
against  its  principles,  and  therefore  the 
Bill  had  less  chance  of  acceptance  with- 
out some  countervailing  provisions.  He 
had  had  the  honour  of  submitting  to  the 
House  a  proposition  which  would  have 
had  the  advant^e  of  conciliating  both 
parties,  and  of  being  supported  by  men 
of  the  most  eminent  talents  on  the  other 
side  in  speeches  of  great  ability,  which 
must  necessarily  influence  the  great  mass 
of  public  opinion,  and  who  hadexpressed 
a  liberality  of  view  which  he  was  glad 
to  hear  from  them.  He  felt  convinced 
that  it  was  impossible  that  their  view 
should  not  have  great  weight  in  the 
coimtry,  when  taken  in  connection  with 
other  circumstances  which  had  been  al- 
luded to.  His  noble  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  admitted  that  there  was  a 
great  mass  of  public  opinion  which  had 
been  setting  in  in  the  direction  of  con- 
current endowment.  He  had  not  him- 
self  adopted  that  word,  but  it  had  been 
used  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Cairns)  who  had  invited  those 
who  adhered  to  the  principle  of  con- 
current endowment  to  support  him.  He 
knew  it  to  be  an  unpalatable  word,  and 
that  in  many  parts  of  the  country  it 
aroused  feelings  of  antagonism  which 
he  believed  to  be  unfounded.  The 
measure  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
submit  was  hardly  large  enough  for 
such  a  name,  though  no  doubt  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  it  might  be  so  called.  But 
their  Lordships  should  recollect  that 
they  were  now  called  upon  to  vote  once 
for  all  the  disposal  of  a  large  surplus — 
a  specific  disposal  which  had  been  con- 
demned alike  &om  almost  every  side  of 
the  House.  The  surplus  had  been  esti- 
mated at  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000, 
though  at  a  less  amount  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns),  but 
he  had  heard  no  one  who  had  ad- 
dressed their  Lordships  approve  the  dis- 
posal of  so  large  a  sum  in  the  manner 
proposed  in  the  Bill.  He  was  convinced 
that  it  was  entirely  out  of  character  to 
have  such  a  sum  of  money  allotted 
merely  to  the  building  of  asylums — he 
woiddnotuse  a  joking  expression — for 
persons  afBicted  with  mental  aberration, 
of  infirmaries,  or  reformatories ;  but 
there  was  this  additional  reason  against 
the  proposal  which  must  command  at- 
tention in  the  country — that  these  were 
objecta  which  must  necessarily  be  pro- 
vided for  by  the  land  of  Ireland,  either 
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irhoU;  or  to  a  certain  extent,  and  it  was 
therefore  in  point  of  fact  a  proposal  to 
dispose  of  the  Borplus  in  favour  of  the 
lana  of  Ireland,  the  greatest  portion  of 
which  was  in  the  hands  of  I^teetant 
proprietors.  The  disproportion  between 
the  surplus  and  the  objects  to  which  it 
was  proposed  to  devote  it  was  so  great 
that  )t  was  impossible  it  could  stand  the 
test  of  reason  or  argument,  and  he  be- 
lieved when  the  country  came  to  weigh 
die  proposal  it  would  come  to  a  different 
couduBion  from  that  which  it  appeared 
at  present  to  entertain.  He  beUeved 
that  there  was  such  a  sense  of  justice 
in  &e  great  mass  of  the  intelligent  and 
thinking  people  that  they  would  soon  be 
convinced  that  after  all  this  Irish  pro- 
perty ought  to  be  disposed  of  for  Irish 
purposes,  and  that  one  of  those  purposes 
was  providing  decent  residences  and  in 
some  degree  a  decent  maintenance  for 
that  priesthood  which,  for  good  o  " 
evil,  mnst  be  the  priesthood  of  the  pi 
of  IieUnd.  This  country  was  not  c 
upon  to  provide  any  endowment.  The 
property  was  Irish  property,  and  must 
be  disposed  of  in  some  way  or  other. 
As  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  there  must  be  reli- 
gions instruction  in  asylums  and  refor- 
matories— it  was  impossible  to  escape 
from  that  difBcuIty ;  but  it  was  not  on 
that  ground,  but  on  the  ground  that  the 
amount  to  be  devoted  to  asylums  and 
Teformatories  was  so  disproportionate, 
that  he  must  concur  with  the  Amend- 
ment. He  bad  voted  against  all  the 
Amendments  which  seemed  to  bini  to 
militate  against  the  principle  of  the  BiU. 
He  voted  against  the  Ulster  glebe  lands 
being  appropriated  solely  to  the  Pro- 
testant Churcn,  though  he  felt  there  was 
much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal; but  stall  it  seemed  to  him  that 
without  any  countervailing  Amendment 
it  was  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  He  voted  afterwards 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  an- 
other question ;  but  when  called  upon 
once  for  all  to  say  that  the  disposal 
which  they  proposed  to  make  of  this 
large  sum  of  money  was  the  best  that 
could  be  made,  he  oould  not  help  thinh- 
ing  that  it  would  be  infinitely  better  that 
there  should  be  some  eubsidiary  legis- 
lation, and  that  no  great  hann  could 
result  &om  lying  up  the  surplus  for  a 
time  until  public  opinion  might  be  di- 
rected more  fiilly  to  the  subject,  as  be 


hod  no  doubt  it  would.  Believing  that 
that  was  the  only  way  by  which  some- 
thing could  be  done  te  satisfy  Ireland, 
and  believing  that  Uiis  BiU  would  not 
give  satisfaction  unless  something  more 
was  done,  he  felt  under  an  obligation  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord. 

The  Ddkb  of  AUGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
when  I  first  saw  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  I  confess  I  did 
not  understand  what  his  object  could  be 
in  moving  it,  and  I  was  not  enlightened 
on  that  point  until  the  close  of  his  speech, 
when  he  threw  a  most  ingenious  fiy  to 
catch  those  noble  Lords  who  had  voted 
in  favour  of  concurrent  endowment ;  for 
then  it  became  apparent  that  his  object 
had  been  to  frame  a  Motion  which  should 
unite  the  support  of  those  who  voted  the 
other  evening  for  and  those  who  voted 
against  concurrent  endowment.  I  rejoice 
that  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  ^Lord 
Taunton),  who  made  so  interesting  a 
speech,  has  not  been  caught  by  the  de- 
vice of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
After  the  most  mature  consideration  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  concurrent  endowment  was 
impossible,  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  are  placed,  and  to  that  we 
must  adhere.  I  assure  the  House  that, 
as  for  as  my  own  feehngs  ore  concerned, 
I  have  never  opposed  concurrent  endow- 
ment on  those  grounds  most  objected  to 
by  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross-Benches 
(Earl  Grey),  and  denounced  by  him  in 
language  so  energetic.  I  have  never  been 
against  concurrent  endowment  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unlawful  or  gainst 
religious  principle  to  endow  error.  I 
look  upon  what  is  called  the  property  of 
the  Church  as  an  Irish  fund,  and  I 
entirely  repudiate  the  accusation  made 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government,  by 
several  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken  in 
&T0ur  of  concurrent  endowment,  that  we 
are  sacrificing  the  interest,  feelings,  and 
opinions  of  the  Irish  people  to  the  igno- 
rant prejudices — for  uiat  was  the  phrase 
used  by  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches^ — the  ignorant  prejudices  of  the 
people  of  EngUnd  and  Scotland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  had  no  evi- 
dence whatever  to  prove  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  people  are  in  favour 
of  concurrent  endowment ;  on  the  con- 
trary, judging  of  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people,  as  the  Government  is  bound  to 
judge  of  it  by  the  expressed  opinion  of 
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mtatiTee  of  the  Irie}i  people  in 
EfooBe  of  CommonB,  I  say  we  have 
in  faroar  of  our  measure  the  predomi- 
nant opinion  of  all  daeaes  in  Ireland. 
My  firm  opinion  ie  that  surely  as  a  pro- 
p<ffial  for  concurrent  endowment  would 
raise  dangerous  controveray  in  England 
and  Scotland,  it  would  not  be  less  dan- 
gerous as  regards  tlie  controversies  it 
would  gire  rise  to  in  Ireland.  Men  well 
acquainted  with  the  North  assure  me 
Hiat  there  is  nothing  more  disagreeable 
to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  Korth 
of  Ireland  t£aii  concurrent  endowment. 
My  Lords,  I  make  these  remarks  because 
I  wish  to  point  out  that,  &om  the 
speeches  we  nave  heard  to-night,  we  are 
invited,  almost  avowedly,  to  give  a  vote 
in  an  indirect  form  in  favour  of  concur- 
rent endffwment ;  and  I  must  say  I  should 
be  surprised  indeed  if  some  noble  Lords 
who  spoke  the  other  night,  especially 
the  noble  Ouke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough),  who  madeamost  straight- 
forward and  manly  speech  against  the 
policy,  ore  induced  to  vote  in  favour  of 
a  Motion  the  object  of  which  is  evidently 
intended  to  give  at  least  a  loeut  penittntiie 
to  Parliament  in  favour  of  concurrent 
endowment.  And  I  appeal  even  to  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment, whether  this  is  not  the  worst  course 
they  could  take  for  achieving  their  obj  ect. 
I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Oran- 
ville)  that  whatever  may  be  tiie  abstract 
advantages  of  concurrent  endowment, 
good  can  be  expected  to  come  &om  it 
only  if  it  be  voted  at  once  ;  if  the  sur- 
plus be  hung  up  for  an  uncertain  num- 
ber of  years  those  good  results  which 
Bome  expect  would  be  entirely  dissipated, 
and  result  in  nothing  but  angry  diaous- 
Kons  throiighout  the  three  kingdoms. 
Now,  my  Lords,  that  is  a  conclusive 
argument  against  the  course  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  pro- 
poses, and  has  it  not  occurred  to  your 
Lordships  that  the  vote  we  are  now 
asked  to  give  is  a  vote  which  will  stultify 
the  House  in  respect  of  its  decision  by  a 
majori^  of  33  the  other  night  ?  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland) 
has  said  that  no  one  has  ventured  to  de- 
fend the  particular  application  of  the 
fund  proposed  by  the  Government.  My 
Lords,  I  do  defend  it.  As  we  are  shut 
out  from  a  course  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment this,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  very 
beet  application  of  the  Amds.  I  deny 
utterly  the  statement  of  the  right  rev. 
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Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough)  the 
other  night,  that  if  abstract  justice  ie  to 
be  done  to  Ireland  we  should  devote  this 
money  te  the  esteblishment  of  the  Church 
of   the  majority  of   the   people.      Uy 


Lords,  I  am  in  favour  of  Established 
Churches,  where  they  have  grown  up 
with  the  nation,  and  are  intimately  con- 
nected with  associations  and  feelings  and 
the  memories  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  ;  but  my  firm  oonviction  is  that, 
in  the  present  condition  of  things,  where- 
ever  Established  Churches  have  ceased 
to  be  in  that  position,  the  only  alter- 
native is  free  Churches,  uneatablished 
and  unendowed.  As  regards  the  des- 
tination we  recommend,  I  b^  leave 
te  point  out  that  the  money,  as  we  pro- 
pose te  deal  with  it,  is  at  least  distrUm- 
ted  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  Irish 
people,  without  distinction  of  aect  or  of 
Church — distributed  equally  and  fairly 
over  the  whole  surface  of  Ireland, 
wherever  onavoidable  misfortune  may 
be  found.  And  on  a  higher  ground 
I  claim  that  our  application  ia  the 
best  and  wisest  that  could  be  made. 
Much  stress  has  been  laid  in  the  oouzee 
of  this  debate  upon  the  sacredness  of 
ecclesiastical  property ;  but  I  will  venture 
to  affirm,  and  challenge  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates te  deny,  that  the  great  Reformers 
uniformly  laid  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  the  ancient  property  of  the  Church 
might,  with  equal  justice  and  equal  re- 
gard to  religious  prinoiple,  be  devoted  to 
tiie  maintenance  of  the  clergy  or  the 
relief  of  unavoidable  suffering.  The 
Beformers  of  Scotland  wished  that  ecde- 
aiastical  property  should  be  given  te 
the  relief  of  the  poor.  Now,  it  was  ob- 
jected to  the  proposal  to  devote  these 
funds  to  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  the 
ordinary  acceptation  of  the  term,  be- 
cause we  have  already  poor  houses  es- 
tablished by  law ;  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  therefore  suggested,  and 
that  suggestion  has  been  adopted  in  tiie 
Bill,  that  you  should  devote  this  money 
to  unavoidable  suffering  in  a  manner 
which  will  not  relieve  the  owners  of 
property  or  other  payers  of  rates,  but  go 
to  supply  luxuries  for  the  poor  as  dis- 
tinct from  their  necenfiities  ;  for,  my 
Lords,  there  is  a  wide  difference  between 
tlie  necessities  of  the  poor  as  defined  by 
the  Poor  Law  and  the  necessities  of  the 
poor  as  they  should  be  provided  for  in 
a  Christian  country.  To  supply  these 
latter  necessities  I  maintain  to  De  a  pe^ 
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feotl;  le^timate  application  of  Ghorch 
proper^.  Another  argument  has  been 
stated,  or  hinted  at,  now  and  then 
by  Bome  noble  Lords  in  the  ci)ime  of 
this  diaciiMion,  to  the  effect  that  our 
proposal  would  relieve  the  landown- 
ers. I  quite  admit  that  there  can  be 
no  relief  pven  to  any  parish  but  some 
portion  of  it  will  ultimately  go  to  benefit 
tiie  landownera ;  but  I  say  with  regard 
to  those  in  Ireland  that  it  is  not  true  that 
the  rates  levied  upon  the  occupier  are 
wholly  paid  by  the  landlord.  A  very 
large  portion  of  these  burdens  are  not 
only  paid  nominally,  but  reaUy,  by  the 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland.  No  doubt 
in  certain  ciicumetances,  where  the  rental 
of  land  is  determined  by  absolute  free 
trade,  I  admit  that  the  ultimate  bene- 
fit of  a  remission  would  go  into  the 
hands  of  the  landowner  j  but  we  know 
that  in  a  very  lai^  portion  of  Ireland 
the  oonditionB  of  holdings  are  regu- 
lated by  cuatoma^  rents,  end  in  these 
cases  tie  remission  would  not  go  to 
the  landlord.  I  believe  it  has  been 
found  as  a  £act  by  the  officers  deputed 
by  the  Government  to  inquire  into  this 
matter  that  the  coun^  cess  is  levied  on 
the  very  poorest  of  the  peasantry,  and 
that  whatever  relief  is  given  by  this 
measure  to  payers  (rf  county  cess  will  be 
given,  to  a  very  large  extent,  to  the  poor- 
est occupiers.  This,  then,  being  an  in- 
direct, and,  I  must  say,  not  a  very  f^, 
attempt  to  induce  your  Lordships  to  re- 
scind the  voto  you  gave  the  other  night 
upon  the  question  of  ooncurrent  endow- 
ment, I  trust  the  Oommlttee  will  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  but  confirm  the  Resolution 
of  the  other  House  to  apply  the  fimdsto 
a  just  and  legitimate  porpose. 

LoBD  CACENS  :  Wiai  reference  to 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  that  this  Amendment 
was  devised  with  a  view  to  cateh  the 
votes  of  the  whole  of  the  minority  and  a 
large  portion  of  the  majority  of  those 
who  voted  on  the  pn^toeal  of  the  noble 
Duke  on  the  crose-Benches  (the  Duke  of 
Cleveland),  I  b^  leave  to  stato  that  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  Committee 
was  placed  by  me  upon  the  Paper  before 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke  was 
placed  there. 

The  MABQtTBBS  OF  SAUSBURT :  My 
Lords,  of  all  the  false  charges  ever  le> 
veiled  against  any  public  man  the  ac- 
cusation against  my  noble  and  learned 


1B69] 


Church  Bin. 


I^end  (Lord  Cairns)  of  a  desire  to  en- 
dow the  Irish  priest  is  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary.  I  do  not  think  Uie  oouree 
my  noble  and  learned  Fnend  induced 
his  party  to  take  the  other  night  can  be 
produced  as  evidence  in  support  of  the 
chai^ ;  in  my  opinion,  that  course  most 
have  convinced  everybody  who  is  capa- 
ble of  ^timating  character  of  the  deep 
sincerity  with  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  holds  the  views  he  snp- 
jKtrta.  Now,  I  wish  to  state  to  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  that,  al- 
though I  have  a  feeling  in  favour  of 
what  be  is  pleased  to  cul  "  concurrent 
endowment  — words  which  are  scarcely 
grammatical  and  I  am  sure  wholly  inap- 
plicable— I,  for  one,  should  have  voted 
against  this  clause  as  it  stands,  because 
it  would  not  really  enact  what  it  is  ap- 
parently designed  to  carry  out,  and  be- 
cause it  is  indeed  another  example  of 
that  which,  with  all  tenderness  for  the 
feelings  of  noble  Lords  opposite,  I  must 
call  the  conjuring  tricks  of  this  Bill, 
The  noble  Ihike  has  dwelt  in  eloquent 
terms  upon  the  duty  of  providing  for  the 
poor ;  and  before  the  Bill  was  so  much 
discussed  in  the  House,  it  was  oneof  the 
great  subjects  on  which  the  Uinistry 
congratulated  themselves,  that  they  had 
discovered  such  noble  means  of  disposing 
of  the  difficulty  of  the  surplus.  Since 
the  BUI  has  been  submitted  to  criticism 
here,  we  have  heard  less  of  this ;  but 
we  have  heard  a  little  to-night,  and  it 
is  necessary  to  come  down  from  the 
heights  of  enthusiasm  in  which  the  noble 
Diue  has  indulged  to  consider  the  mere 
words  of  the  clause  he  has  recommended 
to  your  Lordships.  Now,  in  the  first 
place,  although  there  are  five  different 
objects  named  to  which  this  surplus  may 
be  applied,  there  is  no  limit  fixed  to  the 
sums  which  may  be  applied  to  any  given 
object;  the  sum  of  £200,000  which  isto 
be  applied  to  lunatic  asylums  is  entirely 
mythical ;  it  is  not  in  the  Bill  at  all,  and 
the  Queen  in  Council  may,  under  this 
clause,  apply  the  whole  surplus  to  in- 
firmaries and  hospitals.  The  noble  Duke 
said  the  funds  would,  imder  the  clause, 
be  devoted  to  providing  for  the  luxuries 
of  the  poor,  and  he  has  also  spoken  of 
the  funds  being  confined  to  the  allevia- 
tion of  unavoidable  calamities.  Whe- 
ther luna(7  is  one  of  the  luxuries  of  the 
poor  I  will  not  now  discuss.  The  clause 
says  that  the  surplus  shall  be  applied, 
first,  "to  the  support  of  infirmaries, 
[CimffittfM — Clauie  68. 
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hospitals,  and  lunatic  af^lnniB  ; "  but  it  i  to  the  Government  to  dispose  of.    The 


does  not  stop  there — it  goes*  on  to  say, 
"  in  exoneration  of  die  grand  juiy  cess, 
or  other  assessment  in  lieu  thereof."  I 
am  justified  in  saying  that  not  one  farth- 
ing of  this  surplus  wiU  he  applied  to  in- 
firmaries, hoepitale,  and  lunatic  asylums, 
because  it  is  merely  applied  in  Ueu  oi 
other  money  already  applied  to  these 
objects,  and,  therefore,  to  the  relief  of 
those  who  pay.  I  apprehend  that  this 
is  true,  that  if  the  cess  or  rate  varies 
from  year  to  year,  a  great  proportion  of 
the  variation  will  come  out  of  the  pocket 
of  the  occupier,  because  the  landlord 
does  not  alter  the  rent  every  time  the 
rate  is  altered ;  but  if  a  provision  is 
made  vhich  materially  reduces  the 
amount  of  the  rate,  then,  if  the  landlord 
is  to  retain  any  power  over  the  tenant 
at  all,  I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  any 
country  in  the  vorld  the  landlord  will 
get  the  benefit.  There  le  no  doubt  there 
are  things  in  Ireland  which  interfere 
with  the  discretion  of  a  landlord,  who  is 
not  Hkely  to  raise  his  rent  if  he  stands 
a  chance  of  being  shot  next  day.  I 
mwntain,  however,  that  under  the  clause, 
as  it  stands,  the  whole  of  this  money, 
for  aught  that  we  know,  will  go  into 
into  the  poo^ts  of  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land. 'Hiatalonewouldbe,  tomymind, 
a  sufficient  reason  for  postponing  the 
dietributioa  of  the  surplus  until  the  Go- 
vernment have  a  better  scheme  to  pro- 
pose. I  object  entirely  to  placing,  with- 
out precaution,  so  lai^  a  sum  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  Government. 
You  have  not  done  it  before ;  and  if  it 
were  your  own  money  you  would  not  do 
it  now.  Ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
place  £8,000,000  on  the  Estimates  io 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
to  be  disposed  of  by  the  Queen  in  Coun- 
cil in  the  promotion  of  any  particular 
object,  and  the  idea  would  be  laughed 
at.  If  you  will  not  do  it  with  your  own 
money,  why  will  you  do  it  with  this 
Irish  money?  So  far  from  pacifying 
Ireland,  it  seems  to  me  you  will  give 
the  Irish  an  idea  that  instead  of  passing 
a  Bill  to  meet  their  condition  you  are 
simply  getting  rid  of  an  awkward  ques- 
tion, we  are  to  place  this  unprece- 
dented trust  in  the  Government  for  the 
sake  of  peace.  We  may  buy  peace  too 
dearly ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  to  avoid 
an  annual  discussion  on  the  Estimates 
tiie  House  of  Commons  would  be  pre- 
pared to  give  millions  of  ordinary  taxes 
27U  JTorgtMM  of  Satttbury 


plan  of  the  Government  wUl  not  produce 
peace.  Do  you  think  you  are  closing 
this  question  ?  Do  you  think  it  can  be 
closed  as  long  as  lunatics  hold  property 
by  virtue  of  what  is  well  described  by 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  as 
revolution?  It  will  be  a  revolutionair 
title  by  which  they  will  hold  it,  and  sudh 
a  title  is  proverbially  unsafe,  for  it  will 
be  as  easy  to  disestablish  and  disendow 
the  lunatics  as  it  is  to  disendow  the  Irish 
Protestant  Church.  I  am  convinced  that 
as  long  as  the  wants  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priests  in  Ireland  are  not  met,  as 
long  as  they  are  forced  to  rely  upon  the 
contributions  which  they  can  wring  &om 
the  most  indigent  population  in  the 
world,  so  long  will  the  question  be  liable 
to  be  re.opened  by  agitation.  The  noble 
Duke  tola  us  he  was  abstractedly  in  fa- 
vour of  concurrent  endowment,  but  could 
not  support  it  on  account  of  the  circum- 
stances in  which  we  were  placed  at  pre- 
sent. 

The  IhniE  of  AEGYLL  :  I  did  not 
say  I  was  abstractedly  in  favour  of  it. 

The  MARflDESs  of  SALISBUET  : 
Well,  the  noble  Duke  said  there  was  a 

food  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  it, 
ut  really  in  the  present  state  of  circum- 
stances it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  it.  The  obvious  course 
is  fo  wait  until  the  present  circumstancea 
have  passed  by.  If  you  are  placed  in 
this  most  unfortimate  condition  that  you 
cannot  legislate  according  to  your  own 
conscientious  convictionB,  if  you  are 
obliged  to  legislate  according  to  the  con- 
victions of  the  Nonconformists,  surely  it 
is  most  desirable  to  put  off  to  a  more 
convenient  season  the  settlement  of  every 
question  that  can  be  postponed,  and  to 
wait  for  a  more  fortunate  state  of  things 
than  that  in  which  the  Government  is 
obhged  to  accept  measures  at  the  hands 
of  the  Liberation  Society.  I  am  anxious 
to  lend  a  hand  to  the  Government  in  ex- 
tricating them  from  their  difficulty.  I 
fully  disbelieve  that  the  course  you  are 
invited  to  take  by  this  Amendment  will, 
the  end,  produce  more  agitation  than 
the  course  the  Government  are  asking 
you  to  take,  though  it  might  produce 
more  if  the  Oovemmont  were  to  take  a 
reasonable  view.  If  you  leave  the  dis- 
position of  the  surplus  open,  that  will 
not  produce  so  mudi  irritation  upon  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  as  it  will 
if  you  tell  them  that  you  are  irrevocably 
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detennined  &at  those  whom  they  most 
lore  shall  hare  no  share  in  the  dispoeal 
(rf  thwe  funds.  Not  only  because  delay 
will  g^re  an  opportunity  to  deal  in  a 
statosmaulike  manner  with  the  question 
in  the  future,  not  only  because  it  will 
nre  time  to  the  public  to  complete  the 
uiange  of  opinion  that  is  progresBing  so 
rapiSy,  but  also  because  it  will  be  on 
the  whole  a  measure  tending  to  produce 
peace  in  Ireland  I  recommend  your 
Lordships  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Cairns). 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELET  :  Not- 
withstanding the  pleasure  with  which 
we  always  listen  to  my  noble  Friend  (the 
MarquesB  of  Salisbury)  I  think  most  of 
your  Lordships  will  be  disposed  to  say 
you  hare  heard  enough  of  pleasantries 
about  lunatics.  As  far  as  my  Colleagues 
and  myself  are  concerned,  we  would  be 
the  last  to  resent  a  joke  at  our  expense 
on  the  subject  of  the  lunatic  asylimis  of 
Ireland.  Howerer  easy  it  may  be  to 
make  a  joke,  the  matter  is  for  too  serious 
to  deserve  to  be  treated  with  levity  in 
this  House.  As  regards  the  dispos^  of 
this  surplus,  I  would  remind  the  House 
of  what  was  said  by  a  noble  Marquess 
on  the  cross-Benohes  (the  Marquess  of 
Claoricarde).  He  knows  Ireland  and 
the  feelings  of  the  people  well ;  and  I 
was  struck  by  the  statement  he  made. 
He  said — "  As  far  as  I  know  the  Irish 
people,  what  they  would  desire  is  that 
this  surplus  should  be  applied  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  rate."  Well,  I  appre- 
hend our  phm  is  not  obnoxious  to  the 
charge  tl^t  it  will  merely  relieve  the 

The  Mamtjebb  of  CLANKICAEDB 
interposing,  remarked,  that  what  he  said 
was  the  application  of  the  surplus  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  rate  would  be  most 
popular.  

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELET :  I  am 
obliged  to  the  noble  Marquess.  He  said 
that  the  most  popular  plan  would  be 
to  reliere  the  poor  rate;  and  what  is 
most  popular  I  suppose  is  that  which 
will  most  benefit  the  people.  f'No, 
no !  "]  That  certainly  is  my  notion  ;  it 
seems  in  Ireland  it  is  otherwise ;  having 
been  in  that  country  sometimes,  perhaps 
I  ought  to  have  known  better.  It  hap- 
pens, singularly  enough,  that  while  the 
poor  rate  is  paid  half  by  the  landlords 
and  half  by  me  tonasta,  the  county  cess 
is  paid  entirely  by  the  tenants,  and  this 
is  a  yeiy  great  grievance  with  the  small 
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occnpiers  throughout  Ireland ;  because 

this  coimty  cess  falls  veiy  heavily  upon 
them,  and  because  the  county  cess  is 
paid  for  the  support  of  institutions  such 
as  infirmaries,  which  are  not  used  so 
much  by  the  very  poorest  as  by  the  class 
who  can  avoid  resort  to  the  workhouse, 
e  our  plan  ia  not  calculated  so 
much  to  give  direct  relief  to  the  land- 
lords as  to  give  sensible  relief  to  the 
occupiers.  iS  has  been  urged  as  an  ob- 
jection that  the  nurses  to  be  provided 
will  be  principally  nuns ;  but  seeing  that 
it  ia  int^ded  the  greater  number  of  them 
shall  be  midwives,  I  think  it  is  impro- 
bable they  will  belong  to  the  class 
named.  As  regards  lunatic  asylums,  it 
is  perfectly  true,  as  the  Bill  states,  that 
the  money  to  be  expended  is  to  go  in 
exoneration  of  the  grand  jury  cess,  and 
wiU  be  about  £185,000;  but 
some  of  the  other  objects  are  not  in  ex- 
oneration of  the  coimty  cess,  and  they 
will  be  provided  out  of  tiie  surplus.  One 
of  these  is  the  increase  in  the  supply  of 
nurses  for  workhouses,  and  an  increase 
in  the  number  has  been  strongly  recom- 
mended by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 
There  are  considerable  provisions  for 
the  deaf,  the  dumb,  and  the  blind,  with 
whom  I  suppose  your  lAidships  will 
have  considerable  sympatiiy.  The  Census 
Commissioners  both  of  1851  and  1861 
strongly  recommended  that  some  pro- 
vision should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  education  of  these  classes. 
These  are  some  of  the  objects  to  which 
the  suipluB  is  applied,  and  I  confess  I 
think  they  are  very  legitimate  objects. 
But  then  the  noble  Marquess  opposite, 
after  expressing  bis  regret,  as  nearly 
all  the  speakers  have  done,  at  the  deci- 
sion at  which  the  Committee  arrived  the 
other  evening  on  the  question  of  what 
has  been  called  concurrent  endowment, 
or,  to  adopt  the  phraseolo^  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  {the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol),  co-ordinate  grants,  advocates 
the  adoption  of  this  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  it  will  afford  the  people  of 
this  coimtry  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  subject.  But  the  noble  Marquess 
will  probably  recognize  the  quotation, 
"  Rtutieut  expectat,  and  that  is  really 
about  the  course  of  public  opinion  on 
this  subject.  And  now,  my  Ixirds,  that 
we  have  nearly  concluded  the  considera- 
tion of  the  clauses,  has  it  not  occurred 
to  some  noble  Lords  to  consider  as  a 
whole  the  course  which  this  House  haa 
2  8  {CommiitM—Clautt  68. 


1251 


Iriih 


[LORDS ) 


Chtireh  Sm. 


1253 


adopted  with  regard  to  this  BUI  ?  Tow 
passed  the  second  reading,  but  you  have 
adopted  Amendment  after  Amendment 
utterly  inconaistent  with  the  principle 
and  the  framework  of  this  Bill;  and  I 
ask  the  House  seriously  to  consider  whe- 
ther the  Bill,  in  its  present  state,  when 
it  comes  to  be  sent  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons  is  likely  to  meet  with  their 
approval  ?  When  your  Lordships,  as  I 
thought  wisely,  assented  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  I  hailed  your  deci- 
sion with  satisfaction,  because  I  believed 
that  whatever  Amendments  you  might 
think  fit  to  adopt  in  alleviation  of  any 
hardships  which  vou  might  believe  likely 
to  reBoIt  firom  tiie  Bill,  you  would,  at 
all  events,  take  care  that  the  Amend- 
ments would  not  be  so  wide  in  their 
scope — that  the  Amendments  demanded 
for  the  Church  would  not  be  so  ex- 
orbitantly lai^  and  would  not  be  so 
manifestly  inconsistent  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill — as  to  preclude  their  accept- 
ance by  the  other  House.  I  ask  you 
not  to  add  another  stone  to  the  ed^e 
which  you  have  constructed — an  edifice 
which  I  do  not  think  likely  to  stand.  I 
^k  you  whether  it  will  not  at  all  events 
be  better  to  send  down  this  Bill  without 
another  Amendment  directly  in  opposi- 
tion to  what  the  other  House  has  agreed 
to,  without  an  Amendment  which,  what- 
ever the  fate  of  other  Amendments  may 
be,  will,  I  am  convinced,  never  be 
adopted  by  the  other  House  ? 

EiBL  GREY:  My  Lords,  I  desire  to 
remind  your  Lordships  what  this  clause 
really  means.  The  noble  Earl  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  entirely  ignored  the 
objection  as  to  the  very  lai^  discretion- 
ary power  placed  by  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  As  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbui^)  has  said,  the 
clause  is  very  vague  as  to  the  proportions 
in  which  the  property  maybe  applied  to 
the  various  purposes  mentioned  in  the 
Bill,  and  it  ie  also  vague  as  regards  the 
parts  of  the  countir  where  it  maybe  ap- 
plied. And  therefore,  my  Lords,  mark 
the  enormous  facility  for  jobbing  which 
is  afforded  by  this  clause.  The  moment 
this  Bill  ie  passed  there  will  be  an  appli- 
cation, perhapa  from  an  institution  of 
one  kind  in  the  county  of  Cork,  and  per- 
liaps  from  another  of  a  totally  different 
character  in  the  county  of  Westmeath. 
A  popular  preacher  in  one  part  of  the 
oountiy  will  ui^  the  claims  of  the  insti- 
tution in  which  he  takes  a  particular  in- 
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terest,  while  a  man  of  influence  in  an- 
other part  will  enforce  the  claims  of  some 
other  institution  which,  in  his  opinion, 
deserves  support.  Nay,  more,  me  in- 
habitants of  one  part  of  the  country  will 
be  engaged  In  a  contest  with  those  of 
another  part,  with  a  view  to  deciding  who 
shall  have  the  largest  share  in  the  pro- 

Eerty.  Now,  it  is  well  known  to  your 
ordships  that,  for  many  years — both  un- 
der the  present  and  the  former  Govern- 
ments of  France — it  bos  been  evident  that 
the  great  engine  of  electoral  influence 
has  been  the  power  of  dealing  with  com- 
peting local  interests.  Now,  there  is 
certainly  nothing  in  the  Act  to  prevent 
the  employment  of  an  organized  system 
of  electoral  corruption.  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  suppose  that  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  or  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  woidd  exercise  any  such  power 
if  they  could  use  it,  but  we  know  very 
well  that  they  have  no  freeholds  in  their 
offices.  We  do  not  know  who  will  suc- 
ceed them,  and  it  is  contrary  to  all 
sound  constitutional  principles  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment a  power  so  extensive  and  one  so 
capable  of  being  abused.  Again,  as  the 
noole  Marquess  observed,  you  do  not 
vote  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000  in  a 
lump  sum  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Army,  and  allow  the  Glovemment  to 
make  "ducks  and  drakes"  of  what  you 
grant.  On  the  contrary,  day  by  day  the 
system  is  becoming  more  strict,  and  the 
Government  is  every  day  obliged  to 
specify  with  greater  preciseness  the  par- 
ticular manner  in  which  the  money  is 
to  be  expended.  I  aay  that  the  foolit^ 
which  this  Bill  gives  to  the  Government 
for  abuse,  and  Uie  total  want  of  clear- 
ness and  preciseness  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  money  is  hereafW  to  he 
applied,  are  decisive.  I  do  not  deny 
that  there  is  much  force  in  the  aMpi- 
ment  employed  by  the  noble  Earl  (&rl 
GranviUe)  as  to  the  inconvenience  that 
wUl  result  from  leaving  this  money  to 
be  scrambled  for,  and  I  only  regret 
that  by  a  former  decision  we  prevented 
the  definite  application  of  a  large  por- 
tion. But,  admitting  that  there  is  much 
ivenience  in  the  result  whidL  the 
noble  Earl  deprecates,  you  will  not  get 
rid  of  it  by  the  clause  as  it  has  come 
down  to  us  from  the  other  House,  The 
utmost  that  it  will  do  will  be  to  transfer 
the  scramble  from  the  walls  of  Parlia- 
ment to  the  room  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
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I  beliere  tliat  that  Bcramble,  dangerous 
as  it  IB,  will  be  lesa  dangerous  if  the 
distributioii  is  made  in  public  and  before 
the  eyes  of  the  country,  than  it  would  be 
if  it  were  to  be  made  in  secret  and  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and  your 
Jjordships  must  remember  that  by  ac- 
cepting this  clause  you  do  nothing  to 
Ererent  applications  being  made  to  Far- 
ament.  You  cannot  for  some  time 
actually  spend  the  money  which  will  be 
at  your  disposal,  and  application  will 
meanwhile  be  made  to  Parliament,  year 
after  year,  to  ask  you  to  vary  the  mode 
in  whjch  the  money  Is  to  be  distributed. 
That,  I  apprehend,  will  be  the  conse- 
quence, and  I  do  not  believe  the  incon- 
venience will  be  greater  under  the  Bill 
as  amended  in  the  manner  now  proposed 
than  it  would  be  in  the  present  shape. 
There  appears  to  havo  been  an  evident 
determination  to  do  anything  in  the  world 
with  the  money;  to  throw  it  away  in  any 
possible  and  conceivable  manner  rather 
than  to  allow  the  priesthood  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  to  derive  any 
benefit  from  it ;  and,  my  Lords,  I  must 
repeat  what  I  have  before  said,  that  the 
result  is  to  make  this  measure  a  measure 
not  of  conciliation  and  peace,  but  of 
&esh  injury  and  injustice  to  Ireland. 

V"^'.  GBANYnJjE  apol<^ed  for 
^ain  rising  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, but  he  felt  bound  to  deny  that  this 
money  was  to  be  disposed  of  in  the  room 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland.  If 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  (Jrey)  would  look  at 
the  Bill  he  would  see  ikai  it  was  to  be 
entrusted  to  the  management,  not  of  any 
political  body,  but  of  a  permanent  body 
— gamely,  the  Poor  Law  Conmussioners 
of  Ireland. 

V.kTLT.  GBE7 observed  that  the  money 
was  to  be  distributed,  it  was  true,  hy  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  but  under 
the  direction  of  Her  Majesty  in  Council. 
The  Earl  of  KDUBBELET  said,  he 
would  refer  their  Lordships  to  the  word- 
ing of  the  clause,  whidL  showed  that  on 
the  issue  of  an  Order  in  Council  the  pro- 
perty vested  in  the  Church  Commission- 
ers, should  be  applied  under  the  man- 
agement and  control  of  the  Poor  Law 
ComniiBSsioners,  to  the  objects  enumer- 
ated in  the  clause.  The  latter  part  of 
the  clause  said  that  the  Commissioners 
might,  from  time  ta  time,  report  to  Her 
Majesty  whether  there  was  any  income 
avulable  for  the  purposes  named,  and 
such  portion  of  income  should  be  applied 


' ' '  under  such  mana^ment  and  control  as 
aforesaid."  The  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners would  therefore  control  and  ma- 
nage the  funds. 

The  Eael  of,  LUCAN  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Chief  Seeretair  for  Ire- 
land was  ex-ogieio  a  member  of  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  Commission. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  oi  the 
Clause  ?  —  Their  Lordships  divided :  — ■ 
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jority 70- 
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Then  on  Question?  the  proposed 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Words  ineerted  accordingly. 

ViacouwT  LIFFOED  moved  to  in- 
sert at  the  end  of  the  clause  the  pro- 
TiBo  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
The  proposal  he  now  made  had  not  beea 
submitted  to  either  House,  and  fas 
thought  some  such  plan  was  essential. 
Considerable  improvements  Itad  been 
made  b;  their  Lordships  in  the  provisioii 
for  the  fiiture  Church  of  Ireland,  though, 
in  his  opinion,  those  Amendments  had 
been  greatly  endangered  by  being  con- 
fined to  one  side.  Two  follacies  had 
been  propounded  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion— one,  that  a  large  amount  of 
money  would  come  to  the  Irish  Church 
as  the  result  of  capitalizing ;  the  other, 
that  the  same  results  would  follow  in 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  as  in  that 
of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland.  Now 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  oonntrie* 
were  entirely  different,  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  analogy  could  bo  drawn 
between  the  two  cases.  He  hod  no 
doubt  that  many  lai^  Protestant  pro- 
prietors would  have  chapels  of  uieir 
own,  and  in  the  large  towns  prop?'  pro- 
vision might  be  nmde  for  the  Church  ; 
but  what  would  happen  to  the  poor  in. 
the  wilds  of  Connemara  or  Keny  ?  Hoir 
coiild  they  receive  any  succour  except  hy 
means  of  a  plan  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment? He  believed  that  if  Mr.  Pitt 
could  have  carried  out  his  views  on  this 
ciuestion  the  present  BQl  would  never 
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have  boen  called  for.  But  a  greater 
Btateaman  than  Pitt,  Fox,  Castlereagli, 
or  Sir  Bobert  Feel  had  expremed  an 
opinion  on  "  letvelling  up,"  which  vonld 
TOobably  rather  surprise  their  Lordahipe. 
Be  saw  the  GIrand  Haeter  of  the  Orange- 
men present,  and  knew  he  would  be  true 
to  hia  colours,  and  to  the  ^orioiis,  pious, 
and  immortal  memory  of  King  William. 
Well,  in  the  letters  to  Dean  Swift,  talk- 
ing of  Irish  refugees,  SirCharies  Wogan 
mote  as  foUows : — 

"  I  hara  often  blamnl  thsir  men  of  cbisf  dii. 
tipetiOQ  ap<l  aento  for  hKTing  rojeoMd  tbe  terms 
oftrad  bj  the  Prince  of  Or>ng«  to  mj  nnole 
T]Toan[iB]  in  faioar  of  the  Iriah  CMfaolioi  in 
Eonml  befon  ths  decisiTS  battle  of  Augbrim. 
Tbe  priaoe  wag  toaobcd  with  the  fate  of  a  gallant 
nation,  that  bad  made  Itseir  a  victim  to  French 
promiiM,  and  ran  headlong  to  it!  ruin  for  theonljp 
porpoee,  in  fact,  of  HdTanoiof  the  Frenuh  eoo- 

JOMti  in  the  NatheTlanda  under  the  biour  of  that 
Qpelese  diremion  in  Irelund,  which  gave  work 
enough  to  40,000  of  the  beat  troops  of  the  Grand 
Alliance  of  Augabnrg.  He  longrd  to  find  himself 
U  the  head  of  the  Confederat*  armr  with  so 
•trong  ■  reinfoTcement.  In  thia  aniietj,  he  of- 
fered the  Iriah  Catbolica  the  free  oierciae  of  their 
religion,  half  the  churches  of  the  kingdom,  half 
the  emplojmaDta,  civil  and  military,  too,  if  thej 
plotaad,  u4  eren  the  nioietj  of   their  ancient 


He  believed  the  Lnsh  people  cared  no- 
thing about  this  Bill ;  uioogh  now  they 
would,  of  course,  be  disappointed  if  it 
did  not  pass.  The  result  of  the  Bill 
would  be  that  hereafter  'an  old  man 
might  point  to  a  ruined  glebe  house  in 
some  remote  part  of  the  country,  and 
say — "That  came  of  a  measure  which 
we  Hiought  would  give  us  religious  li- 
berty, but  which  ended  in  the  ruin  oi 
that  house,  where  there  lived  a  kindly 
and  K^uerons  gentleman,  whose  glebe 
now  oelpa  to  support  Itmatio  aa^uma 
which  would  have  been  supported  if  the 
measure  had  never  passed."  Now,  if 
not  less  than  ten  acres  of  land  were 
given  in  the  way  he  proposed,  such  a 
grant  would  serve  as  a  nucleus  for  the 
support  of  future  clei^fymen,  which 
would  go  far  to  remedy  the  evil  he  ap- 

Khended  in  the  remote  districts  of 
land.  It  would  be  said  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  assent  to 
this  Amendment.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Amendment  would  make  the  Bill  mon 
secure  than  it  was  before.  But  if  thii 
House  engaged  in  a  conflict  ivith  the 
House  of  Commons,  they  could  not  do 
so  in  a  juster  cause  than  this  attempt  to 
introduce  religioua  equalih"  in  Ireland — 
an  attempt  which  would   place    their 


Lordships  in  advance  of  the  other  House 
upon  tSis  question.  Having  said  so 
much  in  support  of  the  proviso,  he  would 
leave  it  in  their  Lordships'  hands  to  be 
dealt  with  as  they  thought  best. 


("  Provided  always,  that  prior  to  TOoh  report 
and  such  application  above  mentioned,  the  com- 
missioners shall,  so  tax  aa  the  propertf  at  their 
dltpaaal  may  permit,  vest  in  the  said  char«h  body 
ten  aorei  of  land  free  of  charge  and  oosta  for  the 
nee  and  benefit  fbr  ever  of  eaeh  incnmbent  of  a 
parish  or  union  of  pariabea  while  he  shall  per- 
tbnn  the  duties  thereof  in  person  or  \>j  deputy. 

"  And  the  commiBsioncra  Bhall  likewiao,  on  the 
applioatian'of  the  Roman  Catbolio  archbishop  or 
bishop  acting  aa  such  tn  eiich  district  or  dioceae. 
Teat  in  traataea  to  be  named  by  anch  archbiihop 
or  bishop  ten  acres  of  land  for  the  use  and  benefit 
for  ever  of  the  Roman  Catholic  parish  pricat  act- 
ing aa  suflh  in  each  pariah  or  union  of  pariabea. 

"  And  the  comraisaionera  ahall,  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  general  asscmblj.  synod,  or  presby- 
tery of  the  nan-oon forming  Presbyterian  oongre- 
gationa  of  Ireland  who  have  been  in  receipt  of 
Regium  Donum,  veat  in  troatees  to  be  named  bj 
the  said  general  assembly,  synod,  or  presbytery 
ten  acrea  of  land  for  the  use  and  benefit  for  ever 
of  the  minister  of  each  anch  oongrecalion  obieh 
baa  been  in  the  receipt  of  Reginm  Doonni.")^ 
(Tht  Fueoxnt  Liffotd). 

LoED  HOUGHTON  said,  he  felt 
strongly  upon  this  subject,  which  waa 
one  brought  by  him  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  many  years  ago, 
but  he  had  not  addressed  their  Lord- 
ships upon  it  now,  for  his  feelings  had 
been  represented  in  speeches  of  singular 
eloquence  and  by  men  of  such  high  po- 
sition and  influence,  that  he  could  not 
conceive  that  their  words  would  be  will- 
ingly lot  die.  With  regard  to  the  de- 
cision just  given,  he  could  not  regret  it, 
though  a  general  supporter  of  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  because 
it  indicated,  in  the  strongest  manner, 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
disposal  of  the  surplus  fimds  of  the 
Church,  aa  recommended  by  the  Qovern- 
ment,  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  There  had  been  a 
great  change  in  public  opinion  on  this 

S[uestion.  At  the  time  to  which  he  re- 
erred,  the  moderate  and  just  proposals 
for  a  grant  to  Maynpoth  ezdtm  in  this 
country  a  storm  of  indignation  against 
Sir  Eobert  Feel.  Now,  last  night,  a 
great  majority  of  tlieir  Jjordships  ap- 
proved the  proposal  to  make  a  grant  to 
Maj-nooth,  not  even  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  but  from  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church.  Such  a  change  of 
[_Coiiimi//ee — Clause  68, 
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feeling  was  one  to  be  regarded  irith  im- 
mixed  satisfaction.  T£at  queBtion  of 
coDcmrent  endowment  lie  believed  would 
make  progress  in  thia  country,  and  there- 
fore he  thouglit  it  was  wise  to  defer  the 
distribution  of  the  large  funds  that  would 
be  raised  under  the  operattou  of  this 
Bill. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Coi 
tee)  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ayreed  to. 

Eael  stanhope  moved  a  clause 
providing  for  the  preservation 
Observatory  at  Annagh,  which  was 
founded  in  1 791 ,  and  endowed  out  of  the 
profits  arising  &om  certain  rectorial 
tithes  and  other  sources.  The  Observa- 
ioiy  had  since  been  conducted  in  the 
most  excellent  manner,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived from  General  Sabine,  President 
of  the  Eoyal  Society,  a  letter  in  which 
he  expressed  his  opinion  that  this  insti- 
tution was  second  only  to  one  of  its  kind 
in  Europe — namely,  to  that  at  Green- 
wich. It  had  been  enriched  both  as  re- 
gards endowments  and  instruments  by 
tiie  munificence  of  successive  Primates ; 
but  it  depended  greatly  for  its  due  sup- 
port on  certain  rectorial  tithes  which 
under  this  Bill  would  be  diverted  from 
it.  He  desired  to  secure  to  the  trustees 
the  full  benefit  of  their  lease,  which  was 
of  the  kind  described  as  "customarily 
renewable" — oneofmanysucbin  thesee 
of  Armagh.  It  was  of  great  importance 
to  promote  science  in  a  countir  where 
hitherto  it  had  been  but  little  cultivated, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  accept  the  clause  of  which 
he  nad  given  notice. 

Moved,  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 
("WhercM  ths  tniileca  of  tbe  ObierTttlory  at 
Antingh  hold  B  lente  or  the  rectorikl  tilbei  ofth* 
pari'h  of  Cirlingrord,  caltomnritir  renewable  bj 
tha  See  of  Armagh,  nnd  uiidcr  the  pro'iiioni  of 
this  Bill  such  Icnaa  will  cease  to  be  rencxnble, 
and  tho  aforcanid  tcientlfio  inatitution  be  deprived 
of  ■  portian  of  the  nnnuDl  tncorne  imilable  for  its 
■upport.  it  ii  hereb/  provided  that  tbe  cummii- 
alonen  ahnll  pty  to  tho  truatecs  of  the  aaid  inati- 
tatioD  auch  aum  nt  ahnll  appear  to  Ihem  lo  be  a 
foir  compeniation  for  the  loas  of  the  taid  euatom- 
srj  right  olreiienal.")— (7Ae  Earl  Stanhape). 

LoED  DUFFEEIN  said,  he  could  un- 
derstand the  solicitude  expressed  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Elarl  Stanhope)  on  behalf  of 
the  Observatory  at  Armagh,  and  he  was 
glad  to  have  the  present  opportunity  of 
adding  his  tribute  of  praise  to  so  useful 
an  institution.    He  must,  however,  call 

Lord  Soughtm  I 


attention  to  the  fact  that  the  funds  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Motion  arose  from  pri- 
vate leases  which  had  &om  time  to  tune 
been  granted  to  the  Observatory  by  the 
successive  Primates  of  All  Ireland.  Con- 
sequently the  institution  had  neither  a 
legal  nor  a  vested  claim  to  these  funds, 
which  were,  so  to  speak,  merely  private 
benefactions.  It  would  be  extremely 
inconvenient  if  any  claim  of  this  kind 
were  allowed  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  but,  at  tbe  same  time,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  eay  that  the  claims  of  the  Ar- 
magh Observatory,  as  a  public  institu- 
tion of  very  great  value,  should  receive 
a  favourable  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  when  the  time  for 
such  consideration  arrived. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  had  not 
framed  the  clause  without  consulting  the 
vicar  general  of  the  province  on  the 
subject.  It  was  on  the  express  authority 
of  that  learned  gentleman  that  he  h(^ 
described  the  lease  in  his  Amendment 
as  "customarily  renewable,"  and  he  was 
assured  that  Uiis  description  was  per- 
fectly correct. 

The  T^.*".  of  KIUBESLET  said, 
that  cases  constantly  arose  where  leases 
which  had  been  frequently  renewed  by 
Bishops  were  not  renewed  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners. 

Loud  GAIBNS  suggested  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  postpone  his  proposal 
until  the  Beport.  It  was  desirable  that 
they  shoiild  know  what  the  nature  of  the 
lease  really  was. 

Easi.  STANHOPE  oonaented  to  post- 
pone his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  tbe  Committee) 
mthdraton. 

Clauses  69  to  71  \_Seu>ing  Clamei^. 

Clause  69  (Provision  as  to  Acts  relat- 
ing to  TJnitea  Church  of  England  aad 
Ireland). 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he 
wished  to  move  the  addition  of  a  proviso 
at  tbe  end  of  the  clause,  to  the  effect  that 
all  persons  admitted  to  Holy  Orders  by 
any  Bishop  of  the  Irish  Church  after  it 
ceased  to  be  united  by  law  to  the  ChnnJi 
of  England  should  be  subject,  tnutafit 
mutandit,  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
the  27  and  28  of  the   Queen  touching 

g arsons  admitted  to  Holy  Orders  by-  any 
ishop  of  the  Episcopal  Church  in  Scot- 
land. The  clause,  as  it  now  stood  in 
the  Bill,  would  cause  very  great  incon- 
venience in  future,  and  wouH  abaoIuteEv 
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prohibit  the  dei^  of  the  disestablished 
Irish  Church  from  ministering  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  the  object  of  his  proviso  was 
to  remove  what  he  was  butb  their  Lord- 
ships would  feel  to  be  a  very  great  hard- 
ship to  the  clergy  of  the  Free  Episcopal 
Church  in  Ireland,  especially  as  a  Bo- 
man  Catholic  clergyman,  on  conforming 
and  signing  the  Articles,  could  be  ad- 
mitted without  re-ordination.  The  pro- 
viso would  place  the  clergy  of  that 
Church  on  precisely  the  same  legal 
status,  In  regard  to  officiating  in  Eng- 
land, as  the  clergy  of  the  Sixitch  Epis- 
copal Church  now  held  in  England.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  clergy  ordained  in 
the  Free  Episcopal  Church  of  Ireland 
should  now  be  put  in  an  ascertained 
position,  and  he  thought  the  proper  way 
of  doing  that  was  to  put  tfaem,  as  far  aa 
Act  of  Parliament  went,  in  the  same  po- 
sition as  the  cler^  ordained  in  the  Epis- 
copal Church  in  Scotland. 

THE  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  amd 
BBISTOL  said,  he  thought  it  desirable 
that  some  provision  to  the  same  effect  as 
that  proposed  by  his  right  rev.  Brother 
should  be  inserted  somewhere  in  the 
Bill,  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  quite 
clear  that  that  was  the  proper  place  in 
which  it  should  be  inserted. 

Lord  CAIEN8  said,  he  also  thought 
it  doubtful  whether  that  was  the  most 
convenient  part  of  the  BiU.  to  which  to 
attach  such  a  proviso,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Amendment  were  allowed  to  stand  over 
for  consideration  till  the  Beport.  He 
was  not  at  all  aure  whether,  with  the 
words  proposed,  the  clause,  instead  of 
being  an  enabling,  might  not  be  dis- 
abling clause. 

The  Biseof  of  OXFOBD  consented 
to  postpone  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
tetthdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  70  (Saving  rights  as  to  pro- 
prietary chapels  and  chapels  of  ease) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  71  (Saving  of  Act  of  39  &  40 
Geo.  3,  c.  67)  agreed  to. 

Clause  72  (Interpretation),  with  an 
Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  19  lo  22  [Poww*  of  Church 
after  patting  of  Act."] 

Clause  19  (Bepeal  of  laws  prohibiting 
holding  of  synods,  4c.) 

LoED  CAIENS  said,  he  should  be 
among  tho  first  to  claim  for  tho  Protcst- 
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ant  Episcopal  Church  of  Ireland,  when 
disestablished,  perfect  freedom  in  every 
shape  or  form  from  Parliamentary  inter- 
ference in  regard  to  its  constitution ;  but 
a  difficulty  arose.  In  Ireland  there 
existed  at  this  moment  an  Act  which 
prevented  the  holding  of  any  assembly 
or  convention  of  the  Established  Church. 
This  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  that  Act  of 
Parliament,  and,  so  far,  the  difficulty  as 
to  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  as- 
sembling would  be  removed.  But  a 
fresh  difficulty  then  commenced  with 
which  that  Bi]i  did  not  deal.  The  object 
was  to  enable  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the 
Church  to  assemble  by  their  representa- 
tives before  the  day  arrived  for  its  dis- 
establishment. The  whole  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  lo  provide  that  before 
the  day  of  disestablishment  should 
arrive,  the  Church  might  assemble  and 
make  rules  with  a  view  to  its  future  good 

Kvemment.  The  clergy  and  laity  of 
)land  were  all  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  as  it  stood,  and  they  could 
not  act  in  general  assembly  in  any  way 
but  as  members  of  an  Established 
Church  ought  to  act.  As  an  illustration 
of  the  necessity  of  the  Amendment,  sup- 
pose there  was  at  this  moment  in  this 
country  an  assembly  formed  by  repre- 
sentation or  otherwise  of  laymen  and 
dergy,  some  of  whom  were  so  sanguine 
as  to  hope,  or  perhaps  who  feared,  that 
the  Church  at  a  future  time  might  be 
disestablished,  and  in  that  view  they 
commenced  making  rules  for  their  fiiture 
regulation;  the  vriiole  thing  would  be 
invalid  and  illegal.  Now,  he  wanted  by 
this  Amendment  to  set  free  the  hands  of 
the  cle^y  and  laity  to  make  rules  and 
regulations  for  themselves  before  the 
time  of  disestablishment  should  come. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  8,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  to  add — 

("  And  the  bishops  of  the  said  church,  and  tha 
clergf  and  laitf  of  tha  taid  church  by  (Huh  te- 
presentstioD,  U;  and  cUricnl.  .ind  to  be  elected  ia 
such  maDDcr  as  the;  the  lald  biihops,  olergj,  and 
Isttf  shall  appoint,  may  meet  in  General  SfDod 
or  Coniention,  and  in  audi  General  Sfnod  or 
ConTention  frame  constitutions  and  regulstioni 
for  the  general  management  and  good  govennnent 
of  tho  uid  ohareh,  and  the  property  and  albira 
thereof,  and  the  future  reprrsentnliaD  of  the 
members  thereof  in  Diocesan  Synods,  General 
Con  vocation,  or  otherwise.")— ( Tlie  Lord  Caim). ) 

The  Abchbishop  of  DUBLIN  said, 
the  Irish  clergy  in  general  were  very 
desirous  of  poricct  liberty,  and  that 
there  should  not  be  the  remotest  excuse 
for  anybody  saying  hereafter  that  the 
Irish  Church  in  its  uew  form  was  a 
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State-made  Ghurcli,  having  a  Farlia- 
mentary  title.  On  the  contrary,  though 
they  knew  all  the  difficultiee  which  be- 
set them,  and  that  they  would  feel  the 
weight  of  their  liberty,  they  still  deBired 
to  grow  from  their  own  root  and  build 
upon  their  own  foundation.  All  they 
asked  of  their  Lordships  was  to  do  as 
little  ae  possible  for  them. 

LoBD  BOMILLY  said,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Cairns)  appeared 
to  him  somewhat  mist^en  in  the  law, 
and,  therefore,  he  b^ged  to  state  what 
he  apprehended  would  be  the  position  of 
the  Irish  Church  as  soon  as  this  Bill 
passed,  in  case  nothing  whatever  was 
done  by  the  members  of  that  Church. 
These  persons  doing  nothing  whatever 
would  remain,  if  they  thought  fit  to  re- 
main, members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, bound  by  the  doctrines  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church  of  England,  exactly 
in  the  same  way  as  the  members  of  the 
Church  in  the  colonies  were  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  without  meet- 
ing in  any  Synod  or  Assembly  whatever ; 
and  if  their  doctrine  and  discipline  were 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  any 
court  of  justice,  the  matter  would  be 
determined  by  the  opinion  which  the 
court  of  justice  might  form  of  what  were 
the  doctrines  and  discipline  of  the  Church 
of  England.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
need  not  remain  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  but  might,  if  they  thought 
fit,  meet  and  make  rules  for  themaelves. 
For  instance,  Uie  Scotch  Episcopal 
Church  had  for  a  long  time  remained 
simply  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  did  nothing  but  adopt  ita  doc- 
trines and  discipline.  But,  about  fifty  or 
sixty  years  ago,  they  constituted  a  Synod, 
and  formed  a  long  and  complicated  series 
of  Articles  for  Utemeelves,  which  they 
afterwards  revised  in  1863.  If  their 
doctrines  and  discipline  became  the  sub- 

1'ect  of  judicial  decision  in  a  court  of 
aw,  the  question  would  be  not  whether 
they  were  in  accordance  with  the  doc- 
trines and  discipline  of  the  Church  of 
England,  but  whether  they  were  in  ac- 
cordance with  those  Articles  which  they 
had  framed  for  themselves  and  by  which 
they  had  agreed  to  be  bound ;  accord- 
ingly a  short  time  since  there  had  been 
an  appeal  to  that  House  by  a  gentleman 
who  complained  that  the  rules  made, 
in  1863,  were  ultra  iiire»,  and  the  mat- 
ter, having  been  first  tried  in  a  Scotch  I 
Court,  was  afterwards  brought  to  their  | 
Lordships' House.  Both  of  which  courts  j 
Hu  Arehhithop  of  Svtlin 


decided  that  the  moment  they  agreed 
to  be  bound  by  certain  rules  which 
they  themselves  had  framed  they  be- 
came a  voluntary  Church,  and  were  no 
longer  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  in  fact,  they  differed,  though  not 
very  materi^y,  with  regard  to  some 
points  both  of  doctrine  and  discipline 
from  those  of  the  Church  of  Ei^land. 
Kow,  he  apprehended  that  if  any  number 
of  persons,  being  now  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  thought  fit  to  unite 
and  say  that  they  would  form  certain 
rules  for  Church  government,  for  the 
election  of  Bishops,  archdeacons,  the  trial 
of  ecclesiastical  offences,  and  so  forth, 
they  would  be  perfectly  competent  to 
do  so,  and  it  would  be  perfectly  legal. 
If  these  rules  were  identical  with  those  of 
the  Chorch  of  England,  though  the  rules 
would  be  merely  superfluous,  they  would 
remain  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  hut  if  in  any  the  slightest  degree 
they  did  not  conform  to  ^e  doctrmee 
and  discipline  of  the  Church  of  England, 
the  only  effect  would  be  that  they  would 
be,  to  that  extent,  dissenters  from  the 
Church  of  England.  There  would  not 
be  the  sliKhtest  illegality  in  the  pro- 
ceeding ;  but,  like  the  Wesleyan  Me' 
thodists,  they  would  have  their  own 
doctrines  and  discipline.  The  most  rev. 
Primate,  whose  speech  so  much  delighted 
them  on  the  second  reading  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury),  said  that  the 
union  between  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  State  was  much  older  than  the 
union  between  the  Churches  of  England 
and  Ireland.  That  was  perfectly  true. 
In  truth  it  was  coeval  with  the  estab- 
lishment  of  Church  itself.  And  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Stat»  oould 
not  be  sepaxated  fi«m  the  State,  but 
if  severed  would  become  a  separate  and 
distinct  Church,  and  must  reject  the 
37th  of  the  Articles  of  Eeligion ;  and, 
therefore,  their  Lordships  might  djranisa 
their  fears  respecting  the  efforts  of  the 
society  calling  itself  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety, in  endeavouring  to  destroy  what 
was  firmly  rooted  in  the  hearts  of  the 
great  bulk  of  the  English  people,  and 
by  separating  the  Churdi  of  England 
from  ttxe  State  to  convert  it  into  a  mere 
voluntary  association. 

LoBD  CAIBXS  said,  he  was  obUged 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Bomilly)  for  having  given  bo  excellent 
an  illustration  of  tne  necessity  of  the 
Amendment  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  called  the  memben  of  th« 
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Ohnroh  of  Ireland  members  of  the  QlofcIi 
of  Eng^land.  But,  though  imited,  the 
two  Ohurohee  were  not  the  same  Church. 
They  ^reed  in  doctrine  and  discipline, 
rites  and  ceremonJea ;  but  when  hie 
noble  and  learned  Friend  represented, 
as  he  had  done  over  and  over  again, 
that  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  would  remain  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  he  had  confounded 
two  entirely  different  things.  TTia  noble 
and  learned  Friend  hod  put  this  case 
— Suppose  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  England  were  to  meet 
and  say  Ihey  would  form  a  system 
of  Church  government  for  themselves, 
they  might  do  so,  and  the  only  conse- 
quence would  be  that  they  would  be- 
come Dissenters  and  cease  to  be  members 
of  the  Church  of  England.  But  what 
he  (Lord  Caime)  wanted  was,  that  before 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
the  laity  and  cle^y  might  meet  and 
make  such  rules  as  mey  thought  proper, 
and  yet  not  be  told  that  they  were  dis- 
sentors  &oni  the  Church  of  Ireland. 

The  Eajil  of  COTIETOWN  said,  as 
an  Irish  layman,  he  wished  to  express 
his  satisfactiDn  at  hearing  &om  both 
aides  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  should 
be  left  as  much  liberty  as  possible.  The 
series  of  clauses  which  they  were  con- 
sidering was  of  immense  importance  to 
the  working  of  the  Bill  and  the  iiiture 
of  the  Church,  for  the  body  which  was 
proposed  to  be  created  by  this  clause 
was  the  one  from  which  the  GloTeming 
Body  contemplated  by  the  Bill  was  to 
arise.  He  approved  me  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  leave  tho  Church  per- 
fectly free,  as  it  would  be  under  the  Bill, 
except  as  regards  the  formation  of  the 
Church  Body,  but  he  concurred  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  It  had  been  su^ested  that  the 
BiU  would  leave  the  future  Church  Body 
to  be  formed  by  chance,  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  there  would  be  little  chance  about 
it ;  the  Primate  and  Bishops  of  the  Irish 
Church,  who  were  responsible  far  its 
good  conduct,  were  active  and  zealous  in 
uie  discharge  of  their  duties,  and  there 
was  no  groimd  for  fearing,  as  there 
would  be  in  the  case  of  perverse  or 
crotehety  persons,  that  they  would  im- 
properly exercise  the  powers  devolving 
upon  them  in  this  clause. 

Lord  EOMILLT  said,  that  the  Irish 
Church  when  disestablished  would  cor- 
respond in  position  with  the  Church  in 
Australia  or  New  Zealand.    The  mem- 


bers of  that  Church  made  no  new  rules, 
entered  into  no  new  articles,  and  accord- 
ingly they  remained  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  exactly  the  same  as 
Roman  Catholics  in  those  colonies  re- 
mained members  of  the  Church  of  Home. 
If  they  made  new  rules,  and  agreed  to 
be  boimd  by  new  Articles,  then  they  be- 
came another  and  a  distinct  Church,  and 
for  that  purpose  they  did  not  require  the 
powers  of  any  Act  of  Parliament.  His 
objection  to  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Cairns)  was 
that  it  seemed  to  assume  that  the  Church 
could  do  nothing  without  a  Synod  and 
new  laws.  New  laws  were  quite  unne- 
cessary ;  because,  if  things  were  left  as  at 
present,  the  Church  would  merely  have 
to  resort  to  the  civil  courts  to  expound 
their  existing  laws  instead  of  to  l^e  ec- 
deeiastical  courts.  The  Episcopalians 
in  Ireland  would,  in  faot,  be  Dissenters 
from  the  Church  of  England  to  the  ex- 
tout  the  Episcopalians  of  Scotland  were 
Dissenters.  That  was  only  to  the  extent 
that  they  framed  rules  not  in  accordance 
with  those  of  the  mother  Church. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  su^iea- 
ted  the  alteration  of  the  Amendment,  so 
as  to  make  it  read  that  nothing  should 
prevent  the  Bishops,  clergy,  and  laity 
from  meeting  to  frame  a  constitution ;  tiie; 
did  not  wish  to  have  powers  eiven  them 
by  the  Legislature ;  all  that  Mey  wished 
was  to  be  let  alone  to  do  what  they  liked. 
The  moment  you  gave  them  power,  you 
violated  the  Aindamental  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  equahty.  The  Ro- 
man Catholics,  Uie  Methodists,  and  the 
Presbyterians  had  no  such  power,  and 
therefore  the  principle  of  equality  was 
gone  immediately  that  any  powers  were 
given  to  the  Church.  It  was  qnito  right 
and  fair  that  the  Church  should  be  &ee 
and  tmfettered,  and  therefore  he  would 
Bupport  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
nothing  in  the  Act  contained  should  pre- 
vent their  meeting. 

LosD  CAIRNS  said,  the  position  of 
the  Methodists  was  at  present  different 
from  that  of  the  Church,  inasmuch  as 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Metho- 
dists meeting.  As  me  object  in  view 
would  be  attained  by  altering  the 
Amendment  in  accordance  with  the  sug- 
;estion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Ijoiu, 
le  would  consent  to  alter  it. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) teithdraton. 

Then  the  following  Amendment  made, 
and  added  to  the  clause ; —  , 
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there  would  be  one  tribunal  for  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopalian  Chiirch  and  another 
for  Eoman  CatholicB,  WesIeyanB,  and 
others. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Incorporation  of  church 
body). 

LoKD  CAIRNS  raovtd  the  omission  of 
the  words  of  limitation. 

Amendment  movti,  in  line  22,  to  leave 
out  ("to  such  extent  as  is  in  this  Act 
provided,  but  not  further  or  otherwise.") 

{The  Lord  Cairtu). 

Eabl  GEANVTLLE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment would  place  the  Church  Body  on  a 
different  footing  from  that  of  the  Ca- 
tholics, and  it  would  be  contrary  to  that 
equality  which  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  if  one  body  were  allowed  to  hold 
any  extent  of  l^d. 

LosD  CAIRNS  said,  that  conddering 
the  small  number  of  Peers  present,  he 
would  not  put  their  Lordships  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing;  but  the  point  waa  of 
importance,  and  he  should  therefore  now 
withdraw  &b  Amendment,  and  propose 
it  upon  the  Eeport,  when  there  would 
"     a  fuller  attendance. 


("  Aod  nothing  in  anj  luob  Aot,  law,  or  cns- 
toro  iball  prevent  the  biahop*  ortho  wid  ohuroh, 
and  thoclergf  and  lait]>  of  the  laid  churoh.b;  such 
repreeenliitii'cs,  )»j  and  olerjcnl,  and  to  bo  elected 
■9  Ibey  the  enid  biihopi,  clergy,  and  laitj  ahall 
appoint,  from  meeting  in  general  synod  or  con'en- 
tion,.ind  in  such  "jnod  or  convention  frnmingoon- 
■titulions  and  regulatioiiB  for  the  general  manage- 
ment and  good  government  of  tha  laid  oborch, 
and  property  and  affairs  thereof,  and  tho  future 
representation  of  the  memb«n  thereof  in  diooeian 
lynoda,  general  oonventinn,  or  otherwise.") 
Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreei  io. 
Clause  20  (Existing  law  to  subsiat  by 
contract). 

Lord  CAHtNS  moved  to  insert  the 
following  clause  instead  thereof : — 

"The  present  ecolesiutioal  biw  of  Ireland ,  and 
the  present  articles;  doctrines,  riles,  rules,  disci- 
pline, and  ordinances  of  the  said  Church,  wiih 
and  subject  to  luob  (if  anv)  modification  or  altor- 
alion  as  after  the  let  dny  of  January  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  savetity-t«o  may  be  duly  made 
therein  according  to  the  constitution  of  the  said 
church,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  binding  on  the 
members  for  the  time  being  thereof  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  such  members  had  mutually  con- 
tracted and  agreed  to  abide  by  and  observe  the 
same,  and  stiall  be  capable  of  being  enforced  in 
the  temporal  courts  in  relation  to  any  property 
which  under  and  by  virtue  of  this  Act  is  reserved 
or  given  to  cr  taken  and  enjoyed  by  the  said 
church   or   any   members  thereof,  in  the   lame 

perty  had  been  expressly  given,  granted,  or  con- 
veyed apon  trust  to  be  held,  occupied,  and  enjoyed 
by  persons  who  should  observe  and  keep  and  he 
in  all  respecls  bound  by  the  said  eccle. 
law,  and  the  said  articles,  doctrines,  rites,  rules, 
discipline,  and  ordinances  of  the  said  church,  sub- 
ject a*  aforesaid  ;  but  notbiog  herein  contained 
sball  be  conatrned  to  confer  on  any  arobbiahop. 
bishop,  or  olhor  ecclesiastical  person,  any  coercive 
jurisdiction  whatsoever. 

"  Provided  always,  that  no  alteration  in  the 
articles,  doctrines,  rites,  or,  save  in  so  &r  as  may 
be  rendered  necessary  by  tbe  passing  of  this  Act, 
in  the  formulnries  of  tho  said  church,  shall  be 
binding  on  any  ecclesiastical  person  at  present  in 
orders  who  shnll  within  ail  months  after  the  mak- 
ing of  such  alteration  signify  his  dissent  there- 
from, nor  shall  such  dissent  operate  to  deprive 
such  person  of  any  annuity  or  other  cotnpensatioD 
to  which  under  this  Act  he  may  he  entitled.'' 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Abolition  of  ecclesiastical 
courts  and  ecclesiastical  law). 

LoBD  EOMTTJ.Y  ntoved  to  add  the 
following  proviso : — 

(■'  I'rovided  always,  that  in  all  cases  where  say 
point  of  doctrine  or  discipline  of  the  Church  of 
England  shall  come  Into  question  and  be  decided 
by  any  of  the  civil  courts  in  Ireland,  the  appeal 
ahall  lie  to  Her  Majesty  In  Coanoil  in  England, 
and  not  to  the  House  of  Lords."] 

The  loud  CHANCELLOR  aaid, 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to 


Clause  agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment. 

Preamble  read. 

Lord  GAIBNS  proposed  to  make  the 
Preamble  conform  to  the  clause  post- 
poning the  apphcation  of  the  surplus  'hy 
leaving  out  from  ("be")  in  line  8,  to 
("  and  )  in  line  16,  and  inserting  ("  ap- 
plied in  snch  manner  as  Parliament 
shall  hereafter  direct.") 

Eam.  QBANVILLE  eaid,  he  should 
not  put  their  Lordships  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing ;  hut  in  order  to  mark  his  dis- 
approval of  the  course  taken  by  the 
House,  he  should  say  "Not-content" 
to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Words  ttrutk  out. 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Title  read,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.  (No.  172.) 

House  adjonroed  at  a  quarter  before  Ten 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  neit, 

half  past  Ten  a'eloek. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tusuday,  ttk  July,  1869. 

MlKUTESO—SswctCouidTtKM— Seeds  Adul- 
tenilian,  Ml-.  O'Neill  and  Dr.  flnjfnir  iirfd«i.- 
Foor  Lnw  (Ireland)  Amendmeiit  (No.  2),ni«nt- 

Sirppi.T — eontidertd  in  Committee — Rttoluliont 
[iu\ J  51  reported. 

FiiBL[o  BiLLB — Retolvtio'ttinComiaitUe — SariDg* 
RaDks  nnd  Vatt  Office  Savings  BRnbi. 

Ordered— Firtl  Reading— B[eelric  Telegraph** 
[197]. 

Ordered  —  Metropolitan  Building  Act  (ISSS) 
Amendment*;  Jamnica  Loam*. 

Sttea  CominiH«!—««jwrt— Public  Offlcei  Con- 
centration [No.  306]. 

CommiUet  —  Contagioui  Diieaiea  (Animala) 
(No.  3)  (ir-eonun.}— »^-  [IIS]. 

Commillee — Report — Annuitj  Tax  (Edinburgh) 


[19-1(I6]:  Iiiam  Landi'fiaS];  Pen tions Com- 
mutation •  [187];   Shipping  Dl      " 
_^  Act  (1867)  Amendment*  [184]. 


a  Eiemptinu 


Comidered  at  amended — Stipendtarj  Mogiatntea 

(Depntie.)*[179]. 
TFilAdraun— Sea  Fiaheries  (Ireland)*  [SI]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  eloet. 


Sia  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  wovdd 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Has  "The  Geaeral 
Council  of  Medical  Education  and  Re- 
gistration," appointed  under  the  Act  21 
&  22  Vict.,  C.90,  "represented"  to  the 
Privy  Council,  with  a  view  to  obtaining 
the  co-operation  of  that  body  in  improv- 
ing the  mode  of  educating  and  examin- 
ing candidates  for  medical  and  eiii^cal 
degrees,  that  the  Official  Beports  for- 
warded lo  the  Council  for  their  informa- 
tion in  the  years  1865,  1866,  1867,  and 
1868,  by  the  heads  of  the  Military  and 
Naval  Medical  DepartmentH,  complain 
of  the  "ignorance  of  a  lai^e  propor- 
tion of  the  licensed  Sui^eons  and  Phy- 
sicians who  annually  present  themaelvee 
as  candidates  for  medical  employment 
in  the  Army  and  Navy ;  and  that  the 
tabular  Eetums  recorded  in  the  Minutes 
of  the  Medical  Council  show  that  within 
the  period  embraced  in  the  Beports 
named  more  than  one  hundred  and  fifty 
hcensed  Surgeons  and  Physicians  who 
were  entitled  to  hold  any  Poor  Law  or 
other  Civil  medical  appointment  in  the 
Empire  were  rejected  by  the  Military 
and  Naval  Medim  Boards  as  peraons  to 


'  whom  it  would  be  dangerous  to  eDtrust 
the  lives  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  be- 
cause of  their  "ignorance"  of  the  pro- 
fession of  which  they  are  "  licensed 
praotitioEcrs."  If  the  Medical  CkiuncU 
did  not  "  represent  "  to  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil that  seventeen  various  kinds  of  medi- 
cal and  surgical  diplomas  or  degrees 
were  included  in  the  list  of  those  held 
by  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  candidates 
rejected  for  their  ignorance  of  the  ele- 
ments of  professional  knowledge,  did 
they  represent  to  the  Privy  Council 
the  case  of  any  one  of  the  licensing 
bodies  who  issued  their  degrees  or  di- 
plomas with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the 
granting  of  licenses  to  practice,  which 
the  Beports  and  Tables  recorded  in  the 
Minutes  of  the  Council  prove  to  be  de- 
lusive as  guarantees  of  practical  medical 
knowledge ;  and,  if  the  answers  to  the 
above  questions  shall  be  in  the  negative, 
to  ask,  is  the  Government  prepared  to 
take  means  to  secure  to  the  general  pub- 
lic the  same  or  similarly  effective  gua- 
rantees against  the  licensing  of  ignorant 
and  incompetent  men  which  are  now 
enjoyed  by  the  Military  Forces  of  Her 
Majesty? 

Me.  BBUCE  :  Sir,  no  such  represent- 
ations have  been  made  by  the  Medical 
Council  to  the  Privy  Council  either  with 
respect  to  the  medical  men,  rejected 
upon  examination  by  the  Military  and 
Naval  Medical  Boards,  or  with  respect 
to  the  granting  of  licenses  to  the  150 
rejected  candidates;  but  I  have  reason 
to  know  that  the  fact  has  come  under 
the  notice  of  the'Medical  Council  and 
excited  their  serious  attention.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Privy  Council  is  at  the 
preeeut  time  in  communication  with  the 
Medical  Council,  with  a  view  to  consider- 
ing whether  the  Medical  Act  may  be  so 
amended  as  to  insure  a  higher  efficiency 
in  the  medical  profession  of  the  United 

Sia  JOHN  GEAY  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered  nis 
second  (Question. 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  that  no  such  appli- 
cation had  been  made  aa  that  referred  to 
in  the  Question. 

EEDUCTION  OF  WINE  DUTIES. 

QHESTION. 

Mb.  AKBOTD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  any 
farther  communications  have  been  re* 
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ceived  by  the  Treasury  on  tiie  subject  of 

Bfl^twals  for  a  reduction  of  the  Wine 
utiea,  in  connection  with  negotiations 
for  Treaties  of  Gonunerce  with  Spain  and 
Portugal ;  and,  if  so,  if  be  will  object 
to  lay  Buch  Supplementary  CorreBpond- 
ence  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houser 

Me.  AYHTON  said,  in  reply,  that 
since  the  last  Papers  were  laid  on  the 
table  file  subject  had  continued  to  en- 
gage the  attention  of  the  QoTemment. 
The  Correspondence  was  still  going  on, 
and  aa  soon  oe  be  could  lay  the  fiir&er 
Papers  on  the  table  he  should  bo  happy 
to  do  BO. 

CONTAQIOUS  DISEASIi:S  (ANIMALS) 

(No.  2)  BILL. 

[bill  103.]      COMmTTEE. 

(Mr.  Dodum,  Mr.  WiUiam  Edaard  ForOer, 

Mr.  Seerttaiy  Bruee) 
BiU  eontidered  in  Coninutt«e. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause   15   (Power    to    define  ports, 
1S67,  a.  46). 

Mr.  bead  MoveS,  in  line  37,  to 
leave  out  "  may  "  and  insert  "  ehall." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment,  which  he  thought 
was  unnecessary.  Inspection  was  in- 
sured by  the  Customs  Act,  and  the  Privy 
Council  would,  of  course,  immediately 
on  the  passing  of  the  Act,  define  the 
limits  of  ports. 

Mfi.  G.  GREGOEY  sMd,  the  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  successful  working  of  theBill.  Il 
■was  desirable  to  prevent  any  cattle  di- 
sease &om  being  introduced  into  the 
country. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  be  thought  the 
debate  on  the  Amendment  of  the  clause 
was  not  likely  to  lead  to  any  satisfactory 
result.  He  intended  at  the  proper  time 
to  raise  the  whole  question  of  infection 
by  moving  the  omission  of  theclaiuie. 

8m  JAMES  ELPHINSTONE  pro- 
tested against  the  permissive  character 
of  the  BiU. 

Loud  EOBEET  MONTAGU  said,  he 
considered  they  were  rather  anticipating 
another  Amendment  the  hon.  Member 
for  Soufb-east  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bead)  had 
to  the  clause.  The  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  would  be  to  define  the 
ports  of  landing  and  no  more,  and  it 
Toidd  not  affect  the  cattle  being  slaugh- 
tered there. 

Mr.Ah-oyd 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  bead  said,  he  was  a&aid  the 
next  proposition  which  he  had  to  make 
would  not  be  so  satisfactorily  settled. 

TT_    ^, J      „i.    *t,*     ~.„J     «*!,««     OO     *«. 


He  proposed  at  the  end  of  line  38,  to 
add — 

And  M  fi>rei^  animali  imported  Into  Grest 
Britain  AM  be  landod  odIj  >t  niah  porti  or  tbs 
dcfin«4  parta  Ibereor  (uDlsn  from  oonatrie*  in 
which  cattle  plngua  or  abeep  poi  ahall  not  h*TO 
exiated  daiing  tba  thns  jear*  preceding,  or 
through  which  aniraali  ahall  not  haTS  paMVd  dur- 
ing Iba  nnw  period  Erom  oountriea  so  ofbMod) 
and  ahBll  not  bo  nmoied  oliia  from  ineb  port  or 
deBned  parta  thereof  eioopt  for  ilnaghter  to  lome 
■iBughter-hODse  in  the  immediate  aeighboorbood, 
which  iball  be  apeciill;  liaeaaed  bjr  the  PriT? 
Council,  or  except  after  undergoing  a  qnaraotiiw 
of  not  Ian  than  fourteen  dayi. 

"  Animala  imported  from  >Dah  eieepted  eonn- 
trioi,  when  imported  in  Teuela  which  ihall  not 
have  touehed  for  a  period  of  three  montbe  pre- 
ceding at  an]F  port  of  an;  ttmatrj  wbieh  maj 
hare  been  affeoted  with  cattle  pligaa  or  abaep 
pox  ahall  be  anbjected  onlf  to  luoh  ioapeetion 
and  regnlationa  aa  tbe  Prirj  Coonoil  may  from 
time  to  tine  bf  order  dirooU" 
His  proposition  was  founded  on  no  roirit 
of  hostdity  to  the  general  prinaples 
of  the  Bill.  His  o^ect  was  to  make  the 
application  of  the  BiU  more  strict  upon 
the  home  producer,  and  more  certun  for 
the  foreign  importer.  There  was  no- 
thing in  we  Bill  compelling  tlie  Corpo- 
ration to  provide  a  market — and  even 
if  tliey  did  provide  one,  no  importer 
would  be  compelled  to  send  a  single  head 
of  stock  here.  It  was  possible  that  a 
small  out-of-ihe-way  market  might  be 
provided  for  foreign  stock,  and  that  none 
but  diseased  cattle  would  go  to  that  mar- 
ket, and  then  it  would  be  said  that  the 
foreign  market  had  failed ;  but,  never- 
theless, the  tolls  upon  all  home  stock 
would  be  doubled.  Now,  there  was  no< 
thing  so  bad  for  the  foreign  importer  as 
uncertainty;  and  after  all  our  experience, 
since  1865,  he  thought  some  definite  plan 
should  be  devised  of  getting  rid  of 
Orders  in  Council  and  embodying  them 
in  an  Act.  He  believed  it  posmble  to 
define  the  countries  which  were  the  per- 
manent  sources  of  tiie  disease — where 
the  cattle  [dague  was  indigenous.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  long  distanoe  was  a 
safeguard;  but,  in  his  opinion,  everyday 
brought  the  danger  nearer.  Cattle  fiom 
Yienna  could  be  landed  on  our  shores  in 
the  course  of  four  days.    In  the  Binder- 
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DBflt  Betum  —  for  vhioh  ho  heartily 
tiiaiiked  the  right  hon.  Memb^  for  New- 
ooatle  (Mr.  Headlam) — the  rioe  ooiuml  at 
Jtaey  etatod  that,  as  the  railway  would 
be  oomplated  in  about  a  year,  the  great- 
est danger  would  arise  from  the  increased 
&(ulities  of  transport.  It  appeared  from 
that  Setum  that  last  year  the  cattle 
plague  invaded  the  AoBtrian  dominions, 
and  then  went  to  Galicda  and  Hungary, 
and  &om  these  districts  we  had  been  re- 
ceiving  hundreds  of  cattle  ever  since 
January  last.  The  disease  also  existed 
in  Poland,  Turkey,  Italy,  and  Eussia. 
In  the  latter  country,  in  one  small  vil- 
lage, 200  cattle  died  in  the  course  of 
one  day.  In  Turkey,  9,000  out  of  10,000 
were  destroyed ;  in  Galida  and  Hungary 
cattle  were  decimated.  It  was  said  there 
was  another  safeguard  in  the  striotness 
of  foreign  regulations.  But  many  of 
these  regulations  were  veiy  lax.  At 
Jaaay  the  cattle  plague  was  in  perma- 
nent existence,  principally  owing  to  tiie 
negligence  of  the  local  authorities,  who 
never  took  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the 
locally  where  the  disease  existed,  or  its 
intensity.  In  Warsaw  the  spread  of  the 
disease  indicated  a  great  neglect  of  the 
usual  precautions,  jji  Servia  the  autho- 
rities denied  the  existence  of  the  disease, 
and  had  manifested  every  desire  to  con- 
ceal it.  So  far  therefore  as  regarded  the 
local  authorities  of  that  part  of  the  con- 
tinent, there  was  no  safeguard  wherever 
the  disease  existed.  We  ought,  in  his 
opinion,  to  draw  a  line  right  up  fiwn 
Italy  to  the  north  of  Poland ;  all  coun- 
tries east  of  that  line  to  be  considered 
permanently  dangerous.  The  result  of 
the  adoption  of  this  Amendment,  he 
might  add,  would  be  that  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  Continent  would  be  ex- 
empted from  the  operation  of  the  clause, 
inoludijig  Denmark,  Norway,  Sweden, 
France,  Spain,  and  Portugal.  So  much 
for  the  cattle  plague.  Now, with  r^ard  to 
the  sheep  pox.  He  readily  admitted  that 
the  disease  waa  less  fatal,  less  contagious, 
and  more  easily  managed  than  the  cattlo 
plague.  It  appeared  from  the  authority 
of  Dr.  Williams,  that  that  disease  had, 
within  the  last  twelve  months,  existed 
in  Italy,  the  Netherlands,  the  North 
German  Confederation,  Mecklenberg, 
Oldenberg,  Pomerania,  West  Prussia, 
and  also  in  Bussia  and  Poland.  It  might, 
however,  be  said  that  there  had  been  no 
outbreak  of  sheep  pox  in  England  of 
recent  yean.    He  must  say,  on  the  con- 


trary, that  such  outbreaks  had  been  of 
frequent  occurrence.  There  had,  fiw  in- 
stance, been  an  outbreak  in  Norfolk,  in 
1847,  which  had  lasted  three  ^ears; 
and  another  outbreak  in  Wiltshire,  in 
1862;  one  in  Kent,  in  1866;  and  no  less 
than  seven  in  1867,  almost  all  of  which 
had  been  traced  directly  to  the  importa- 
tion  of  foreign  sheep.  Professor  Simons, 
in  his  Beport,  made  in  1864,  stated  that 
the  disease  kilted  about  25  per  cent  of 
the  flocks,  and  in  several  instances,  75 
per  cent,  leaving  those  sheep  which  re- 
covered in  a  perfectly  worthless  condi- 
tion. It  was  shiown,  too,  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  inspectors  of  the  Privy 
Council,  that  sheep  not  only  carried  the 
cattle  plague,  but  were  themselves  sub- 
ject to  a  nudgated  form  of  that  disease. 
Then,  with  respect  to  the  Orders  in 
Council,  if  dieep  were  associated  with 
cattle  they  were  treated  as  cattle ;  but  if 
they  came  in  a  separate  vessel  they 
might  be  sent  all  over  the  country.  He 
considered  that  Order  not  one  of  the 
best  that  could  be  made.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had 
been  informed  by  a  deputation  fr<Hn  the 
Thames  Haven  Company  that  (here  waa 
no  danger  from  sheep  pox.  Now,  it 
existed  to  a  considerable  extent  in  Hol- 
stein,  and  importations  from  Tonning  had 
commenced.  The  Thames  Haven  Com- 
pany were  so  much  afraid  of  sheep  pox 
being  detected  at  their  wharf  that  they 
landed  only  their  Tonnine  cattle  at 
Thames  Haven,  and  sent  sheep  up  the 
river  to  London.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  had  expressed  an  opi- 
nion that  the  normal  condition  of  the 
stock  abroad  was  healthy.  Now  he 
(Mr.  Bead)  contended  it  was  diseased. 
His  argument  was  this — that  there  were 
in  thin  country  diseases  peculiar  to  our 
soil,  but  when  large  importations  took 
place  other  diseases  were  added  to  those 
which  already  prevailed.  Sheep,  in 
foreign  countries,  were  kept  from  year's 
end  to  year's  end  very  closely  conJBned, 
and  it  must  be  evident  to  anybody  who 
knew  anything  about  them  that  they 
were,  under  those  circumstances,  pecu- 
liarly liable  to  all  sorts  of  skin  diseases. 
It  had  been  said  that  we  ought  to  rely 
upon  inspection.  He  believed  that  inspec- 
tion was  very  well  conducted  now;  but  it 
was  impossible  in  many  cases  to  detect 
incubated  diseases.  Did  inspection  keep 
out  the  cattle  plague  in  1866;  No;  in 
that  year,  and  in  1886  and  1867,  it  was 
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not  detected,  and  we  had  a  fresh  impor- 
tation of  the  cattle  pl^ue.  With  re- 
spect to  sheep  pox,  there  were,  as  he 
had  stated,  seven  outbreaks  in  1867, 
showing  the  impossibility  of  detecting 
disease  at  the  port  of  entry.  Last  August 
the  Qovemment  learned  that  the  sheep 
pox  was  rife  on  the  Continent,  and  the 
inspectors  discovered  its  presence  at  the 
wharves  and  killed  some  of  the  sheep 
imported ;  but  in  the  case  of  others  the 
signs  of  disease  were  not  discovered  un- 
til they  reached  the  market,  and  had  not 
the  inspectors  then  found  it  out  and 
killed  them  they  would  have  spread  di- 
sease all  over  the  country.  Last  year 
he  had  proposed  to  introduce  a  similar 
Amendment  to  the  present  into  the  Me- 
tropolitan Cattle  Bill,  and  it  had  the 
support  of  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr. 
Monatt,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen).  He  did  not  then  move  the 
insertion  of  the  three  years'  proviso,  and 
he  was  not  now  prepared  to  insist  on  that 
period  of  time,  if  it  should  eeem  to  the 
IVivy  Council  and  the  Committee  that 
some  other  period  of  time  might  be  more 
reasonably  fixed  upon.  As  to  the  con- 
etruction  of  slaughter-houses  at  the  fo- 
reign market,  his  idea  was  this — that 
if,  as  was  stated,  in  1873,  Lord  Lincoln's 
Act  came  into  force,  and  all  private 
slaughter-houses  in  the  MetropoUs  were 
consequently  abolished,  he  believed  the 
Corporation  had  undertaken  to  provide 
some  six  or  eight  public  slaughter- 
houses, which  should  all  be  connected 
with  each  other  by  rail.  In  that  case 
he  saw  no  reason  for  making  at  pre- 
sent any  large  provision  for  slaughter- 
houses. At  present  we  imported  about 
5  per  cent  of  all  the  live  meat  con- 
sumed in  the  kingdom.  If  the  Bill 
was  of  any  use  at  Si,  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  saving  from  disease  5  per  cent  of 
our  home  cattle,  so  that  its  practical 
effect  would  be,  not  in  any  way  to  di- 
minish our  supply — because  it  certainly 
would  not  check  foreign  importation — 
but  at  the  very  least  to  increase  it  by 
5  per  cent.  Under  our  present  regu- 
lations the  danger  of  the  disease  was 
steadily  increasing.  The  introduction  of 
diseased  cattle  could  not  be  altogether 
prevented ;  inspection  had  failed  ;  and 
he  therefore  hoped  that  the  Committee 
and  the  Qovemment  woidd  accept  this 
Amendment. 
Ms.   M'COMBIE  rose  to  second  the 


Amendment  of  hie  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South-east  Norfolk.  The  agri- 
cultural community  looked  upon  this 
Amendment  aa  of  the  most  vital  import- 
ance. It  was  a  matter  of  life  and  death 
with  the  tenant-farmers  of  Scotland, 
England,  and  Ireland ;  for  if  rinderpest 
got  into  their  herds  it  was  utter  annihi- 
lation. The  great  increase  of  late  years 
in  the  dead  meat  traffic  in  this  country 
showed  that  no  hardship  whatever  would 
be  caused  by  the  compulsoiy  slaughter 
of  foreign  cattle  at  the  ports  of  debarka- 
tion. He  wished  to  lay  before  the  House 
a  few  atatieties  bearing  upon  this  point. 
Mr.  Kudwick,  of  Berwick,  the  greatest 
dealer  on  the  Border,  killed  2,000  sheep 
weekly  in  the  season  for  the  Loudon 
dead  meat  markets.  In  Fifeshire,  there 
was  an  enormous  dead  meat  trade,  al- 
most no  meat  bein^  sent  off  alive.  Com- 
ing to  Aberdeenshire,  we  found  that  the 
export  of  live  cattle  to  London  was  only 
half  as  large  as  it  was  ten  years  ago, 
while  the  dead  meat  trade  had  doubted 
in  the  same  period.  In  1859,  the  num- 
ber of  cattle  sent  alive  was  20,400,  and 
the  quantity  of  dead  meat  was  nearly 
7,000  tons,  or  more  than  23,000  head  of 
cattle,  calculating  6  owt.  to  each  animal. 
In  1861,  the  live  cattle  had  decreased  to 
17,176— a  faUing  off  of  between  3,000 
and  4,000,  while  the  dead  meat  had 
risen  to  8,168  tons — equal  to  about 
27,220  cattle.  In  1865,  the  export  of 
live  cattle  was  only  13,580.  as  compared 
with  upwards  of  10,000  tons  of  dead 
meat,  equal  to  over  33,700  cattle.  He 
had  not  oeen  able  to  get  the  exact  sta- 
tistics since  186d,  but  at  present  only 
about  a-third  were  sent  away  from  Aber- 
deen alive.  During  the  season  about 
1,800  cattle  were  slaughtered  there 
weekly,  and  only  about  600  exported 
alive.  The  offals  of  the  animals  slaugh- 
tered were  all  consumed  at  Aberdeen,  or 
within  a  reasonable  distance.  It  was 
well  known  that  the  btst  of  everything 
went  to  Ijondon — the  best  horses,  the 
best  oxen,  the  best  sheep,  the  best  grain, 
the  best  tish — and  why?  Because  every- 
thing fetched  the  highest  price  there.  If  it 
were  not  for  London  and  the  West-end 
butcher,  they  would  have  but  a  poor  de- 
mand for  theirprime  Scots.  Now,  let  them 
seewhere  and  withwhat  did  the  West -end 
butchers  apply  tbemsi.>l\f  s.  The  late  Mr. 
Thomas  Slater,  the  greatest  West-end 
butcher,  retailed  500  sheep  a  week  dur- 
ing the  Great  Exhibition.  His  two  sons, 
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had  been  eetablielied  by  tbe  clearest  testis 
mony.  Similar  relations  enforced  by 
the  late  Government  had  put  an  end  to  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  importation 
which,  used  to  be  carried  on  at  South- 
ampton, and  had  entirely  destroyed  the 
trade  in  cattle  from  Spain,  Denmark, 
and  Sireden,  in  all  which  countries  the 
cattle  were  perfectly  healthy.  The  Com- 
mittee must  look  this  matter  fairly  in 
the  face,  and  consider  if  they  were  pre- 
pared by  diminishing  the  supply  to  still 
further  enhance  the  price  of  meat.  How 
much  such  a  clause  as  this  would  dimi- 
nish it  no  one  could  say,  because  the 
foreign  trade  was  capable  of  almost  un- 
limited extension.  The  opinion  of  the 
highest  authorities  ought  to  ^ide  the 
action  of  the  Government.  Well,  Pro- 
fessor Spooner,  Principal  of  the  Royal 
Yeterinary  College  of  England,  had  de- 


largest  retail  butchers  in  London.  Be- 
tween them  they  put  about  1 00  cattle  and 
600  sheep  through  their  hands  weekly. 
Mr.  Slater,  of  Kensington,  bought  one- 
half  alive,  the  othez  half  dead  meat 
in  the  New  Market.  Mr.  Slater,  of 
Jermyn  Street,  bought  every  pound  dead. 
And  where  did  this  dead  meat  come  &om  ? 
Three-fourths  of  it  was  Aberdeen  dead 
meat.  This  would  be  found  to  apply  to 
the  other  West-end  butchers  as  well. 
He  regretted  to  learn  that  there  was  a 
strong  growing  feeling  among  the  tenant- 
farmers  of  Scotland  that  the  Government 
had  hitherto  ignored  their  interests ;  but 
ho  trusted  that  before  the  next  day  of 
counting  and  reckoning  came  they  would 
have  no  reason  to  complain  that  their 
just  claims  had  been  n^lected.  They 
feared  no  competition  &om  abroad,  but 
they  feared  a  second  visitation  of  rinder- 
pest. They  wanted  no  protection,  but 
they  wanted  preservation  from  disease, 
and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  adopt  tMs  Amendment. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  proposed, 
at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add  the 

"  And  all  [oieiga  >iiim>1s  imported  into  Great 
Britain  from  noatitriei  in  «bich  cattle  plague  or 
•beep  poi  shall  hare  eiiated  during  the  eighteen 
tnonthi  preeedijig,  or  tbrongh  whkh  animiU 
■hall  hats  paaaed  daring  the  latne  period  from 
COUDtriei  v>  affeoted,  ahall  be  landed  onl;  at  aoch 
porta  or  the  defined  parta  thereof,  and  ihsU  not  be 
remoTed  alive  from  such  port  or  defined  parti 
thereoF  except  for  Blsughter  to  some  alaughter 
honae  in  the  immediate  neigbbourhood,  wbiob 
■fanll  be  ipeciallf  licensed  bj  the  Prii^  Council, 
or  eiiept  aftDr  undergoiD)(  a  quarantine  of  not 
leu  than  fourteen  da/a.  Animals  imported  from 
■Dcb  excepted  oountriei,  vhen  imported  in  veiiels 
which  ihall  not  have  touched  for  a  period  of  three 
month*  preceding  at  any  port  of  any  coontry 
which  ma;  have  been  affected  with  cattle  plague 
or  aheep  poi,  aball  be  sabjected  only  to  anch  in- 
apectlon  and  regulatloni  at  the  Priry  Council 
may  from  time  to  time  by  order  diroot." — (Ifr. 
ClartStad.) 

Ma.  HEADLAM  said,  that  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Bead)  that  it  was  very  desirable 
that  foreign  nations  should  know  with 
clearness  and  certainty  their  position  in 
regard  to  the  restrictions  affecting  the 
importation  of  cattle  into  England ;  and 
he,  therefore,  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. The  practical  effect  of  the  clause 
in  its  present  form  would  be  to  destroy 
altogether  the  foreign  cattle  trade.  That 


That  it  would  be  a  grent  mielake  to  do  away 
with  tbe  reatriotiona  on  the  London  market  if 
thoae  on  foreign  cattle  were  to  be  malntuined." 

And  the  Inspector  General  of  Veterinary 
Schools  in  France  had  recommended  the 
Government  to  allow  the  free  importa- 
tion of  cattle  from  countries  whose  sani- 
tary condition  could  easily  be  ascertained, 
such  as  France,  Belgium,  Baden,  "Wur- 
temburg,  Bavaria,  PVusaia,  Saxony,  and 
Western  Austria.  The  experience  of 
the  past  year  proved  that  the  countries 
which  followed  that  advice  had  acted 
wisely.  The  Koyal  Commissioners  of 
1665  had  expressed  the  same  opinion  as 
the  eminent  professional  authoriti  es  above 
mentioned,  for  they  had  placed  on  record 
their  opinion  that  if  an  absolute  embai^o 
were  to  be  placed  on  all  the  cattle  m 
Great  Britain,  then  foreign  cattle  ought 
to  be  slaughtered  at  the  places  of  land- 
ing; but  if— as  is  the  ease  now — no  re- 
strictions were  imposed  in  England,  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  take  care  that  all 
foreign  imported  cattle  underwent  in- 
spection, and  that  none  coming  from  any 
infected  district  should  be  sent  to  any 
market  in  Great  Britain.  The  truth  was 
that  France,  Spain,  Prussia,  Belgium, 
Denmark,  and  Sweden,  were  free  from 
the  cattle  disease ;  only  one  supposed 
case  had  occurred  in  Holland  during  the 
whole  of  last  year.  Why,  then,  should 
precautions  be  adopted  and  restrictions 
enforced  in  England  that  were  resorted 
to  by  no  other  country,  especially  when 
it  was  beyond  doubt  that  they  tended 
greatly  to  hamper   and   diminish  thd 
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foreign  cattle  trade,  if  not  altogether  to 
destroy  it. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  wished, 
in  a  very  few  words,  to  state  on  what 
grounds  he  would  support  the  Amend- 
nient  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  East 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Read).  He  must  b^iu, 
however,  by  stating  that  he  differed 
&om  the  hon.  Member,  for  he  had 
avowed  his  fear  lest  the  right  hon.  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  Headlam)  should  be  made  Vice 
President.  Now  he  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  earnestly  hoped  that  he 
might  succeed  to  that  post;  for  he 
would  not  exercise  the  functiona  of  it 
for  a  week  without  discoTering  how 
wrong  were  all  his  present  opinions  and 
impresdons.  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  W.  E.  Foster),  as  all  knew, 


as  those  which  were  now  held  by  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman.     Tet  now  those 

O'ndioes  had  all  been  laid  aside ;  he 
adopted  five  clauses  of  his  (Lord 
Robert  Montagu's)  Bill,  which  had  been 
rejected  by  the  House,  and  other  Amend- 
ments of  his  besides.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  g;ipen  nearly  all  that 
they  had  asked.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  had  mi»- 
taken  the  evidence  of  Professor  Spooner. 
Professor  Spooner  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  separate  markets ;  and  he  was  so 
afraid  of  infection  that  he  had  stated 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  impose 
restrictions  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
animals.  On  no  account,  he  maintained, 
could  they  do  away  with  the  present  re- 
strictions. "But,  said  he,  "the  chance 
of  infection  &om  foreign  animals  is  so 
great,  and  the  chance  of  its  being  de- 
tected is  so  slight,  that  I  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  removing  the  metropohtan 
regulations,  even  after  that  the  separate 
market  bad  been  established."  This 
Amendment  originated  in  a  compro- 
mise. In  1867  a  Bill  was  introduced 
and  referred  to  a  Committee  upstairs. 
The  promoters  of  that  Bill  desired  that 
all  foreign  cattle  without  exception 
should  be  slaughtered  at  the  water  side, 
but  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr.  Moffatt,  and 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
opposed  that  wise  policy  with  the  most 
imtiring  assiduity;  so  that  at  last  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  East  Norfolk, 
wearied  out  by  the  tortuous  tactics  and 
interminable  arguments  of  these  Gentle- 
men, proposed  Uiis  Amendment  with  the 
Hr.Seadlam 


with  the  hope  that  it  might  thus  bo  passed 
during  that  Session.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South-east  Norfolk  thought  that  the 
Corporation  of  London  would  not  be 
compelled  by  the  terms  of  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stood  to  create  this  market ;  in  that 
he  was  mistaken,  because  sub-section  2 
of  Clause  28  placed  them  in  reality 
under  a  very  strong  compulsioa  to  do  bo. 
If  they  failed  to  have  completed,  within 
two  years,  a  separate  market  for  foreign 
cattle,  they  would  lose  the  monop^y 
which  they  at  present  enjoyed  und^ 
their  Market  Bill  of  1657.  Any  person 
or  company  might  then  form  such  a 
market  for  their  own  profit.  He  need 
not  tell  the  Committee  that  there  were 
a  number  of  hungry  speculators  and 
wealthy  capitalists  who  were  eager  to 
make  such  a  market  on  their  own  ac- 
count. He  saw  some  of  them  in  the 
House  at  that  moment.  The  creation 
of  such  a  market  was,  therefore,  a  cer- 
tainty ;  for  it  would  be  made  either 
by  the  City  Corporation  or  by  a  prirats 
company.  It  was  because  this  was  the 
case  that  he  desired  to  enact  that  foreign 
cattle  should  not  be  landed  elsewhere 
than  at  the  separate  market ;  but  as  this 
might  not  be  agreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee, he  supported  the  compromise  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South-east  Nor- 
folk.   For  this  would  be  the  state  of 


separate  markets  —  or  rather  places  <^ 
slaughter  and  sale  of  foreign  cattle — 
in  aU  other  porta ;  and  by  an  Amend- 
ment of  his  (Lord  Robert  Montagu's), 
which  Uie  Vice  President  had  inwted 
in  the  Bill  when  it  was  committed  frv 
farmA.,  the  IVivy  Council  would  be  un- 
able to  abolish  these  foreign  marketf. 
Well,  then,  he  (Lord  Robert  Montagu] 
asserted  that  every  local  authority  would 
be  anxious  for  such  a  dause  as  that 
imder  consideration.  Take  one  of  them. 
that  of  London,  for  example.  In  order 
to  make  the  market  pay,  the  market 
authorities  would  desire  to  get  as  masT 
beasts  into  their  market  as  possible. 
Let  not  hon.  Members  think  that  thow 
boasts  which  did  not  go  for  slaughter  lo 
the  foreign  market  would  have  to  go 
to  the  Islington  market,  for  the  metro- 
politan regulations  were  to  be  abolished, 
as  the  Vice  President  had  stated ;  in 
fact,  ^ey   could   not   be   nuuutaiJaed. 
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Therefore,  without  such  an  enactment 
aa  that  now  under  consideration,  a  num- 
ber of  foreign  boasts  would  be  driven 
through  the  streets  in  every  direction, 
to  HiQ  private  slaughter  -  houses  of  the 
6,000  small  butchers.  This  would  be  a 
great  detriment  to  the  new  market.  It 
would  be  to  the  advantage,  therefore, 
of  the  Corporatioil,  to  cause  as  man; 
beasts  to  be  slaughtered  there  as  pos- 
sible; and  the  interest  of  the  public 
was  the  same,  for  who,  when  hurl- 
ing to  a  rulway  station  or  obeying  the 
calls  of  business,  had  not  experienced 
the  nuisance  of  meeting  a  hei^  of  bul- 
locks in  the  street?  Besides,  these  pri- 
vate slaughter-houses  are  injurious  to 
the  health  of  the  public.  They  are  not, 
and  cannot  be,  under  control.  They  are 
always  in  densely  populated  parts  of  the 
town;  and  the  filth,  stale  olood,  and 
numerous  contaminations,  poison  the  air 
and  taint  the  meat,  £^ridence  had  been 
given  before  tJie  Commission  u^on  sani- 
tary matters,  which  was  now  sitting,  to 
show  that  the  effect  of  slaughtering 
cattle  at  private  daughter-houses  was 
extremely  injurious.  The  evil  occasioned 
by  these  private  slaughter-houses  had 
been  always  so  manifest  tiiat  in  1844  an 
Act  of  Fariiament  was  passed  declaring 
that  they  should  be  utterly  abolished. 
In  those  days,  however,  properly  was 
eacred,  and  due  regard  was  had  to  the 
slightest  shadow  of  a  vested  interest. 
The  public  thereupon  a^eed  to  submit 
to  the  nuisance  and  injury  for  thirty 
years,  in  order  that  the  butchers  might 
recoup  themselves  and  make  other  ar- 
rangements. The  email  butchers  had 
undoubtedly  niade  the  most  of  their 
thirty  years,  as  the  enormous  difference 
between  the  wholesale  and  the  retail 
prices  of  meat  showed.  Under  that  Act 
the  interests  of  the  butchers  had  been 
amply  protected,  but  the  convenience 
and  health  of  the  public  had  been  ut- 
terly disregarded.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittte  to  protect  the  public  from  ftir- 
tJier  nuisance,  and  their  health  from 
further  injury.  It  was  now  fiill  time  to 
disestablish  and  disendow  the  butchers, 
whose  vested  interests  had  been  amply 


Mr.  LAMBEBT  said,  those  who  sup- 
port«d  the  Amendment  should  be  pre- 
pared to  show  that  the  restrictions  im- 
posed during  1865-6-7  had  had  the  effect 
of  preventing  the  importation  of  diseased 
cattle.     In  his  opinion,  those  restrictionB 
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had  been  utterly  futile,  the  disease  hav- 
ing been  eventually  checked  not  by 
means  of  those  restraints  upon  trade, 
but  by  compulsory  slaughter.  He  chal- 
lenged the  noble  Lord,  or  any  Qentle- 
man  in  the  House  to  prove  that  a  single 
authenticated  case  of  cattle  plague  was 
imported  into  the  port  of  London  be- 
tween July,  1865,  when  the  disease  com- 
menced, and  September,  1867.  The 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  was 
quite  sufficient  to  protect  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  and,  at  the  same  tame,  did 
not  much  interfere  with  the  supply  of 
cattle  for  consumers. 

Mr.  pell  said,  he  thought  that  the 
Amendment  woold  tend  to  remove  im- 
pediments to  the  free  importation  of  cattle 
m>m  those  countries  where  the  cattle 
plague  did  not  exist,  and  to  prevent  the 
importation  of  the  disease  from  places 
where  it  did  exist.  He  agreed  that  no- 
thing should  be  done  to  interfere  with 
the  supply  of  food  for  the  people ;  the 
price  of  meat  was  already  high  enough 
to  satisfy  the  producer  and  to  render  &o 
consumer  discontented.  But  it  would 
surely  be  madness  t«  imperil  the  safety 
of  our  9,000,000  of  cattle  for  the  sake 
of  the  200,000  which  were  annually  im- 

Sorted  from  abroad.  "With  regard  to  . 
le  sheep  pox,  he  would  merely  say  that, 
in  the  year  1865,  it  had  been  introduced 
into  the  middle  of  Korthamptonshire  by 
sixty  Dutch  sheep  whichhad  been  brought 
from  the  port  of  London ;  and  that  it 
was  owing  to  the  unselfish  action  on  the 
part  of  Uie  landlord,  who,  at  hie  own 
expense,  killed  those  sheep,  that  the 
wide  spread  of  the  disorder  had  been 
prevented.  He  should,  therefore,  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Amen»iment,  the  terms 
of  which  were  fully  supported  by  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  1866. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  that  he 
felt  it  only  right  to  state  that  he  hod 
met  with  no  trace  of  anything  selfish  or 
unreasonable  in  the  demands  of  the  de- 
putations from  the  country  which  bad 
waited  imon  him  on  the  subject.  They 
had  made  no  attempt  to  treat  this  as  a 
matter  of  protection.  His  short  expe- 
rience of  Office,  however,  showed  him 
that  this  question  was  a  very  difficult 
one.  On  Uie  part  of  the  agricultural 
community  there  was  a  most  natural 
fear  of  anything  like  a  recurrence  of 
the  feartul  plague  from  which  they  had 
lately  suffered;  and  there  was  also  a 
natural  fear  on  the  part  of  the  consumers 
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in  great  tovna  Bud  thofle  b;  whom  thejl  They  might,  on  the  o&er  ha&d,  taka 
were  snpphed,  leet  any  unneceBsary  re-   the  precaution  of  absolutely  prohibitiiiK 


striotioiiB  should  for  a  momoat  be  eii' 
cooraged.  He  did  not  &iak  that  the 
House  would  be  of  opinion  that  the 
foreign  import  of  cattle  wrb  not  a  mat- 
ter of  great  importanoe,  or  that  they 
had  not  to  deal  with  a  great  question  in 
either  continuing  or  making  new  re- 
strictions upon  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  juat 
spoken  ou|^t  to  recollect  that  if  we  had 
9,000,000  of  English  cattle,  we  did  not 
kill  all  those  ftniniH.!^  every  year. 
Figures  which  had  come  into  his  poeaes- 
sion  only  a  short  time  before  he  had 
entered  the  House  showed  that  of  late 
there  had  been  a  great  increase  in  the 
importation.  He  found  that  in  the  two 
first  quarters  of  this  year  109,292  cattle 
had  been  imported  as  against  48,934  in 
the  aimilai  time  last  year,  whilst  in 
iheep  the  imports  had  been  415,239  as 
gainst  180,334  in  the  same  period  last 
year.  That  large  increase,  he  might 
add,  had  arisen  ohiefiy  since  the  rdaxa- 
tion  in  the  Order  which  the  Privy 
Council  had  felt  it  their  duty  to  make  in 
February  of  the  foesent  year.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Gomiuittee  felt  the 
same  anxiety  aa  the  Goremment  to  have 
all  the  restrictions  that  were  absolutely 
necessary,  but  no  more.  The  reason 
why  the  reBbrictions  were  to  a  certain 
extent  permisaiTe  in  the  case  of  foreign 
cattle,  whilst  compulsory  in  the  case  of 
home  cattle  was,  because,  by  the  very 
necessities  of  the  case,  discretion  must 
be  used  by  some  person  or  other  in  ap- 
plying the  restriction  to  foreign  catUe 
They  oould  not  at  that  moment  define 
the  countries  that  had  the  disease  in 
them,  and  some  one  must  be  left 
ercise  his  discretion  and  the  knowledge 
of  the  day  in  putting  these  restrictions 
into  force.  When  they  came  to  home 
diseases,  on  the  other  hand,  they  made 
the  restriction  compulsory ;  because  they 
only  came  into  operation  when  the  di- 
sease had  actually  broken  out,  and  when 
it  was  necessary  that  efforts  should  be 
used  to  stc^  it.  There  were  three  ways 
in  which  they  might  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattie.  They  might  let  them  in  with 
perfect  freedom,  treating  them  as  home 
cattle,  without  any  restrictions  what- 
ever. He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Hr.  Headlam)  would  go  that  length. 
Jfr.  IT.  E.  Fanter 


^  irom.  all  oountiries  abroad 
without  bnng  slau^tered;  but  he 
apprehended  that  such  a  proposition 
would  not  meet  with  general  ^proval. 
They  were  driven,  therefore,  to  using 
some  discretion  somewhere,  and  the 
only  question  was  as  to  the  amount  of  that 
discretion.  It  was  their  duty  do  two 
thinm.  What  the  Qoremment  pro- 
pose was,  that  it  should  be  their  duty, 
on  their  own  re^NMudbility,  if  they  had 
reason  to  believe  that  iha  cattie  plague 
was  raging  in  any  country,  to  stop  the 
importation  tioia  that  country  alto- 
gether ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  if  they 
had  reason  to  suppose  that  there  wouM 
be  any  damage  in  cattle  coming  in  and 
being  allowed  a  free  tianait  in  tiiiis 
country,  it  should  be  open  to  them  not 
to  allow  such  free  tnmsit,  but,  if  they 
thought  proper,  to  oblige  those  cattle  to 
be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  entiy. 
Now,  how  did  the  hon.  Member  tor 
South-east  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bead)  oto- 
pose  to  deal  with  the  question  ?  The 
whole  of  his  Amendment  turned  on  the 
insertion  of  the  three  yecu«'  provision, 
but  the  Committee  woiild,  in  his  (Mr. 
Forster's)  opinion,  defeat  its  own  objeot 
in  attempting  to  prescribe  how  men  to 
whom  a  dis^tion  was  to  be  confided 
should  use  that  discretion.  It  was  an 
unpleasant  position  for  anyone — it  was 
especially  unpleasant  fbr  him — ^to  have 
any  disOTetion  in  the  matter;  but  he 
believed  that  the  beat  safeguard  to 
rely  upon  was  that  those  who  had  th« 
fiillest  knowledge  of  the  circnmetanoea 
should  have  the  responsibility  thrown 
upon  them  of  taking  the  necessary  steps 
to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  plague. 
The  proposed  limit  of  three  years  dur- 
ing whidi  a  country  should  have  been 
&ee  frouL  disease  would  be  a  most  re- 
strictive rule  in  some  cases  and  a  dan- 
gerous rule  in  others ;  for  there  might 
be  a  country  which  was  the  home  and 
centre  of  the  pla^e,  and  yet  it  was 
quite  possible  that  it  might  have  boeo 
free  from  the  plague  for  three  years  in 
succession;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  might  be  a  country  which  was, 
upon  the  whole,  free  from  the  cattle 
plague,  and  yet  within  the  three  years 
some  isolated  cases  might  have  oc- 
curred, because  it  was  near  to  an  in- 
fected district.  His  hon.  Friend  said  he 
could  not  rely  on  the  regulations  of  to- 
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If  they  did  not  maike  it  other  persona 
^rould.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  it 
708  the  intereat  of  the  Corporation  of 
London  to  have  the  dauBe  with  the  three 
years'  term  rather  than  not.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  their  opinion,  and  it  was  a 
great  inducement  for  them  to  come  into 
&e  airangement  that  the  clause  was 
framed  juat  as  the  Government  drew  it 
up.  Ab  to  the  other  ports,  he  thought 
that  any  attempt  at  oomptdsion  would  be 
resisted.  What  the  Bill  did  was  to  make 
each  of  those  ports  tmderetand  that  un- 
less it  formed  a  separate  market  for  fo- 
reign cattlo,  it  would  be  put  to  certain 
inconveniences ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
that  inconvenience  would  be  sufficient  to 
ensure  in  every  case  the  provision  of  a 
market.  At  Hull  it  was  done  because  the 
Corporation  happened  to  have  two  mar- 
kets, and  they  agreed  to  use  one  of  them 
for  foreign  cattle.  By  arrangement  with 
the  Corporation  he  also  saw  his  way  to 
a  separate  maiket  for  London.  But  that 
was  done  by  arrangement.  If  they  had 
not  been  able  to  make  that  arrangement 
the  Government  would  have  come  to  the 
same  dead-lock  to  which  their  predeces- 
sors were  brought ;  because  he  did  not 
know  how  he  was  to  have  compelled  the 
Corporation  to  make  the  market  against 
their  will,  or  how  to  over-ride  their 
powers,  or  where  to  have  found  the 
money.  And  these  difficulties  would 
ec[ually  apply  to  other  towns.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  present  BUI  passed 
there  would  not  be  more  separate  mar- 
kets erected,  but  that  cattle  &om  the 
suspected  countries  would  come  into  the 
port  of  London,  where  there  would  be  a 
separate  market  for  them ;  while  the 
northern  and  eastern  ports  would  be 
supplied  ficom  Norway,  Sweden,  Den< 
mark,  and,  if  the  Government  could 
make  arrangements  with  Prussia,  &om 
Schleswig  and  Holstoin.  He  did  not 
think  his  hon.  Friend  had  strengthened 
his  case  by  references  to  the  sheep  pox. 
It  would  be  a  dangerous  thing  for  the 
House  to  interfere  with  the  enormous 
importation  that  was  now  taking  place 
in  sheep ;  especially  when  they  remem- 
bered that  the  sheep  pox  was  not  like  the 
cattle  pl^^ue,  but  could  be  dealt  with  by 
the  existing  regulations,  which  this  Bill 
would  strengthen,  and  put  down  as  soon 
as  it  appe^^  Something  had  been 
s^d  about  the  Government  dropping  the 
Bill  if  this  Amendment  were  carried. 
Now,  he  was  not  disposed  to  turn  sulky 
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ndgn  oountries,  and  that  might  be  true 
of  some — such,  for  instance,  as  the 
Danubian  Provinces ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  take  Fmssla.  Prussia  bordered 
on  a  country  where  the  cattle  plajgue 
was  indigenous,  and  yet  its  regulations 
were  so  satisfactory  that  it  was  kept 
free — though  of  course  they  could  not 
prevent  the  plague  creeping  through 
now  and  then ;  yet  it  would  be  absurd 
and  unreasonable  to  say  that  Prussian 
cattle  should  be  excluded  because  the 
plague  had,  in  one  or  two  instances, 
^saed  across  its  frontiers.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr,  Bead)  was  right  in  saying 
that  by  drawing  a  certain  Une  north  and 
south  they  might  say  that  the  plague 
came  from  the  east  of  that  line,  wmLe 
the  districts  to  the  west  of  it  were  free. 
Perhaps  his  right  hon.  Prieud  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Headlom) 
would  say — "Well,  find  out  the  cattle 
from  the  east  of  that  line  and  put  them 
into  the  restricted  ports."     But  that  was 

Cit  what  they  were  unable  to  do.  He 
lieved,  for  instance,  that  they  would 
be  perfectly  safe  in  admitting  cattle  from 
Prussia,  and  Schleswig,  and  Holstein ; 
but  before  they  oould  admit  Uiem  th^ 
must  make  some  arrans^ement  with  the 
Prussian  Government  \La.i  they  should 
not  allow  Polish  cattle  to  be  sent  here 
instead  of  IVussian  cattle.  His  belief 
was  that  if  his  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
of  three  years  was  carried  the  effect 
would  be  to  compel  the  slaughtering  of 
all  foreign  cattle  at  the  ports  of  landing. 
His  hon.  Friend  said  that  cattle  would 
come  in  from  Italy,  but  there  had  been 
cases  of  cattle  plague  in  that  country 
within  the  last  tnree  years.  France  was 
just  outside  the  limit.  If  the  tenns  had 
betm  three  years  and  a-half  French  cattle 
would  be  prohibited  now,  because  we  sent 
over  the  disease  to  the  Bois  de  Boulogne, 
and  infected  some  of  the  animals  in  the 
Zoolo^cal  Gardens  there.  That  showed 
the  difficulties  attending  any  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee  to  frame 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  act  upon  in  this  matter.  Again, 
therefore,  he  said  it  was  better  to  leave 
the  matter  to  the  discretion  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  to  hold  them  responsible 
for  what  might  happen.  His  hon.  Friend 
doubted  if  the  London  market  would 
ever  be  made.  But  he  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  {Lord  Eobert  Montagu) 
that  there  was  no  fear  of  the  Corporation 
TiiHfeiiig  the  market,  for  they  knew  that 
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on  the  House  because  he  could  not  have 
his  own  way.  There  was  a  coneider- 
able  portion  of  this  BUI  which  the  intro- 
duction  of  this  Amendment  would  not 
affect  so  much — the  regulations  r^;ard- 
ing  pleuro-pnenmouia,  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  others ;  but  he  believed  that 
the  effect  of  the  three  years'  limit,  com' 
pelling,  as  it  would,  the  slaughter  of  ajl 
foreign  cattle  at  the  place  of  import 
would  make  things  worse  then  they  were 
at  the  present  moment,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  to  have  London  with  a  cordon 
round  it,  than  to  have  a  separate  market 
accompanied  with  all  the  incouveni' 
oncea  which  it  would  entail  on  the  other 
porta. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  considered 
that  whatever  legislation  they  adopted 
on  this  subject  some  interest  must  suffer ; 
but  the  primary  object  ought  to  be  to 
prevent  the  great  calamity  of  cattle 
plague  ever  again  occurring  in  this 
country.  What  were  the  best  means  of 
arriving  at  that  end  ?  There  were  two 
proposals — that  of  the  Govemmerit  and 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South-east  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bead).  The 
disease  was  not  indigenous;  it  came 
&om  abroad  by  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  &om  an  infected  country. 
This  iact  should  be  some  guide  as  to  the 
best  means  of  preventing  its  recurrence. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  invest  the  Privy 
Council  with  power  to  issue  such  restric- 
tions as  might  appear  necessary  when 
(he  danger  of  the  ifiseaae  was  apparent. 
But  they  might  not  be  awaxe  of  the 
danger  tiU  it  was  too  late.  When  ."  the 
^ague  had  begun,"  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  "  stay"  it.  The  Amendment 
of  hie  hon.  Prieud  went  to  the  root  of 
the  evil,  and  by  compulsoiy  slaughter 
would  prevent  the  possibility  of  the 
disease  being  circulated  through  the 
country.  Prevention  was  better  than 
cure,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  join  with  him  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment. 

Mk.  hunt  said,  they  were  aU  t^reed 
in  the  desire  to  keep  rinderpest  out  of 
the  countty,  and  that  it  was  not  desirable 
to  place  such  restrictions  on  the  import 
of  cattle  as  would  prevent  people  getting 
meat  as  cheap  as  possible.  He  thought 
they  might  arrive  at  some  solution  of 
the  present  diiBculty  without  going  to  a 
division.  He  thought  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Tico  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that  three 
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years  was  too  long,  and  he  would  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  that  limit  might  be 
considerably  reduced.  The  precise  limit 
would  remain  matter  ibr  consideration, 
but,  perhaps,  eighteen  months  would  be 
sufficient.  

Mb.  W.  E.  POESTEK  admitted  that 
the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hunt)  was  a  very  conciliatoiy  one, 
but  he  did  not  tfaink  the  question  of 
time  had  much  to  do  with  ue  matter. 
The  result  of  putting  in  any  time  what- 
ever would  be  that  the  Rivy  Council 
would,  in  a  great  measure,  feel  &ee  &om 
responsibiUty,  and  be  content  to  throw 
it  on  the  law  which  the  Houbo  in  its 
wisdom  gave  for  their  guidance. 

Mr.  hunt  said,  the  Amendment 
might  be  so  worded  as  to  leave  full  dis- 
cretion with  the  Privy  Coimcil. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
been  Ailly  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Tike  Committee  would  have  enor- 
mous difficulty  if  they  undertook  to  save 
the  Privy  Council  from  trouble  and  re- 
sponsibihty  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  if  he  had 
entertained  any  doubt  whether  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  proposed  by  hia 
hon.  Friend  was  right  he  had  been  con- 
vinced by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  admitted  the  danger  in  the  clearest 
terms,  but  he  said — "  Leave  the  matter 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Privy  Council." 
Now,  it  was  impossible  to  look  at  the 
network  of  railways  in  Europe,  connect- 
ing those  places  where  it  was  admitted 
these  diseases  were  never  wanting  with 
other  countries,  and  not  to  see  the  im- 
possibility of  avoiding  the  risk  of  in- 
fected cattle  coming  mto  this  country. 
There  was  one  sentence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  which  shook  his 
opinion  as  to  the  safety  of  intrusting  the 
ftivy  Council  with  this  discretion.  He 
told  the  House  that  if  the  disease  did 
come  the  Privy  Council  would  stamp  it 
out  at  once.  

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  was 
referring  only  to  tho  sheep  poi. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  believed  that 
both  sides  of  the  House  agreed  that  no 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  except 
those  which  were  absolutely  necessary. 
The  real  question  was,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment suggested  any  precautions 
which  had  more  safe^^  ^  them  than  the 
Amendment.     The   Privy  Council  ou- 
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hours.  If  England  ^th  the  advant^e 
of  her  insular  position  were  to  take  me 
same  precautions  ae  irere  employed  by 
France,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
keeping  out  the  cattle  plague.  He 
should  TOto  for  the  Amendment  of  tlie 


tborities  had  told  the  country  that  more 
cattle  had  been  taken  away  from  the 
GoneumerB  of  this  country  in  conaequenco 
of  the  cattle  plague  than  the  number  of 
foreign  cattle  imported.  He  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Colonel  8YKES  said,  that  the  prac- 
tice in  France  was  precisely  in  accord- 
ance with  the  hon.  Oentleman's  Amend- 
ment, with  the  exception  of  the  three 
fears  limit.  Cattle  fiom  all  countries 
aving  a  clean  bill  of  health  were  al- 
lowed to  enter  Prance.  Cattle  from 
doubtAil  countries  were  inspected  on 
the  frontier,  and  if  found  healthy  were 
allowed  to  enter.  Cattle  from  diseased 
countries  were  all  stopped  on  the  fron- 
tier and  aUughtered  on  the  spot.  In 
consequence  of  these  precautions,  France 
had  uways  been  free  from  the  cattle 
plague,  in  consequence  of  its  having 
been  arrested  on  the  frontier.  We  had 
not  displayed  the  same  prudence  and 
foresight,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
S85,0G0  cattle  had  been  slaughtered  at 
an  enormous  waste  of  food,  and  loss  of 
eereral  mlUions  sterling.  In  Aberdeen- 
ehire  the  moment  a  disease  appeared  in 
any  village  the  cattle  were  slaughtered, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  Aberdeen- 
shire  had  suffered  less  than  any  other 
county  in  Great  Britain.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  consent  to  restrict  the 
time  to  one  year  the  Government  might 
tlien  be  trusted  to  operate  as  the  occa- 
sions arose. 

Hk.  hunt  said,  he  should  propose 
to  substitute  the  words — 

"  And  all  foreign  •uiiiul*  imported  into  Gre«t 
Britkio  from  oouDtries  Jd  wbioh  ORltla  plague 
or  aneep  pox  ibitil  hsre  exisUd  during  the 
eighteoD  montbi  preceding,  or  througb  irbieb 
aiiini*l>  ilull  bare  pused  dariag  the  wma  period 
from  ooontriei  lo  aiTmled  itull  be  landed  onlj  at 
aneb  porti,  or  tbe  defined  part*  UMMof,  and 
ahall  not  be  removed  rUti.' 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
Committee  could  define  the  ports  thus, 
and  give  certainty  to  the  frade.  Some 
discretion  ought  to  be  vested  in  the  Qo- 
TOmment ;  but  every  exercise  of  discre- 
tion on  the  part  of  me  Government  was 
Protection  in  its  vilest  form,  It  increased 
the  price,  because  it  crested  uncertainty 
and  restricted  trade.  He  had  been  for 
many  years  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  a  veterinary  College,  and  all  ttie 
veterinary  surgeons  agreed  that  inspec- 
tion was  a  fiuce  unless  they  could  de- 
tain the  ftnimula  for  a  certain  number  of 


Mb.  BBIJCE  said,  that  France  had 
been  referred  to  as  an  example  to  this 
country.  Now,  he  would  point  out  Uiat 
the  BUI  of  the  Government  agreed  in 
every  particular  with  the  practice  of 
France.  The  Government  proposed  to 
admit,  free  from  all  restrictions,  cattle 
from  countries  possessing  a  clean  bill  of 
health ;  to  exorcise  their  own  vigilance 
in  the  case  of  cattle  coming  from  sus- 
pected countries ;  and  toa  bsolutely  pro- 
hibit the  importation  of  cattle  from 
countries  where,  in  their  opinion,  the 
disease  existed.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South-east  Norfolk 
(Mr.Eead)proposedthat  they  should  pro- 
hibit the  importation  of  cattle  from 
countries  where  the  cattle  plague  had 
existed  within  three  years  ;  but  if  that 
suggestion  were  to  be  adopted  we  should 
be  imable  to  avail  ourselves  of  perfectly 
safe  markets  in  the  event  of  single 
eases  of  cattle  plague  occurring  in  the 
districts  within  a  period  of  three  years. 
Under  such  a  regulation  no  cattle  could 
be  imported  from  Prussia,  which  was 
notoriously  free  from  cattle  plague,  al- 
though the  auUiorities  permitted  cattle 
from  suspicious  districts  to  pass  through 
the  country  in  trains  under  certain  re- 
strictions. 

Mb.  BEAD  s^d,  he  would  acc^  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Northampton- 
shire (Mr.  Hunt)  and  would  amend  his 
Amendment  by  reducing  Uie  term  from 
three  years  to  eighteen  months.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  his 
Amendment  accordingly. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0H8TEE  said  he  would 
take  occasion  to  explain  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  deemed  it  their  duty  to 
divide  the  Committee  on  the  question  of 
amending  the  Amendment,  because  they 
thought  it  was  only  due  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  they  should  be  permitted  to 
put  the  views  which  they  neld  on  the 
point  at  issue  in  their  own  way.  Ho 
must,  however,  observe  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  Amendment  almost  as  mudx 
u  its  altered  as  in  its  original  form,  be- 
cause it  was  impossible  for  the  Privy 
Council  to  know  whether  In  a  liii|^ 
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country — snch,  for  instance,  asFniBaia — 
disease  had,  or  had  not  existed,  within  a 
period  of  eighteen  months. 

Mb.  bead  :  If  the  ri^t  hon.  0«n- 
tiemaji  cannot  knor,  the  Privy  Council 
ought,  and  Bhould  not  have  to  rely  solely 
upon  inspection. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  1 
there  added/' 

The  Committee  drndodi—Ajea  162; 
Koee  220 :  Majority  68. 

On  Motion,  That  the  Clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill, 

Me.  HTiiAPTiAM  said,  Aat,  after  the 
concession  made  by  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Coundl  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  he 
should  not  move,  as  he  had  intended,  that 
the  clause  be  omitted,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  dause  might  be  carried  into 
effect  without  the  establishment  of  £ 
parate  market  in  London. 

Colonel  BAETTELOT  said,  if  it  was 
understood  that  the  City  of  London 
not  to  provide  a  separate  market,  he 
would  endeavour  to  defeat  tiie  Bill  by 
all  the  means  in  his  power. 


Clause  16  (Power  to  prohibit  landing, 
1848  (L),  8. 1). 

Lord  EOBEET  MONTAGU  said,  he 
had  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the 
words  in  the  clause  which  provide  that 
this  power  should  be  exercised  in  the 
case  of  foreign  cattle  "  brought  from 
any  specified  countiy  or  place''  should 
be  omitted.  He  believed  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  Privy  Council  to 
determine  which  was  ttie  particular  coun- 
try from  which  cattle  brought  to  our 
shores  horn  Eott«rdam  and  other  foreign 
ports  had  originally  come.  He  moved 
m  page  4,  line  40,  after  "animals,"  to 
insert  "  either  generally,  or  with  certain 
specified  exceptions." 

Mb.  LIBDELL  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  know  what  machineiy  the  Go- 
vernment had  set  to  work  in  order  to 
obtain  information  as  to  the  existence  of 
rinderpest  in  foreign  countries.  What 
channels  of  information  did  they  possess, 
and  was  the  information  received  reli- 
able P  Certainly  the  impression  was 
that  the  Privy  Council  was  not  very  well 
"  posted"  in  that  matter,  and  that  they 
often  knew  less  about  it  than  private 
individuals. 

Jfr.  JT.  K  FortUT  I 


Mb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  was 
very  glad  the  question  had  been  asked. 
He  confessed  he  had  himself  the  same 
notion  in  past  years  as  to  the  informa- 
tion possessed  by  the  Privy  OounciL 
But  emce  he  had  been  in  Office  he  had 
found  that,  very  much  owing  to  the 
care  bestowed  by  the  nolde  Lord  (Lord 
Bobert  Mont^u)  the  means  of  obtain- 
ing information  possessed  by  the  Privy 
Council  were  as  good  as  well  could  be. 
That  fact  had  already  been  admitted  in 
the  course  of  this  debate ;  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  South-east  Norfolk  (Hr. 
Bead)  admitted  the  accuracy  of  the  Be- 
tum  which  had  be^i  given  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  Headlam).  The  information  was  ob- 
tained through  our  constant  communica- 
tion  with  the  consuls  resident  in  those 
countries  where  cattle  plague  was  eup- 

Esed  to  exist ;  and  dunng  the  time  he 
d  been  in  Office  he  had  never  found 
their  information  seriously  contradicted, 
or  even  anticipated  by  any  private  in- 
formation. It  was  his  opinion  that  the 
Privy  Council  was  in  a  position  to  obtain 
as  much  information  as  could  be  ob- 
tained. 

Sir  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
that  inspectors  shouldbe  bound 
:eep  an  accurate  register  of  ""'"lala 
slaughtered.  

AGt.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  ehould 
attend  to  the  suggestion. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clauses  17  to  21,  inclusive,  agrted  to. 

Clause  22  (Provision  of  wharves,  laira, 

3.,  1867,  e.  47.) 

Mb.  WINGFIELD-BAEEB  moved 
at  the  end  to  add  the  words — 

And  tba  power  herabj  giTBii  U  not  to  b« 
•lt«r«d  bjr  id;  Orden  of  Coonoil  under  tbe  pro- 

lioni  of  this  Act." 

Mr.  "SV.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and  if  he  found 
that  the  clause  required  amending  he 
would  move  an  Amendment  on  the  brings 
ing  up  of  the  Beport. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  23  to  26,  inclusive,  i^eei  to. 

Clause  27  (A)  ^Special  proviaions  to- 
Hpecting  metropobs). 

CoLORBL  BABTImiOT  said,  this  waa 
the  moBt  important  cUose  in  the  ^11, 


1293        ShetioM  (JToIm)—        (Jiilt  6,  1869) 


£ttclutioit. 


1294 


and  hoped  that  the  right  hoa.  Otoitle- 
man  would  give  some  explanation  -with 
tegaidtoit 

Mit.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  eaid,  that  this 
clause  empoww^  the  Corporatiim  of 
London  to  make  the  maiket ;  and  it  was 
merely  intended  to  carry  into  effect  the 
agieffluest  that  had  been  entered  into 
between  the  Ooreinnient  and  the  Cor^ 
poratioD,  under  which  the  latter  had 
usdertakea  to  make  the  market.  He 
had  said  on  a  former  oocasion  that  he 
believed  they  would  be  able  to  make 
such  an  arrangement  with  the  Corpora- 
tion ;  and  nothiiig  oould  have  been  more 
oandid,  more  atreightforward,  or  more 
buBineas-like,  than  the  prooeedinge  of  the 
gentlemen  who  represented  the  CorpoT&- 
tian  in  this  matter.  In  the  event  of  the 
Corporation  not  making  the  market  by 
Uie  let  of  Jajiuary,  1872,  they  would  by 
the  next  clause  oease  to  have  power  aa 
the  local  authontieB,  they  would  lose 
their  numopoly,  and  they  would  lose  the 
addititmal  toUs  which  under  the  BiU 
tiiey  would  be  allowed  to  levy.  Under 
these  cdroumstancee,  there  oould  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Corporation  would  make 
the  market,  and  would  carry  out  the 
intention  of  the  clause  in  a  substantial 
manner. 

Mr.  COEEANCB  said,  he  was  quite 
content  to  accept  on  this  subject  the  as- 
mrances  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  oonduct  with  reference  to  this  Bill 
had  been  most  straightforward  and  cour- 
teous. The  Corporation  of  London  ap- 
peared to  have  learned  wisdom  upon 
this  question,  and  had  discovered  before 
it  was  too  late,  that,  unless  they  were 
content  to  oo-(^erate  with  the  QoTem- 
ment  and  the  House  upon  this  matter 
th^  would  lose  their  trade. 

Clause  agrttd  to 

Clanses  28  to  33,  inclusive,  agreti  to. 

Olause  34  (Determination  and  declara- 
tioa  of  local  authority,  1867,  s.  12). 

Ub.  MILLEBmoved,  in  line  21,  after 
"  aorgeons,"  to  insert  "  or  in  their  option 
by  one  of  the  inspectors  in  the  Veterinary 
D^tartment  of  the  Privy  Council."  Hib 
object  was  that  there  might  be  some 
dwnite  authority  to  dec&xe  whether 
rinderpeit  existed  or  not  in  the  country. 
Dr.  Scott,  a  great  authority  in  Scotland 
on  the  cattle  plague,  attached  great  ii 
portance  to  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  £.  F0B6TIIR  said,  he  thought 
H  beet  to  rely  on  the  local  aathoritiea  in 


the  matter,  and  not  let  them  suppose 
that  a  gentleman  &om  London  would  do 
the  work  for  them.  K,  however,  Sootoh 
Members  attached  importanee  to  the 
Amendment  in  its  apphcation  to  Scot- 
land, he  would  be  ready  to  confer  with 
them  on  the  subject  before  the  bringing 
up  of  the  Beport. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtMrtncn. 

Mb.  G.  GEJXKIET  proposed  at  end 
to  add — 

"  ADd  the  ohaTgei  and  Mpentet  of  moh  tetori- 
Dir;  aurseoD  or  mrgeons  Bhall  be  exp«D«M  ortli* 
loMl  kutbority  andar  tbia  Aot." 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEK  thought  the 
Amendment  would  go  further  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman  intended,  but  promised 
to  consider  the  matter  before  the  Beprat. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  36  to  44,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Exception  for  railTBTs, 
1867,  8.  23). 

CoLONBL  RTK'F.a  moeed,  at  end,  to 
add— 

"  Of  the  tr&TsUiDg  to  ouu-ket  of  bona  cattl* 
import«d  bj  kk  from  on;  port  id  tin  United 
Kingdom." 

Me.  "W.  E.  F0E8TEE  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  would  go  much  tuitaex 
than  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  meant. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  enable 
railways  to  carry  cattle  through  infected 
districts ;  but  the  Amendment  would 
enable  cattie  to  travel  in  anyway,  which 
would  be  quite  unsafe. 

Further  consideration  of  clause  foit- 

House  reeumed. 

Committee  r^iort  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ELECTIONS  {WALES).— RESOLDTION. 
Mb.  BICHABD,  *  pursuant  to  notice, 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  proceedings  of  certain  landlords 
in  Wales  towards  their  tenants  on  ac- 
count of  the  &ee  exerdse  of  their  Fran- 
chise at  the  last  Election.  He  had  a 
large  number  of  Petitions  which  he 
begged  to  present,  complaining  of  op- 
pressions practised  by  the  landlords,  and 
asking  redress  &om  the  House.  He  had 
not  taken  this  course  on  his  own  judg- 
ment alone.  Six  weeks  or  two  months 
ago  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  Liberal 
Membera  for  the  Frindpalify,  oourened 
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by  Mb  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea,  at  wliich,  after  bearing  the 
facta  which  it  would  be  his  duty  to  state 
to  the  House,  a  Besolution  was  adopted 
that  the  subject  should  be  brought  be- 
fore Farliameut  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  It  was  no  pleasure  to  him  to 
dischai^  this  duty.  On  the  contrary, 
he  could  say  with  the  utmost  sincerity 
that  it  pained  him  deeply  to  have  to  call 
in  question  in  this  pubhc  mamier  the 
conduct  of  any  portion  of  his  countiy- 
men,  however  widely  they  might  differ 
from  him  in  bis  politicai  views.  But 
things  had  come  to  such  a  pass  in  the 
PrincipaliU-  of  Wales  since  the  last  elec- 
tion, that  he  felt  it  incumbent  on  him, 
in  ib.e  interests  not  only  of  justice  and 
the  freedom  of  election,  but  of  public 
order  and  tranquillity,  to  by  to  put  a 
check  upon  practices  which,  if  not 
checked,  must  exercise  a  most  preju- 
dicial influence  on  the  public  peace  and 
the  good  understanding  which  ought  to 
exist  between  the  various  classes  of  so- 
ciety in  the  country.  He  would  endea- 
vour to  explain  in  a  few  sentences  the 
real  political  condition  and  circumstances 
of  Wales,  and  he  might,  at  any  rate, 
urge  this  plea  in  claiming  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  that  Wales  had  not 
often  intruded  itself  on  their  attention ; 
for  whilst  there  had  been  discussions  on 
English,  Irish,  and  Scotch  qnestions  in 
abundance,  both  in  this  Session  and  in 
many  others,  no  question  relating  to 
Wales  had  occupied  the  attention  of 
Farhament,  so  far  as  he  knew,  within 
the  memory  of  man.  TTie  inhabitants 
of  the  Principality  were  thorough  Libe- 
rals in  their  political  principles,  and  he 
need  only  adduce  in  support  of  that  as- 
sertion two  facts  —  first,  the  character 
of  the  relkion  they  professed ;  and, 
secondly,  the  nature  of  the  political 
literature  which  they  encouraged.  The 
Welsh  might  be  described  as  a  nation 
of  Nonconformists;  and,  certainly,  the 


bitterest  hator  of  Dissent  that  ever 
lived,  if  he  knew  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  became  so,  could 
hardly  find  in  his  heart  to  censure  them 
very  severely,  unless,  indeed,  he  were  of 
opinion  that  utter  ignorance,  irreligion, 
and  immorality  were  evils  less  than  dis- 
sent &om  any  system  of  ecclesiasticiam 
which  might  happen  to  have  been  es- 
tablished in  a  country.  But,  being  Non- 
eonformists  in  religion,  they  were  by 
necessaiy  oonsequenos  Liberals  in  poli- 
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tics,  for  a  Dissenting  Tory  was  a  kind 
of  Ivtut  natw/s  which  was  seldom  or 
never  met  with.  But  it  was  not  Non- 
conformists alone  who  were  Libert. 
He  was  happy  to  say  timt  in  Wales,  as 
in  all  other  parts  of  the  kingdom,  some 
of  the  truest  and  staunchest  advocates 
of  Liberal  principles  and  policy  were  to 
be  found  amongst  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  But  between  Libe- 
ral Churchmen  and  Dissenters  there  was 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  pecmle 
who  were  Libert  in  their  political  prm- 
ciples.  The  second  fact  be  would  adduce 
was  the  character  of  the  literature  circu- 
lating among  the  people.  The  Welsh 
had  a  lai^  literature  in  their  own  lan- 
guage ;  nine  newspapers  were  published 
in  it,  all  of  them  advocating  Liberal 
principles,  with  the  exception  of  one 
which  called  itself  ConservatiTe-Iibera], 
which  had  a  very  small  circulation,  and 
was  sustained  by  subsidies  &om  the 
Welsh  landowners.  There  were,  be- 
sides, sixteen  other  periodicals,  all  sup- 
ported by  the  Nonconformists,  which,  so 
far  as  they  had  any  politics  at  all,  were 
Liberal.  Li  confirmation  of  this,  he 
might  refer  to  the  report  of  a  meeting 
held  at  Bangor  last  January,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese, 
with  the  object  of  promoting  the  in- 
terests of  the  Established  Qiurch  in 
Wales  by  providing  more  churches  and 
curates,  and — as  the  circular  convening 
the  meeting  expressed  it  —  by  estab- 
lishing a  newspaper  in  the  Welsh  lan- 
guage, on  sound  Church  of  England 
principles  ;  at  which  Mr.  Sobert  Isaao 
Jones  stated  that  he  had  ten  years  beforo 
started  a  Welsh  Conservative  paper,  but 
in  six  months  he  found  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  get  the  country  to  read  it.  An  im- 
pression prevailed  in  England,  which 
some  landowners  in  Wales  were  willing 
enough  to  encourage,  that  the  people 
had  a  sort  of  blind  feudal  attachment  to 
the  lords  of  the  soil,  whose  lead  they 
were  prepared  to  follow  in  politick 
matters  without  inquiry.  There  could 
not  be  a  greater  delusion.  In  a  former 
age,  no  doubt,  they  took  part  in  political 
contests  less  like  dtizens  contending  tar 
their  rights  than  clansmen  battling  for 
their  chieftains.  That  time  was  past. 
Feudalism  was  dead  in  Wales,  as  it  was 
everywhere  else.  Education  and  poU- 
tical  intelligence  had  spread  among  the 
people ;  but  that  was  precisely  what  cer- 
tain olassoa  of  the  Welah  laiijlords  oonld 
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not  or  would  not  understand.  They 
would  not  understand  that  they  were 
no  longer  lords  over  eerls  of  the  soil,  or 
chieis  among  clansmen,  but  men  among 
men,  with  certain  advantagoa  of  wealth, 
station,  and  superior  education ;  but  sur- 
rounded by  an  intelli^nt,  improving, 
reading,  and  reasoning  population,  wbo 
could  be  guided  and  influenced  only  by 
an  appeal  to  their  understandings  and 
consciences,  and  not  by  feudal  and  social 
coercion.  At  the  last  election  there  was 
unusual  excitement  in  Wales,  princi- 
pally owing  to  the  fact  that  the  political 
education  of  the  people  had  been  gra- 
dually advancing,  so  that  a  much  larger 
number  had  begun  to  look  with  interest 
upon  public  questions;  and,  secondly, 
because  there  was  then  a  question  before 
the  public  in  which  it  was  possible  to 
feel  a  deep  and  real  interest,  and  behind 
that  question  a  man  in  whose  sincerity 
and  earnestness  it  was  possible  to  feel 
confidence.  Both  parties  prepared  them- 
selves for  the  con£ct — on  the  one  side  a. 
Liberal  and  Nonconforming  population, 
and  on  the  other  aide  the  (^urch  and 
Conservative  landowners.  The  battle 
was  fought  vigorously,  and  he  should 
not  have  had  one  word  to  say  about  it, 
except  to  express  his  satisfaction  at  the 
result,  were  it  not  that  some  Conserva- 
tive landlords  during  and  since  the  elec- 
tion had  pursued  a  course,  the  tendency 
of  which  was  to  destroy  all  freedom  of 
election,  and  to  reduce  the  people  to 
complete  political  serfdom.  He  wished, 
however,  to  guard  himself  against  being 
supposed  to  bring  a  sweeping  and  indis- 
cnminate  charge  against  all  the  Conser- 
vative landlonis  of  the  I^indpality.  Far 
from  this,  some  of  them  had  acted  vrith 
the  most  honourable  impartiality,  and 
not  only  did  not  attempt  to  coerce  the 
votes  of  their  tenants,  hut  took  measures 
to  let  them  know  that  they  were  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  exercise  their  votes  ac- 
cording to  their  conscience.  He  would 
go  further  and  say  that  some  of  those 
of  whose  conduct  he  complained  were, 
apart  -frum  the  evil  spirit  of  party, 
amiable  and  kind-hearted  gentlemen, 
accustomed  to  act  conaderately  and 
liberally  towards  their  tenants.  But, 
unfortunately,  they  were  afflicted  with 
the  monomania  of  believing  that  the 
franchise  which  the  law  conferred  on 
persons  belonged  to  the  land.  They 
looked  on  the  vote  apparently  as  coming 
within  the  operation  of  the  Game  Laws, 
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something  like  a  pheasant  or  a  hare, 
which  nobody  was  to  dare  to  touch  un- 
less they  gave  permission ;  and  if  any 
one  presumed  to  canvass  their  farmers 
he  had  no  doubt  they  looked  upon,  and 
would  like  to  treat  him  as  a  poacher. 
With  this  conception  of  the  divine  right 
of  landlordism,  the  House  would  not  be 
surprised  to  find  that  Uiey  conducted 
themselves  in  a  very  high-handed  fashion 
at  the  last  election.  He  woidd  read  an 
extract  of  a  letter  sent  to  him  vrithin  the 
last  few  days  in  reference  to  one  of  the 
landlords  of  Cardiganshire.  This  letter 
stated  that — 

"  SMn  ftftar  the  two  ouididatei  annoiltiaad 
tbemielTM,  kU  tba  tsDaatu  on  the  Nanteoa  eitats 
wttfaiu  tha  neighbourliood  for  aome  mile*  round 
reoeiTed  notice  to  appear  on  a  ceiiaia  da}  at 
Nantsoa,  which  tbey  <Ud,  all  with  the  exoeptioDof 
mj  inrormadt,  who  wai  welt  awara  of  the  abject 
111  liew.  The  tenants  were  there  and  then  praued 
hard  to  promiie  their  vote  to  the  Tory  candidate. 
DOt  know  whether  any  threata  were  held  oat 
or  not.  bat  tber  were  aorely  pretwd,  &nd  with 
9r  two  exoeptieDa  thej  gare  in.  The  follow- 
ing daj  my  informant  waa  working  in  the  Arm- 
yard,  and  Captain  Pbelpi,  a  relation  of  Colonel 
Powell,  aod  hit  principal  agent,  bappeoed  to  pan, 
and  he  cried  out — '  Very  well,  old  fellow,  I'll 
bear  yon  in  mind  again  after  thii,'  alluding  to  my 
informant's  abaenoe  from  the  meeting  on  the  pre- 
ceding day.  He  haa  had  notice  to  quit,  after  biiag 
in  ocoapatioD  for  many  yean.' " 
Ho  was  Sony  to  have  to  say  anything  of 
Colonel  Powell,  who  had  sat  in  the 
House  for  many  years  as  Member  for 
Cardiganshire ;  but  he  had  been  more 
severe  than  any  of  that  county,  and  all  on 
his  estate  who  had  voted  for  the  wrong 
candidate  had  received  notice  to  quit.  He 
had  a  letter,  sent  by  the  agent  of  another 
landlord  to  a  tenant  before  the  election, 
dated  "  Deny  Ormond,  Friday" — 

"  Sir, — I  am  giren  to  nDdentand  (bat  yon  and 
Mr.  Oliver  u  (tie)  been  about  aeleodog  rotaa 
for  Mr.  Riohard  among  the  Derry  Ormond  tenanti. 
What  batioMa  hare  yon  to  interfeer  (He)  with  the 
tODanta  on  the  Deny  Eitate.and  I  truat  you  won't 
do  ao  again.  But  mind  yoor  own  buaineaa.  If 
cot,  I  will  mind  you  before  the  24th  of  next 
March.  I  am  now  deaired  to  tell  yon.  from  Mr. 
Jonea,  that  he  eipeota  you  to  rote  at  the  ooming 
aleetion  for  hia  couaio  Ur.  E,  M,  Vaugban,  and  li 
you  refoaes  {tic)  to  do  ao,  yon  will  haTe  to  laare 
and  all  others  that  refdaa  to  vote  according  to  Hr. 
Jonea'a  wiah.— Sir,  youn  truly, 

'•  W.  COTTBILL. 

"  To  Mr.  Reel  loan,  VoiUllt  Faotory,  Lland' 
dewibrefl." 

This  tenant,  in  spite  of  the  threat,  dared 
to  voto  in  &Toar  of  the  hon.  Q^nUeman 
now  Member  for  Cardiganshire,  who 
then  eat  behind  him,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, he  had  received  notice  to  quit 
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his  holding.  He  bad  been  offered  to 
liave  liia  holding  back  on  payment  of 
£10  a  year  additionfLl  rent,  andpving 
a  written  guarantee  that,  for  the  ^ture, 
he  would  vote  for  his  landlord.  He  had 
another  letter  from  a  landlord,  who 
owned  aereral  laims  in  Cannarthen- 
Bhire,  who,  before  the  election,  sent 
round  to  Mb  tenants  a  gentleman  named 
Bowcott,  to  desiie  that  they  would  vote 
for  the  ConBerratiTe  candidates.  These 
tenants  being  Dissenters  and  Liberals, 
addressed  a  memorial  to  their  landlord, 
asking,  in  the  most  respectful  terms, 
that  they  might  have  permission  to  vote 
according  to  their  consciences.  To  this 
the  landkird  replied,  iinder  date,  Novem- 
ber  20,  1868— 
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"  I  received  >  memorial  featerdaf,  b;  poit,  vitb 
Uie  oamsi  of  m;  tenuits,  in  Carnurth«pahire,  at- 
tached to  it.  Tours  being  the  6nt  in  tbe  lilt,  1 
■ball  addrau  m;  reptj  to  jou,  sod  reqaoit  70D 
irill  Duke  kaovn  iU  eontesti  lo  those  here- 
after named.  I  cannot  bIIow  it  to  puis  withoDt 
remarking  apon  it,  and  flrat  of  all  I  mnit  ex. 
Tay  rarpriia  at  70ur  making  aaj  difBoultf  fn  com- 
plying with  taj  reque«t  conrajed  bjr  Mr.  Boncolt, 
vho  irai  anthoriied  b;  me  to  Mkjou  to  vote  for 
lleiart.  Jonei  and  Pnilef.  Ai  I  am  better  ao- 
gaaiated  with  yon,  from  aeeing  more  of  Ton,  than 
I  am  with  m;  other  tenants,  and  from  all  jou 
bare  proiaued  for  me,  I  feel  gurprised  jou  should 
not  ha*«  set  a  better  example.  Many,  if  not  all 
my  tenants,  baie  lired  with  me  tor  man;  jears, 
and  apon  terms  of  oonfldenoe  uid  good-will ;  and 
tbe  oontiDDauoe  of  aueh  good  understanding  ought 
to  bo  the  aim  as  long  a*  the  oonneotion  iMtweeo 
landlord  and  tenant  ooatinues.  Tbe  teveranoe 
of  sneh  good  faeling,  I  fear,  is  the  ohjeet  of  teaob- 
ers  who  mislead  them.  As  I  uid  before,  it  it  not 
desirable  that  a  breach  of  oouBdence  sboold  take 
place  whare  none  existed  before.  lTarelr,ire' 
Mked  JOU,  or  either  of  ]ion,ta  do  anything  fori 
and  as  eiroumttaDoeB,  from  time  of  life,  maf  pre- 
Tent  mj  erer  Mkiog  foa  again  a  similai 
quest,  and  as  joa  well  know  mj  wtehes,  I 
tainlj  Bipeet  yon  will  rote  with  me  for  thoae 
geatleiMii. — lun  jour  well  wisher, 

"  C.  R.  LONSCBOVT. 

"To  John  Jonei,  E.  WilUama,  and  Uw  o^mt 


The  memorial  was  signed  by  six  tenants, 
several  of  whom  had  been  accustomed 
previously  to  attend  the  meetings  of  the 
present  Member  for  Carmarthenshire — 
who  sits  on  this  side  of  the  House — but 
after  the  receipt  of  the  reply  five  of  them 
vot«d  for  the  Conservative  and  one  for 
the  Liberal  candidate,  this  last  having 
since  received  notice  to  quit.  He  had 
also  a  oonversation  between  the  same 
landlord  and  one  of  his  tenants,  John 
Davies,  who  attested  the  statement  with 
his  mgnaturs.  The  statement  waa  as 
follows:— 

ifr.  Richard 


" '  Hr.  LongOToft :  Will  70a  giM  jtasr  toU  to 
Mr.  Vaughan  I— jr,  D. :  I  don't  intend  Toting  for 
anyone.  I  intend  being  neuter — I  am  a  quiet 
man. — Mr.  L. :  Then,  John,  if  jou  want  to  b«  a 
quiet  man  all  jour  life,  so  fir  as  1  am  ooneened, 
give  me  jonr  rote. — J.  D. :  1  can't,  sir. — Mr.  L.  1 
Then  jou  prefer  Mr.  Richards  to  me. — J,  D.: 
lou  don't  Blato  the  oase  birlj,  air.  It's  not  tou 
and  Mr.  R.,  but  Mr.  Vaaghan  and  Mr.  R — Mr. 
L. :  li  it  not  I  that  gare  jou  jour  rote,  John  I — 
J.  D. :  Yes,  sir ;  bnt  if  jon  didn't,  nu  jbe  I  might 
bare  had  it  from  some  one  else.— Ur.  L.:  Well, 
JOU  will  not  give  me  jour  Totef — J.  D.  :  I  oan't, 
sir. — Mr.  L.:  Then,  John,  joa  will  hare  no  rote 
again  as  mj  tenant.' 

"  I  testi^  that  the  above  it  a  eorract  atatement 
of  the  oonteraatioB  whkh  took  plaoe  betwvan 
Mr.  Longcroft  and  mjselfsonoeming  the  vote.  I 
made  the  abore  known  at  the  Ume  to  funB  of 
mj  fHendi. 

"(Signed)        Joa>  DiTTM." 

He  had  also  a  letter  of  another  Wdsh 
landlord — a  clergyman  in  Somerset ;  and 
as  this  rev.  gent^onan  had  append^  his 
name  to  his  letter,  and  published  it  in 
the  newspapers,  there  was  no  harm  in 
saying  that  it  was  O.  B.  Bishop,  and 
that  he  held  an  estate  in  Oarmarthen- 
shire.  On  that  estate  there  was  a 
Methodist  chapel,  built  probably  by  an 
ancestor  of  Mr.  Bishop;  but  when  it  was 
known  Uiat  tbe  now  hon.  Member  for 
Csjmarthenshire  was  coming  out  as  a 
candidate,  Mr.  Bishop  sent  to  tJie  trus- 
tees of  the  chapel  a  letter,  in  which  he 
said — 

If  Mr.  Sartoris  will  aome  forward  and  an- 
noe  toaeonititneoojthitbasfbra  qaarter-of- 
B-ceaturj  returned  none  but  ConaemdiTea,  that 
he  will  be  the  follower  of  ■  man  who,  while  he 
extends  hii  right  hand  to  Archbishop  CalIeo,gifM 
bis  lefl  to  Mr.  Miall,  to  be  drawa  anjwhare, 
places  his  body  in  a  mad  hath,  and  takes  what  the 
Saturdai/  Hevimi  oalls  ■  dose  of  Finlen  ;  if,  after 
BDob  i  neons  istenoles  and  abject  flnnkejiim,  for 
the  sola  purpose  of  being  raised  to  an  enuneaes 

' ■- ,  in  spite  of  his  great  talents  and  ap- 

ntelleot,  I  beliere  ha  would  still  be 
itamplate  his  own  poiitioa  withealm 
jadgOMnt  and  discretion ;  If,  alter  that,  he  wfll  be 
his  folh>wer,  and  go  to  tte  poll  and  wis,  then  all  I 
can  saj  is,  that  1  shall  be  baartUj  ashamed  of  jdj 
own  natira  county.  HoweTcr,  I  have  KnMtbing 
further  to  say  of  a  personal  natare  to  joa  who 
are  the  trustees  and  members  of  the  Diaieoting 
ohapel  that  was  built  upon  mj  land  as  ttr  back  ai 
nearlj  threeHjaarlers  of  a  oentnrj,  ander  a  Inaat 
of  ninety-nine  year*,  at  a  nominal  rent  of  T«.  a 
jear.  Now,  would  you  not  think  it  verj  hard,  if, 
at  tbe  expiration  of  that  lease,  I,  or  mj  neit  ra- 
presentative,  would  deoUne  to  renew  it  f  And 
would  yoQ  not  oonslder  it,  moreoTer,  a  MerOeiM 
on  oor  part,  if  we  proceeded  to  dismantle  tbe  waUi 
of  the  buildings  and  the  oonrt-yaid  nhemin — un- 
less mj  memorj  fails  me— 1  saw  some  tablets  to 
the  memDrj  of  your  dead  !  Being  a  minister  at 
the  Cburob  of  England,  and  whose  Aaij  It  i«  to 
'-^'  "■ iKeDoeofmr  Ch«roh,ai  mooh  m 
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hsr  dootrinM  uid  bar  formntBriM,  I  Mk  7011  not 
to  ihoot  joDF  oiTowi  at  mf  CbuToh  bj  TOting  for 
Mr.  Siutorii.  Lnim  from  tiiis  to  da  to  others 
wliftt  jOD  would  wiah  to  be  done  bj.  Bebold !  I 
am  iriUing  to  pUce  in  TOur  huuU  the  lOBlflB  of 
jmtio*, >ul to  •ay— ■  Wh*tMevermeuare]>e>ti«U 
mate,  tbe  ume  ehkll  be  meBsored  to  you  a^un.' " 
But  the  ddnouetnmt  of  this  case  vae 
rather  cutioos.  The  rev.  gentlemaD  in 
hia  haste,  or  acting  under  ezireme  ez- 
citemeut,  had  misread  the  terms  of  hia 
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inBtnim.Biit,  they  found  it  was  a  lease  not 
for  ninety-nine  years,  bnt  for  999  years 
— before  the  expiry  of  which  it  might 
be  &irly  assumed  that  the  rev.  gende- 
man  would  have  passed  into  a  pleasanter 
country,  let  us  hope  than  even  Somerset- 
shire, from  whidh  he  thought  he  would 
look  hack  without  much  complacency 
upon  the  attempt  he  had  made  to  coerce 
the  consciences  of  his  fellow-Christiaiia. 
The  effecta  of  these  prooeedings  was  that 
hundreds  of  the  people  were  compelled 
to  vote  contraiT  to  their  conrictionft. 
He  himself  had  been  down  iu  Cardigau- 
shire  during  the  elections,  where  he  was 
well-known  &om  his  birth,  and  where, 
in  consequence,  the  people  had  opened 
their  hearts  to  him,  and  the  impresmon 
left  on  his  mind,  from  all  he  had  heard 
and  seen  there,  was  that  an  amount  of 
mental  anguish  had  been  endured  at 
that  fame  which  it  was  difficult  to  mea- 
sure. These  men  were  intelligent,  con- 
iideDtioas,  religious  men,  who  knew  the 
importance  and  responsibility  of  the 
duty  that  deTolved  upon  them  as  voters, 
and  their  convictions  being  decidedly 
Liberal,  they  were  nevertheless  dragged 
to  the  poll,  some  of  them  strong,  stal- 
wart men,  with  tears  in  their  eyes. 
["Oh,  oh!"  and  laughter.']  He  was 
sorry  that  hon.  Members  on  the  oppo- 
site side  found  food  for  laughter  in  this. 
What  had  been  done  since  the  elections  F 
Two  or  three  months  ago  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cardiganshire  and  him- 
self began  to  receive  letters  &om  that 
county,  and  other  Members  received 
similar  communications,  speaking  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  landowners  in  giving 
notice  to  their  tenants.  One  of  them 
wrote— 

"  We  >re  in  u  great  a  want  of  tenant  law  In 
ValcB  u  thaj  an  in  Ireland.  Liib  week  notiMi 
to  qait  r«ll  upon  the  people  of  this  conntj — Cardi- 
ganahire  —  and  that  of  Carmarthenabiro  like  a 
ijiower  of  bailatooei.  Nearly  eierj  Terr  land- 
loH  in  Uie  ooiint]>  Mrrod  tbote  of  tbrir  ienanti 
who  Tot«d  witb  Uie  Libenli  or  remained  nmtw 


with  a  notioe  to  quit  tbeir  holding!  on  tlie  BSth 
of  September  next," 

Another  correspondent  near  the  same 
date  writes  also  &om  Cardiganshire — 

"All  the  independent  tenant-brmera  aboat  hero 
who  voted  against  their  landlord!  bavereceired  no- 
tloce  toqnit,  Bodtbere  JBoodoobtthe  andentand- 
iog  is  general  between  thelandlorde  of  the  eooMj 
from  one  end  to  the  other.  They  maj  not  torn 
them  out,  but  they  will  Bdvanoe  their  renti  to 
suab  a  pitch  that  they  cannot  pay  their  way.  and 
nnleaa  theballotii  obtained  benire  there  ia  another 
General  Eleotion,  I  don't  know  what  is  to  ba- 

oome  of  the  Liberal  oanae  in  Wale) 

There  are  petty  rerengei  wreaked  on  the  heads 
of  poor  >lm*-reoeiiiDg  old  women  fbr  having  dared 
to  ahont "  Rloharda  for  erer." 

He  was  anxious  to  Btat«,  that  when  the 
communications  to  which  he  had  alluded 
had  been  received  by  his  hon.  Friend 
and  himself,  they  had  taken  great  pfuns 
to  investigate  the  cases  that  had  oeen 
brought  under  their  notice.  They  had 
prepared  a  schedule  of  questions  asking 
for  infoimation  on  all  the  important 
points  involved,  such  as  the  names  of 
the  tenants,  the  names  of  their  fEirma  ; 
how  long  they  had  been  in  occupation 
of  their  &rmB  ;  the  names  of  their  land- 
lords ;  whether  any  arrears  of  rent  re- 
mained due ;  whetiier  any  reason  had 
been  assigned  for  giving  them  notice  to 
quit,  except  the  way  in  which  they 
had  voted ;  to  what  religious  denonuna- 
tioa  they  belonged,  &ci.  He  had  re- 
ceived accurate  answers  to  these  in- 
auiries;  and  he  held  now  in  his  hand 
le  result,  in  a  tabulated  form,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  there  were  forty- 
three  cases  in  Cardiganshire,  in  which  it 
had  been  ascertained,  upon  evidence 
which  must  satisfy  any  impartial  mind, 
that  all  these  men  had  received  notices 
to  quit,  served  upon  them  for  no  other 
cause  whatever  but  that  they  had  voted 
according  to  their  consciences.  He  had 
twenfy-BLX  sirnilur  cases  &om  Carmar- 
thenshire, some  of  which  were  of  a  most 
touching  and  heartrending  character. 
Many  of  the  farmers  had  been  lon^  on  the 
estate,  and  some  of  their  famihes  had 
been  in  possesion  of  the  farms  for  200 
years ;  but  when  the;  asked  the  agent  to 
withdraw  the  notioe,  he  said — "No;  you 
thought  it  your  duty  to  vote  against 
your  landlord,  and  you  must  go  to  your 
friends  for  farms. "  He  found  among 
these  cases,  that  of  a  farmer  who,  seven 

f  BELTS  ago,  had  to  leave  another  fhrm  he 
eld  under  the  well-known  Miss  Morris, 
a  lady  who,  acting  notoriously  under 
clerical  instigation,  sent  notioe  to  hsi 
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tenants  that  unless  they  attended  her 
church  they  must  give  up  their  holdinga. 
This  man  was  a  father  of  eight  or  nine 
children,  and  as  he  had  suffered  great 
loss  much  sympathy  was  felt  with  him. 
Another  case  was  that  of  Caleb  Morris,  a 
man  with  ten  children,  who  had  notice 
to  quit.  He  besought  his  landlord's 
agent  to  let  him  retain  the  farm,  but 
was  met  with  a  refusal,  and  the  disap- 
pointment so  weighed  upon  his  mind 
ttiat  he  died.  After  his  death  his  widow, 
thinking  her  forlorn  condition  and  her 
ten  children  would  awate  sympathy,  re- 
newed the  application,  but  the  lan<Uord 
would  have  no  word  to  apeak  to  her. 
He  had  also  a  letter  &om  the  gentleman 
who  was  sent  to  make  inquiries  and  re- 
ceive statements  &om  the  lips  of    the 


"  ThB  GZpulaion  of  a  large  number  of  Liberal 
tenanC-lamwra  from  their  boldiogs  for  voting  Id 
oppocition  to  the  diotatei  of  tkiair  UndlDrdB  ii 
also  a  matter  of  Ecandal  and  notorietj .  Indeed, 
it  is  heartrending  to  witneBi,  as  I  have  vitneued, 
the  agonizing  emationB  of  &miiiea  at  the  tliought 
of  baring  to  lesTO  the  hooiei  of  their  etiildhoad, 
rendered  dear  and  sacred  to  them  on  acooont  of 
old  familf  recolleotions.  Some  of  theie  families 
had  dnelt  upon  their  farms  for  ceiituriea,  and  are 
nov,  1il<e  the  Pilgrim  Fathers,  about  to  seek  a 
home  in  a  foreign  country,  vhore  they  ma/  obtain 
the  politioai  and  reijgioui  freedom  nhiob  is  denied 
them  in  their  Fatherland.  On  several  oooasions  I 
wag  told  bj  a  weeping  wife  it  was  Tery  wrong  of 
the  Legislature  to  induce  her  hosband  to  believe 
that  the  rota  for  a  Member  of  Parliament  was  iiig 
own  and  not  bis  landlord's ;  for,  under  that  Im- 
pression, be  had  voted  according  to  bis  oonsoienoa, 
and,  as  he  thought,  for  the  good  of  the  oomaia- 
city,  and  thereby  incurred  the  displeaiare  of  his 
landlord,  and  was  under  a  notico  to  quit.  And 
not  only  do  these  innocent  men  suffer  by  the  out- 
rages upon  their  most  saered  feelings,  hnt  they 
are  abaolutely  robbed,  and  I  fear,  in  some  in- 
■lances,  ruined,  by  tyrannies  practised  by  their 
nnscmpuious  landlords,  I  know  of  many  instanoes 
where  the  poor  farmer  had  worked,  and  laid  out 
for  the  improvement  of  his  farm  sums  between 
£300  and  £300,  under  the  impression,  and  with 
the  fall  belief,  that  ha  would  have  to  remain  there 
and  enjoy  the  fruit  of  his  labour.  But  in  this  he 
was  mistaken  ;  for,  having  nnforlunalel;  dared  to 
vote  for  the  Liberal  eindidate.  lie  gave  mortal  of- 
foDCe  t«  his  Tory  landlord,  and  Ibis  was  enough 
to  for  ever  sever  the  conneetion  between  them,  no 
natter  how  long  or  how  intimate  that  oonneotiOD 
may  have  been.  The  tenant  must  leave  his  farm, 
or  have  his  rent  advanced,  so  as  to  make  bim 
sensible  of  the  danger  of  exercising  bis  political 
judgment  in  opposition  to  his  landlord.  1  sin- 
cerely trust.  Sir,  yon  will  eodearour  to  impress 
upon  Parliament  the  necessity  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  to  withdraw  the  votes  ironically,  under  the 
present  ciroumstanoes,  said  to  have  been  given 
these  tenant^liuinert.  by  the  Uts  Reform  Bill,  or 
a  Bill  legaliaing  the  Ballot." 

Mr.  Sichard 


The  great  hardship  and  injustice  exist- 
ing in  Wales  conststed  in  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  law,  or  agreement,  or  cus- 
tom, whidi  would  enaUe  die  tenants  to 
obtain  any  adequate  compensation  for 
the  improvements  they  effected  in  land. 
The  result  was  that  after  being  engaged 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  for,  in  some 
cases,  thirty  and  forty  years,  and  after 
having  buried  their  industiy  and  capital 
in  that  land,  they  might  be  sent  away 
at  any  time  without  having  any  claim 
for  the  money  they  had  invested  and  the 
improvements  they  had  made  in  the 
land  they  so  long  possessed.  To  turn  a 
man  out  of  his  holding  after  so  many 
years'  possession  for  nothing  but  poli- 
tical  reasons  was,  in  his  opinion,  not 
alone  oppression,  but  flagrant  robbery. 
He  conmdered  the  coarse  pursued  by 
those  Welsh  landlords  was  both  highly 
reprehensible  and  fooHsh.  If  the  object 
of  those  landlords  was  to  ke^  in  check 
Liberalism,  surely  the  means  taken  by 
those  persons  were  neither  right  nor 
likely  to  succeed.  If  they  icoagined 
they  could  change  the  political  opinions 
of  the  people  of  W^es  by  this  system 
of  oppression  he  believed  that  they 
would  find  themselves  much  mistaken. 
The  contrary  had  been  the  efiect,  as  one 
of  his  correspondents  stated  in  these 
words — 

''  In  my  opinion  there  ba«  oever  been  «  .time 
in  oar  histoiy  when  the  npper  clasMS  and  the 
nemtnrs  of  the  Ohuroh  of  England  were  to  lU' 
popular  in  Wale*  at  at  presont. 

For  they  had  contrived  to  make  it  a 
question  between  Church  and  Dissent, 
as  well  as  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
as  he  found  that  oat  of  the  sixty-nine 
cases  in  Cardiganshire  and  Carmarthen- 
shire that  ha!d  been  inquired  into,  all 
the  landlords  who  served  the  notice  wen 
Churchmen,  and,  with  one  solitary  ex- 
ception, all  the  tenants  who  received  the 
notices  were  Nonconformists.  He  be- 
lieved these  landlords  were  puisuing  an 
insane  and  suicidal  pohOT,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  setting  themselves  against  the 
feeling  of  the  whole  coiintiry.  There 
was  an  old  Welsh  proverb,  the  meaning 
of  which  thoy  should  understand,  if  they 
knew  no  other  &^ment  of  the  lan- 
le  of  the  people  among  whom  th^ 
1.  It  said— and  it  was  the  only  bit 
of  Welsh  to  which  he  would  treat  the 
House — "  Trech  gwhd  nag  Arglwydd"— 
which  means,  being  interpreted— and 
perhaps,  it  may  have  a  wider  applica- 
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tion  than  to  Welsh  landlorde — "A 
eaiiaixy  is  stronger  than  a  lord."  There 
was  OT1I7  one  additional  remark  he 
had  to  make  upon  the  communications 
he  had  read  to  the  House.  It  was  hie 
pleasure  and  pride — as  it  was  the  plea- 
sure aad  pride  of  all  who  sat  in  that 
House  for  Wales — to  know  that 
represented  a  country  which  was  less 
stained  with  the  guilt  of  serious  ciime 
than  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Maiden  assizes  were  by  no  means  un- 
some    Welsh 
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counties,  and  notably  so  in  regard  to 
this  veiT  coimfy  of  Cardigan,  where  the 
Bystom  he  had  been  denoimcdng  to-night 
had  been  most  extensively  carried  out. 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Bovill,  who  visited 
North  Wales  last  year  as  Judge  of  Assize, 
expressed  his  delighted  astonishment  at 
the  almost  total  absence  of  crime,  by  the 
remark  that,  so  far  as  the  natives  of  the 
Principality  were  concerned,  there  seemed 
scarcely  any  necessity  for  Her  M^esty's 
Judges  to  visit  their  countiy  at  all.  But 
if  the  wholesale  notices  that  had  been 
given  were  to  be  followed  by  whole- 
sale eviction,  he  hoped — devoutly  and 
earnestly  hoped — that  the  people  would 
remain  the  same  quiet,  orderiy  people 
that  they  had  proved  themselves  up  to 
the  present.  He  would  use  whatever 
influence  he  possessed  over  his  country- 
men to  induce  them  to  be  so.  But  when 
gross  wrong  was  inflicted  in  the  name  of 
law,  for  which  they  had  no  redress,  they 
were  putting  fearful  temptation  in  the 
way  of  the  people,  and  if  any  outbreak 
of  resentment  were  to  take  place,  who, 
he  would  ask,  would  be  to  bUme  ?  He 
would  leave  it  to  the  good  sense  and 
wisdom  of  the  House  to  reply  to  the 
question.  He  was  aware  that  an  attempt 
had  been  made  to  establish  a  sort  of 
counter-ohai^  by  alleging  that  luifair 
and  undue  influence  had  been  exercised 
on  the  other  side  by  Nonconformist 
congregations  and  ministers.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  undertaken,  on 
a  former  occasion,  to  give  the  House  some 
information  respecting  the  character 
and  condition  of  Dissenting  churches 
in  Wales,  of  which  he  knew  about  as 
mudi  as  he  does  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  moon.  He  told  the  House  there  was 
so  religions  freedom  in  Wales ;  that  if 
any  man  vot«d  contrary  to  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  of  the  congregation  he  was 
immediately  sent  to  Coventiy — a  power, 
he  said,  which  was  largely  exeiosed  at 


the  last  election.  He  was  happy  to  have 
this  opportunity  to  give  that  allegation 
of  thenon.  Qentleman  the  most  absolute 
and  unquaMed  deuiaL  There  was  not  the 
shadow  of  a  foundation  for  it.  The  hon. 
Qentleman  who  had  made  the  charge 
might  have  known,  if  he  had  thought 
htto  inquire — and  he  denied  the  right  of 
any  man  to  drag  large  and  respectable 
bodies  of  his  counbymen  before  this 
House,  in  order  to  brand  them  with  dis- 
honouring accusations,  without  first  in- 
quiring whether  there  was  any  founda- 
tion for  them,  and  he  had  not  made  those 
inquiries.  He  would  have  found  that 
the  great  Dissenting  bodies  of  Wales 
had  contradicted  those  accusations  in  the 
most  indignant  and  emphatic  terms  that 
language  could  supply,  and  had  chal- 
lenged their  accusers — a  challenge  which 
he  then  repeated  in  their  name — to  pro- 
duce a  single  well-authenticated  case 
from  Cardiff  to  Holyhead,  where  the 
member  of  a  Dissenting  church  in  Wales 
had  been  expelled  fromhia  membership, 
or  been  deprived  of  any  office  he  held  in 
that  community,  or  been  subjected  to  ec- 
clesiastical cenaure  or  discipline  of  any 
kind  on  account  of  the  vote  he  gave  at 
the  last  election.  He  would  advert  to 
another  statement  made  by  the  same  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  none  were  admitted  to 
Welsh  Dissenting  churches  except  on 
the  payment  of  money.  A  more  aosurd 
chaise  never  fell  from  human  lips.  There 
were  between  3,000  and  4,000  Noncon- 
formist churches  in  England  and  Wales, 
and  he  would  dare  to  affirm  that  there 
was  not  one  wnong  them  in  which  a 
money  qualification  was  a  condition  of 
membership.    There  were  many  of  the 

Crest  of  the  people  who  paid  nothing, 
were,  on  the  contrary,  helped  by  the 
charity  of  their  brethren,  but  who  were 
none  the  leas  welcome  to  whatever  pri- 
vileges the  society  had  to  confer.  But 
then,  they  were  told,  that  in  some  inex- 
plicable fashion.  Dissenting  ministers 
had  been  coercing  the  members  of  their 
congregation.  It  was  amusing  to  ob- 
serve the  widely  difierent  characters  in 
which  Dissenting  ministers  were  made 
to  figure  according  to  the  exigencies  of 
political  controversy.  When  it  was 
thought  necessary  to  deciy  the  voluntary 
principle,  that  principle  by  which — as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Eich- 
mond  stated  in  his  great  speech  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill 
— Christianity  conquered  the  world,  but 
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vfbidi  had  taHen  into  eucli  atter  disrepute 
in  the  eetimation  of  modern  CfarUtians, 
thAt  they  oould  Boarcely  find  language 
Btrong:  enough  to  ezpresB  how  much  they 
dietruBted  and  despised  it — when  he  said 
it  waa  thought  noeeeeaiy  to  decry  the 
the  Toluntaiy  principle,  then  the  Dissent- 
ing mimster  was  a  mere  slave,  held  in 
such  abject  sabmiseion  to  the  opinions, 
and  even  to  the  whimB  and  caprices  of 
his  congregation,  tliat  he  dared  not  speak 
oat  the  truth  that  was  in  him.  But  when 
it  was  found  neceeeaiy  to  utter  recrimi- 
sationB  gainst  those  who  complained  of 
landlordt^ranny,  then  theslare  was  trans- 
formed into  the  most  absolute  of  despots, 
who  held  his  people  in  euoh  thrall  tiiat 
they  dared  not  o^  their  souls  their  own. 
But  surely  the  same  man  could  not  be  a 
bIsto  and  a  despot  at  the  same  moment 
under  precisely  the  same  relation ;  the  fact 
being  that  he  is  neither  the  one  nor  the 
other,  but  simply  the  chosen  religious 
teacher  of  a  certain  number  of  persons, 
between  whom  and  himself  there  exists 
no  relation  but  what  is  purely  voluntary, 
and  which  may  be  dissolved  at  any  time 
at  the  will  of  either.  He  did  not  deny 
that  Dissenting  ministers  had  taken  a 
very  active  and  earnest  part  at  the  laet 
election.  And  why  not  r  Indeed  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  wob  a  little  in- 
sincerity amongst  them  all  round  on  the 
subject  of  clerical  and  ministerial  inter- 
ference in  politics.  He  had  heard  clergy- 
men of  the  Church  of  England  censured 
for  the  active  part  they  had  taken  in  the 
laet  election.  He  must  say  he  thought 
such  censure  wholly  unreasonable.  Con- 
sidering how  nearly  and  vitally  the 
question  before  the  country  concerned 
mem,  they  would  have  been  more  or  less 
than  men  if  they  had  not  thrown  them- 
selves earnestly  into  the  contest.  But 
then,  while  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
found  no  fault  with  the  vehement  vigour 
with  which  the  "  drum  eccleeiaatic"  was 
beaten  on  their  behalf  in  Lancashire  and 
elsewhere,  when  anything  was  said  of 
Dissenting  ministerB  or  Catholic  priests 
meddling  in  politics,  they  turned  up  the 
whit«  of  their  eyes  in  sanctimonious  dis- 
gust at  Buch  awful  profanation  of  the 
Bocred  office.  It  seemed  to  him,  he  con- 
fessed, an  unworthy  and  ignoble  con- 
ception of  the  Christian  mimstry,  which 
assumed  that  the  man  who  entered  it 
lost  his  rights,  or  was  absolved  from  his 
obligations  as  the  citizen  of  a  free  State. 
That  was  not  the  way  he  had  leomt  what 
Xr.Sielmrd 


Christianity  exacted  of  us.  If  there  was 
in  politics  something  unhallowed  or  un- 
clean, which  a  man  of  saintly  profession 
could  not  touch  without  injuring  his 
(roiritual  nature,  then  in  what  a  nice  case 
they  all  must  be  in  that  House.  But, 
in  concluBion,  he  must  thank  the  House 
for  the  kind  indulgence  with  which  it 
had  list«ned  to  him  while  endeavouring 
to  lift  his  voice  on  behalf  of  his  poor 
Ol^neesed  countrymen.  He  knew  Uiese 
men  well.  He  biew  some  of  the  actual 
victims  personally.  He  had  known  the 
class  to  which  they  belonged  long  and 
intimately,  and  he  dared  to  say  mat  a 
more  quiet,  honest,  industrious  class  was 
not  to  be  found  in  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  knew  now  by  ceaseless 
toil,  and  honourably  pursued  from  early 
mom  to  dewy  eve,  they  extracted  a 
scanty  subsistence  from  an  ungenial  soil, 
rendered  to  them  still  more  ungenial  by 
the  conditions  under  which,  for  political 
roasoaa,  they  were  obliged  to  cultivate 
it.  He  knew  how  amid  all  this  hard 
labour  they  nevertheless  devoted  no  in- 
considerable portion  of  their  time  and 
exertions,  and  scanty  means,  to  diffuse 
education  among  their  still  poorer  coun- 
trymen, and  to  support  the  religious  in- 
stitutions that  were  dear  to  their  hearts. 
And,  knowing  all  this,  said  the  hon. 
Member,  my  bosom  swells  with  sorrow 
and  indignation,  when  I  find  such  mea 
trampled  under  foot  by  these  little  tyrants 
of  the  field.  I  invoke  the  sympaUiy 
and  protection  of  this  House  on  tbeir 
behau.  It  is  not  much  they  ask  of  you. 
They  only  ash  that  you  will  not  permit 
the  frandiise  you  have  bestowed  upon 
them  to  be  converted  into  an  instrument 
of  torture  for  their  couBcienoes,  and  into 
the  mesne  of  oppression  and  ruin  to 
them  iu  their  worldly  circumstances.  In 
a  word,  they  ask  that,  as  respects  the 
rights  you  have  given  them,  or  rather 
the  duty  you  have  devolved  upon  them, 
and  the  importance  and  responsibility  of 
which  they  feel,  they  shall  be  permitted 
to  discharge  that  duty  fearlessly  and  in- 
dependently, as  the  free  citizens  of  a 
free  State.  He  begged  to  move  the  Be- 
solution  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
Mr.  Q.  0.  MORGAN :  *  In  rising,  Bir, 
to  second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
I  trust  I  need  offer  no  apology  to  tha 
House  for  the  course  which  we  have 
thought  it  right  to  take  in  bringing  tliifl 
matter  before  it,  for,  notwithstanding 
the  sneers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  (^posite,  I 
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dare  to  afflnn  that  this  Houee  cannot  be 
more  legitimat^y — aye,  or  more  use- 
fully occupied,  than  in  guarding  the 
purity  of  tae  Boupcea  froia  irhich  it  orawa 
its  own  oxiBtenoo.  But  it  may  be  asked 
what  ia  there  to  diBtinguish  the  case  of 
these  Welsh  ikrmeFB  mm  other  cases  of 
electoral  intimidation  which  hare  from 
tame  to  time  been  brought  before  Elec- 
tiou  Oommitteea  of  the  House,  or  before 
the  Judges  appoiQt«d  to  try  Election 
PetitionB,  but  have  serer  been  made  the 
subject  of  comment  or  animadversion  in 
this  House?  Sir,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend,  in  his  admirable  speech,  has 
shown  that  the  grievanoes  wMch  he  has 
brought  forward  are  not  only  exceptional 
from  their  gravity,  but  unique  in  their 
drcmnstancee.  I  have  often  heard  it 
said,  and  for  aught  I  know  it  may  be 
true,  that  in  the  districts  of  England 
which  oorrespond  to  the  diatricts  of  Wales 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred — 
that  is  to  say,  the  agricultural  districts, 
oases  of  coercion  by  landlords  are  com- 
paratavely  rare — and  for  a  very  good 
reason.  There  is  no  neceeaity  for  it. 
The  tenant,  as  a  general  rule,  has,  or 
thinks  he  has,  the  same  interests  ae  his 
landlord,  and  his  political  leanings,  if 
he  has  any,  are  the  same  also.  Iliere- 
fore,  he  is  ready  to  follow  without  being 
forced.  But  when  you  cross  the  borders 
of  Wales  you  are  met  by  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent state  of  things.  The  landlord  is 
Tery  often  an  Eygi'BbifHTi — the  tenant 
is  umost  always  a  Welshman — the  land- 
lord almost  always  speaks  English — &e 
tenant  always  speaks  Welsh — the  land- 
lord almost  always  goes  to  church — 
the  tenant  almost  alwaya  goes  to  chapel. 
Wheu  you  add  to  this  that  there  ia  ia 
those  districts  in  Wales  no  middle  class, 
such  as  there  is  in  England,  to  break 
the  sharpness  of  the  mil  between  the 
great  landlord-proprietor  and  the  poor 
tenant-farmer,  you  have  enough,  I  think, 
to  account  for  a  certain  divergence  in 
sympathies  and  interest  which  exists  to 
a  greater  extent  in  Wales  than  in  Eng- 
land, between  the  class  which  owns  the 
Boil  and  the  class  which  cultivates  it. 
But  I  will  not  pause  to  inquire  into 
causes,  I  will  take  things  aa  I  find  them. 
Of  this  I  am  sure,  that  while  nine  out  of 
ten  of  the  Welsh  landlords  are  Ooneer- 
vatires,  ninety-nine  oat  of  100  of  the 
Welsh  fiumers  ore  Liberals.  Now,  there 
was  a  time  when,  strange  to  say,  this 
anomalous  state  of  things  was  without 
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any  practical  effect  whatever;  for  the 
tenants  had  fbr  ages  been  brought  up  in 
the  belief,  sedulously  impreseod  ou  them 
from  their  earliest  years,  tiat  their  vote 
was  a  Sort  of  fealty,  or  service,  which 
the  vassal  owed  to  his  lord,  and  they 
would  as  soon  have  thought  of  with- 
holding it  from  him  as  of  revising  to  pay 
their  rent.  I,  myself,  when  a  boy,  have 
seen  the  tenante  on  the  laige  estates  in 
Wales  driven  up  to  the  polling-booth 
like  aheep  to  the  slaughter-hoiwe.  No- 
body even  went  liiroi^h  the  farm^^  of 
canvassing  them.,  ^ey  were  told  to 
vote  in  a  particular  way,  and  they  did  it 
as  a  matter  of  course.  But,  Sir,  a  change 
has  come  over  the  spirit  of  our  institu- 
tions. These  poor  Welsh  farmers,  like 
the  rest  of  the  world,  have  been  "  edu- 
cated," and  vheia  at  the  last  election 
they  were  c^ed  upon  to  support  a  cause 
which  was  unspeakably  dear  to  them, 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  roUy 
round  a  great  principle  and  a  great  man, 
they  were  guilty  of  the  unpardonable 
crime  of  dimng  to  think  and  act  for 
themselves.  And  then  came  the  struggle. 
Now,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  many 
places  the  great  landowners  yielded 
gracefully,  if  not  willii^y.  Th^  "  ac- 
cepted the  inevitable."  It  is  my  duty 
and  my  pleasure  to  state  that  in  the 
county  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent  (the  coimty  of  Denbigh) — 
and  I  believe  the  same  thing  may 
be  said  of  one  or  two  other  counties 
of  Wales — there  occurred,  as  lor  aa 
I  am  aware,  during  and  after  the  last 
election,  no  such  abuse  of  territorial 
power  as  that  of  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  complained.  But,  can  this  be  said 
of  Wales  generally?  So  far  from  its 
being  the  case,  I  venture  to  affirm — and 
I  am  surrounded  by  Gentlemen  who  can 
contradict  me  if  I  am  wrong — that  in 
Carnarvonshire,  in  Merionethshire,  in 
Cardiganshire,  a  large  proportion  of  the 
Liberal  voters,  at  one  or  both  of  the  two 
last  Qeneral  Elections,  walked  up  to  the 
polling-booth  with  the  prospect  of  ruin 
staring  them  in  the  face.  Sir,  there  ia 
a  Petition  on  the  records  of  this  House 
which  speaks  volumes  on  this  subject. 
It  was  presented  three  years  ago  by  a 
body  of  tenant-farmers  in  Merioneth- 
shire. It  prayed  the  House  either  to 
give  them  the  ballot,  or  to  disfcanchise 
them  altogether.  And  upon  what  ground 
did  they  rest  this  remarkable  prayer? 
Why,  upon  this,  that  to  place  them  in  a 
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dilemma  where  the}'  must  either  sacri- 
fice their  conaciences  or  their  liTelihood 
— to  drive  them  to  elect  between  their 
sense  of  duty  and  their  daily  bread — was 
a  cruel  mockery,  and  that  a  vote  accom- 
panied by  BO  hard  an  altematiTe  was  a 
curse  rather  than  a  privilege.  Well, 
that  was  how  things  stood  in  1865. 
Have  they  got  better?  I  say  distinctly, 
that  they  have  got  worse.  Let  me  read 
to  the  House  a  printed  ciicular  which 
the  owner  of  one  of  the  largest  estates 
in  Carnarvonshire — ^the  Gwydir  estates 
— thought  fit  to  Bend  by  the  hand  of  his 
agent  to  every  one  of  Iub  tenants  on  the 
eve  of  the  last  Genera!  Election.  The 
gentleman  to  whom  I  allude  is  a  noble- 
man, not  unknown  to  fame — I  find  &om 
HoSs  Parliamentary  Companion  that  he 
calls  himself  "  the  joint  hereditary 
Great  Chamberlain  of  England" — Lord 
Willoughby  d'  Eresby.  Oa  tho  6th  of 
November,  1868,  the  aeent  of  this  noble- 
man issued  a  printed  circular  to  the 
tenants  of  the  Qwydir  estate.  The 
original  is  in  Welsh.  I  have  it  here, 
and  if  anyhon.  Gentleman  tbinlfH  he  can 
make  anything  of  it,  he  is  quite  welcome 
to  look  at  it.  In  the  meantime  I  will 
read  &om  a  literal  translation,  to  the 
fidelity  of  which  I  pledge  myself — 

"  GrimBthorpo,  BonnM,  Oth  NoTSmber,  1869. 

"  Sir, — 1  UDdent&nd  tint  the  Gwydir  eiUU 
tenanta  h&re  htu  atrongi/  loliDited  to  vols 
agaimt  Major  Pennant  >t  tho  ooming  Election, 
and  that  a  private  letter  written  bj  me  to  Capt. 
T.  L.  D,  JooM-Parrj  has  been  diWributod 
unonpt  them  for  the  Hime  ponNWe. 

"1  Ael  it  iMoeuary  to  eiplaia  that  Lord  Wil- 
loaghbr  d'Ereibj  ia  a  Can*erratiT«,  and  ^vei 
all  hia  nipport  to  Mr.  Pennant ;  therefore  hs 
doei  not  ooniider  it  right  that  joa  ahould  alloir 
rourwlf  10  be  led  b;  othert  to  TOte  against  the 
interest  of  the  eitate  upon  whiob  joa  \m  and  the 
irigliei  of  bia  Lordihip,  —  I  am,  Sir,  joor  obe- 
dient lerrant, 

"R.    A.    WlBBlM." 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  a  very  inexperienced 
Member  of  this  House ;  but  if  this  in- 
timation, emanating  as  it  purports  to  do 
from  a  Peer  of  tho  realm,  is  not  a  breach 
of  the  privilege  of  this  House,  I  should 
much  like  to  know  what  is.  Well,  I 
need  hardly  say  that  most  of  the  tenants 
to  whom  the  letter  was  addressed  took 
the  hint  and  voted  for  Mr  Pennant. 
But  some — to  their  credit  be  it  said — 
were  bold  enough  to  record  their  votes 
for  my  hon.  Friend  who  sits  next  to  me 
{Captain  Parry).  Now,  mark  what  fol- 
lowed. Last  Lady  Day,  about  a  dozen 
or  more  notices  to  quit  were  served  on 
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some  of  the  tenants  of  the  Gwydir  es- 
tete.  The  great  majority  of  the  persons 
on  whom  such  notices  were  served  had 
voted  for  my  hon.  Friend.  No  doubt, 
in  two  or  three  instances  the  tenants 
had  voted  the  other  way,  and,  of  course, 
an  explanation  was  ready.  It  was  said 
that  uiese  notices  were  part  of  a  great 
scheme  for  the  re-letting  of  the  estates. 
I  do  not  care  to  enter  into  that  ex- 
planation. I  prefer  to  rest  my  case, 
not  upon  equivocal  acta,  which  may 
or  may  not  admit  of  e^danation,  but 
on  the  written  letter,  which  admits  of 
no  explanation ;  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  whtde  proceeding  is  a  striking 
illustration  of  the  argument  of  the  old 
philosopher,  who  said  that  he  was  driven 
to  believe  in  a  future  etate,  because  in 
this  world  men  are  only  held  account- 
able for  what  they  write,  and  not  for 
what  they  say.  Well,  Sir,  I  will  read 
another  letter  written  by  another  land- 
lord to  my  hon.  Friend  himself,  also 
on  the  eve  of  the  last  General  Election, 
which  is  certainly  more  unguarded  than 
that  which  I  have  read,  but  not  on  that 
account  less  honest.  It  is  a  reply  to  an 
application  by  my  hon.  Friend  for  the 
vote  of  the  writer.  The  letter  is  as 
follows : — 

"  lOth  October,  1863. 

"  Dear  Captain  Fan?, — Enlertaining  ■  Tery 
itrong  opiaion  that  Mr.  Glndstone'a  meunro 
with  reference  to  the  Irish  Church  is  aimplf  ono 
of  unwarranted  spoliation,  and  but  thecommenca- 
ment  of  an  attack  upon  all  property,  and,  further- 
more,  wQl  not  hare  the  effect  of  paoifjing  Ireland, 
for  the  prieita  hare  pUinlf  told  ua  lhe<r  will  ba 
aatiaOed  with  nothing  Icis  than  a,  repeal  of  Iha 
Union,  70a  must  eionae  me  voting  for  yon,  ai 
yon  declare  yooraelf  a  follower  of  that  gentleman; 
and  any  tenant  of  mine  who  rates  in  hia  anpport 
I  ahall  consider  aa  hoatile  to  the  intoreata  of  tba 
country  generally,  sod  shall  act  accordingly." 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  maintain  that  to  speak 
of  freedom  and  purity  of  election  in  the 
face  of  such  letters  is  sheer  nonsense. 
However,  my  hon.  Friend  took  what,  I 
cannot  but  think,  was  a  very  proper 
course.     He  wrote  back  to  aay — 

"  As  for  yonr  vole,  you  are,  of  eource,  at  liberty 
to  do  with  it  as  you  pltase.  But  I  shall  make  a 
point  of  watching  your  coodaat  towards  yonr  (•■ 
nants,  and  if  I  find  that  they  are  made  to  auftr  in 
any  way  for  having  voted  for  me,  I  shall  act  ac^' 
eordingly.' " 

Sir,  I  need  hardly  say  that  this  intima- 
tion had  its  desired  effect,  and  that  the 
excellent  intentions  of  this  gentleman 
were  nipped  in  the  bud.  Well,  Sir,  I 
have  given  two  instances.    I  mi^^  give 
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treaty  of  the  same  scni  of  thing.  Their 
name  is  leKion.  But  I  will  not  ■weiory 
the  House  by  repetitioii.  I  will  confine 
myBelf  to  one  more  case,  which  is  rather 
remarkahle,  because  it  shows  how  inge- 
niously this  kind  of  oppression  can  be 
made  to  work,  and  what  a  length  of  arm 
and  power  of  reach  it  possesses  and  com- 
mands. In  one  of  the  counties  of  North 
Wales  there  lives  a  freeholder,  who,  as 
he  was  the  owner  of  his  own  farm,  con- 
sidered Uiat  he  might  enjoy  the  liucuiy 
of  voting  as  he  pleased,  and  accordingly 
announced  his  intention  of  voting  for  the 
Liberal  candidate.  Bat,  unfortunately 
for  him,  he  was  a  large  dairy  farmer, 
and  was  in  the  habit  of  churning  his 
butter  by  water  power,  derived  &om  a 
stream  which  ran  at  the  foot  of  hie  farm. 
Now  it  80  happened  that  this  stream 
ran  also  through  the  property  of  a 
neighbouring  landowner,  who  was  a 
Conservative,  and  who  had  certain  do- 
minant rights  over  the  stream.  When 
the  farmer  was  pressed  by  his  powerful 
neighbour   to  vote   for   the  Tory,  he 

Eointed  with  pride  to  his  freehpld,  be- 
eved  himseli  safe,  and  voted  for  the 
Liberal  candidate.  But  he  calculated 
without  his  host.  They  could  not  take 
away  his  land ;  but  they  could  and  did 
divert  his  water.  But  I  am  happy  to 
tell  the  House  that  my  Mend  was  a  man 
of  resources,  for  like  the  hero  in  the  bal- 
lad of  "  CJhevy  Chase  "— 

"  Whan  his  legs  -wan  nnitten  ol^ 
"  He  fbught  upoD  his  itnmpi." 
He  defied  the  landowners.  He  took 
down  his  useless  wat«r  wheel,  and  he 
churned  Ms  butter  by  hand.  Now,  Sir, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  one  in  this 
House,  or  out  of  it,  who  can  deny  that 
these  practices  have  prevailed,  and  if 
they  cannot  be  denied,  I  do  trust 
they  will  not  be  defended.  It  is  very 
possible  that,  as  my  hon.  Friend  inti- 
mated, we  may  be  met  by  what  we  used 
to  call  at  school  the  tu  quoqiu  argument. 
It  may  bo  said  that  if  Uiere  was  intimi- 
dation on  one  side,  there  was  intimida- 
tion, though  of  a  difierent  kind,  on  the 
other.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  hero  to  de- 
fend any  kind  of  intimidation.  I  dislike 
it,  from  whatever  quarter  it  may  come, 
and  whatever  garb  it  may  assume.  But 
I  maintain  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  torn 
this  accusation  as  to  the  chapel  screw  to 
shreds,  for  it  is  childish  to  compare  the 
influence  exercised  by  these  poor  Dis- 
senting preachers,  who  are  entirely  de- 
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pendent  upon  their  fiock  for  supporU- 
and  do  not  own  £i^  acres  of  land  among 
them — with  the  enormous  power  wielded 
by  the  Welsh  territorial  aristocroCT.  At 
the  most  it  is  a  case  of  moral  influence 
against  brute  force.  Whether  it  bo  good 
taste  to  make  the  pul^t  a  platform  for 
the  discussion  of  pohttcal  questions  is  a 
matter  upon  which  different  men  may 
have  different  opinions.  But  if  we  come 
to  that — were  the  pulpits  of  the  Church 
of  England  silent  during  the  lost  elec- 
tion P  Why,  when  the  right  hon,  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone)  went  down  to 
canvass  South  Lancashire  he  was 
preached  at  in  half  the  churches  in  the 
county.  ["  No,  no !  "]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men cry  "  No,  no  !"  but  I  am  speaking 
of  what  I  myself  have  heard  and  seen. 
I  remember  one  clei^iyman  who  drew 
an  elaborate  comparison  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  a  variety  of 
Scriptural  characters,  of  whom  the  only 
one  that  can  be  mentioned  in  decent  so- 
ciety is  Judas  Iscariot.  But  then  it  may 
be  said — ^Why  do  not  you  prosecute  these 
men  before  the  ordinary  legal  tribimals  ? 
Now,  I  need  hardly  point  out  that  that 
would  be  a  veiy  invidious  task,  and  one 
which  few,  particidarly  in  the  case  of  a 
neighbour  or  friend,  would  be  heroic 
enough  to  undertake.  Besides,  there  is 
another  difficulty.  These  gentlemen 
have  good  legal  advisers  at  their  back, 
and  so  generally  manage  to  keep  on  the 
"  windy  side  of  the  law ;  "  and  the  best 
proof  of  this  is  that,  though  there  have 
been  several  cases  of  prosecution  for  in- 
timidation, there  has  been  no  case,  or 
scarcely  any  case,  where  a  conviction  has 
been  obtained.  The  feet  is  that  in  a 
criminal  charge  it  is  necessary  to  prove 
strictly  the  improper  intention  in  each 
particular  case  ;  and  I  need  hardly  point 
out  that  this  may  be  very  difficult  when, 
as  in  a  court  of  law,  you  are  confined 
to  the  single  case  in  hand,  whereas  It 
may  be  very  easy  if  you  are  allowed  to 
look,  as  we  are  here,  to  other  cases.  In 
fact,  it  is  the  old  story  of  the  bundle  of 
sticks — take  each  case  singly  and  you 
can  break  it  to  pieces — take  them  to- 
gether, and  Uie  inference  is  irresistible. 
Well,  but  I  suppose  we  shall  be  told — 
as  we  have  been  told  for  the  last  twenty 
years — that  "  there  is  a  good  time  com- 
ing;" that  the  time  is  at  hand  when 
public  opinion  will  decide  these  things 
for  itself  and  when  no  landlord  will  ven- 
ture to  resist  its  powerful  influence.  Sir, 
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we  have  waited  for  that  time — we  liave 
iraited  patiently — and  we  have  waited 
lon^ ;  but  it  aeeme  to  me  that  we  are 
Tery  mTich  in  the  position  of  the  man  in 
the  fable,  who  waited  until  the  running 
stream  should  have  run  itself  out — 


No,  Sir,  there  is  one  remedy,  and  one 
remedy  only  for  thia  state  of  things,  and 
that  is  the  Ballot ;  and  I  am  proud  to 
think  that  there  is  not  a  single  Liberal 
Member  in  the  House  who  represents 
tlte  Principality  of  Wales  who  does  not 
sbaj-e  in  tiiat  opinion.  Since  I  Imve  sat 
in  this  House  no  more  welcome  intima- 
tion has  reached  my  ears  than  the  autho- 
ritative statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  made  some  roontbs 
0^,  that  ne  was,  if  not  actually  a  con- 
vert, in  a  fairway  of  becoming  a  convert 
to  that  measure ;  and  if  the  sole  result 
of  this  discussion  be  to  assist  in  the  pro- 
cess of  that  conversion  it  will  not  liave 
been  witlioat  its  &aita.  But  while  things 
remain  as  they  are,  do  not  at  least  refuse 
us  that  sympathy  and  support  without 
which  our  condition  would  be  simply  in- 
tolerable. I  have  shown  that  there  is 
one  tribunal,  and  one  tribunal  only,  to 
which  wo  can  appeal  for  protection,  and 
that  tribunal  is  the  House  of  Commons. 
To  that  tribunal  we  confidently  appeal, 
and  we  ask  this  House,  in  the  exercise  of 
its  highest  and  most  cherished  Unctions, 
emphatically  to  condemn  these  unconsti- 
tutional— ^these  cowardly  practices ;  and 
to  stamp  them  with  the  reprobation — I 
had  almost  said  with  the  infamy — which 
they  des^ve.  And  now.  Sir,  I  have 
only  to  thfljik  the  House,  not  in  my  own 
name  only,  but  in  the  name  of  the  poor 
men  whose  cause  I  have  undertaken  to 
plead,  for  the  patient  and  indulgent 
bearing  which  it  has  given  to  tiLoir 
grievances;  and  I  trust  the  day  will 
never  come  when  an  elector,  however 
poor  and  humble  he  may  be,  appealing 
to  this  House  for  protection  in  the  exer- 
cise of  hia  constitutional  functions,  will 
make  that  appeal  in  vain. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  th«  opinion  or  thi*  EToon,  the  pro- 
oeeding*  of  oerMin  landlords  in  Walei  towards 
ttaeir  Mnanti  on  acoount  of  the  frn  exarolia  of 
the  Frasohin  at  Eteetioni  ar«  oppnaaive  and  nn- 
conatitotional,  and  an  inirlDgenient  of  tha  righla 
BonremKl  b;  Parliament  on  the  people  of  tbil 
coantrf." — (Jfr.  Benry  Jtichard.) 
Mr.  0.  0.  Morgan 


Hk.  I^EATHAM  said,  he  thought  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  performed  an  im- 
portant public  service  in  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  what  was  taking 
place  in  "Wales.  For,  at  a  moment  when 
we  were  assured  by  writers  of  great 
eminence  that  intimidation  was  rapidly 
becoming  extinct,  and  were  urged  on 
that  account  to  refrain  from  insisting 
upon  the  only  feasible  remedy,  facts 
like  those  adduced  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
which  were  wholly  subversive  of  these 
comfortable  premises,  were  a  very  valu- 
able contribution  to  tlie  discussion.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
not  consider  that  he  was  trespassing  un- 
duly upon  their  attention  if  he  attempted 
to  supplement  the  statements  of  his  hon. 
Friend  by  others  which  had  been  brought 
to  his  special  notice,  and  which  would 
serve,  he  thought,  to  extend  the  area  of 
Weldl  intimidation  beyond  the  limits 
within  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  shown 
it  to  exist.  The  observations  of  his  hon. 
Friends  had  been  confined  almost  en- 
tirely to  instances  of  intimidation  which 
they  alleged  to  have  occurred  in  flie 
southern  portion  of  the  Principality, 
The  instances  to  which  he  was  about  to 
refer  would  render,  he  feared,  the  other 
extremity  of  the  Principality  almost 
equally  obnoxious  to  the  suspicion  that 
freedom  of  election  had  been  seriously 
interfered  with  there.  He  held  In  ha 
hand  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from 
the  Bev.  Michael  Daniel  Jones,  princi- 
pal of  the  Independent  College  at  Bala, 
in  Merionethshire.    He  said — 

"  I  have  ipent  most  of  mj  life  in  Bala  and  Ha 
vioinit;.  In  Merionethibire  the  land  ia  difided 
ohieBj  into  targa  estatei,  and  there  are  («o  lead. 
ing  landlords  in  the  oountj.  One  landlord  baa 
abont  ISO  teDant-farmen  nader  hi*  oootrol,  mors 
or  lea* ;  and  the  othsr  aboat  100,  mora  or  leaa. 
The  farmi  rarj  in  aiie  from  (brt;  to  sitt;  or  100 
aorea.  Nine.4BDtbi  of  the  larmsr*  are  Diaaantera 
and  LibenJa.  From  peraonal  oonTeraatioD  with 
most  of  them,  I  know  them  to  be  Liberali  from 
oonvlotion.  In  the  election  of  16S0  Sto  laoatit* 
on  tha  leaiei  aatate  Toted  with  tba  Liberal  caadi* 
data  and  wfra  all  ejeoted.  Nine  were  nantral, 
and  their  rents  were  tsised  Id  everj  inatanee.  I 
went  into  these  case*  of  erictlona  porsonallj  with 
the  tenanta.  On  tha  other  estate,  ont  of  thirtj- 
flre  on  the  register,  alaven  onlr  voted  with  tha 
Torj  candidates.  Seren  tanant*  who  werenentral 
were  singled  ont  and  bad  notice  to  quit — dmM  of 
them  were  leading  men  in  the  ohapela — and  their 
larmi  were  let  ebitij  to  Cbarch  people.  The 
&rmers  look  at  an  eleotion  with  dread  in  «oow- 
quanoe  of  this  terrorism.  In  the  aleotioii  of  18U 
all  tha  tenant*  on  the  two  aatatas,  with  the  ai* 
eeption  of  om,  roted  with  Um  Torjr  eaudidaU, 
and  this  tum«d  the  elsotioa." 
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Sir,  I  had  no  mtention  of  mentioning 
any  names ;  but,  as  I  Bee  tie  hoQ,  Baro- 
net tLe  Member  for  Denbiehahire  in 
his  place,  and  as  I  am  told  ttiat  one  of 
these  estates  belongs  to  him,  perhaps  he 
will  tflll  ua  if  there  is  any  inaccuracy  in 
thifl  statement.  Now,  Sir,  grievons  as 
this  intimidation  was,  and  grieroua  as 
were  ite  consequences,  there  was  some- 
thingwhichwasmoredeplorablestill,  and 
that  waa  the  perfect  moral  obtuaeneas  of 
those  who  exercised  it.  It  never  seemed  to 
occur  to  one  of  those  gentlemen  that  in 
giring  these  notices  he  was  committing 
a  crime  against  the  State.  It  never 
seemed  to  occur  to  him  that  there  was  any- 
thing mean  and  dastardly  in  forcing  the 
conscience  of  a  man  who  was  his  politi- 
cal equal  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  who 
had  duties  to  perform  as  sacred  and  im- 
perative as  any  which  his  own  conscience 
imposed  upon  him.  To  illuatxate  what 
he  meant  let  him  quote  a  case  which 
occurred  the  other  day,  not  in  "Wales, 
but  in  Scotland.  One  of  the  beat  and 
largest  tenant-farmers  in  Scotland,  a 
man  who  iarmed  3,000  acres  of  arable 
land,  as  well  as  pasture,  and  who  paid 
his  various  landlords  £5,000  a  year,  re- 
ceived notice  that  his  leaae,  which  was 
about  to  expire  in  a  year  or  two,  would 
not  be  renewed.  The  notice  was  given 
immediately  after  the  last  election.  The 
^ent  declares  that  the  landlord  specially 
instructed  him  to  give  no  reasons  for  the 
notice.  The  tenant  states  that  the  i^ent 
exceeded  his  instructions,  and  told  nim 
that  the  notice  was  given  in  consequence 
of  his  vote ;  but  in  order  to  clear  up  any 
doubt  upon  this  point,  the  landlord,  who 
is  a  noble  Marquess,  has  written  to  the 
papers  a  letter,  from  which  he  would, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  make 
a  short  extract — 

"  It  ii  parfeotl;  tn>e,"  be  writei,  "  that  1  had 
Dunj  rwuoo*  lor  oot  lettiog  the  farm  of  Tlmpoeo- 
deao  to  Mr.  Seott,  bat  1  ihoald  coDiidsr  in7sslf 
Botiog  anbirly  if  I  did  not  >aj  atonea  that  among 
tliem  WM  the  lote  be  gaia  at  tbe  eleotiOD,  nor  ' 
I  lee  «h;  I  Bbould  not  make  thia  adinlidon." 

Observe  the  exquisite  naireti  of  these 
last  words !  Now,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Marquess  of  Lothian  was  an  excel- 
lent and  amiable  man.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  these  Welsh  landlords  were 
excellent  and  amiable  men.  But  the 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  thia — that 
men  who  were  deservedly  respected 
all  the  other  relations  of  ufe,  men  whom 
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ne  would  accuse  of  general  moral  in- 
sensibihty,  were  afflicted  with  a  special 
alienation  of  conscience,  an  aberration 
or  blindness  of  the  moral  sense,  when 
they  came  to  deal  with  the  political 
rights  of  those  whom  the  accident  of 
territorial  supremacy  had  placed  within 
their  powOT.  And  so  it  was  that  vrith- 
out,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  one  pang  of 
remoreo^nay,  even  with  the  smile  of  an 
approving  conscience,  as  thoi^h  the  act 
were  meritonons  in  itself— they  con- 
signed men,  whose  only  offence  was  that 
they  had  dared  to  beheve  that  they  were 
&ee — men  whose  fEuniHes  had  been  cen- 
turies upon  the  estate,  and  who,  in  a 
part  of  the  countiy  where  tenant-right 
does  not  exist,  had  spent  their  all  upon 
the  farm — they  conugned  these  men  to 
poverty  with  tie  same  placid  confidence 
in  their  own  rectitude  with  which  at 
petty  sessions  they  consigned  the  poacher 
or  any  other  offender  against  the  law  of 
God  and  man  to  gaol.  We  had  abo- 
lished the  feudal  system  in  this  country ; 
but  at  no  period,  not  even  when  the  grip 
of  feudaham  was  strongest,  did  it  de- 
mand service  at  the  hands  of  a  vassal 
for  his  superior  with  a  purpose  more  in- 
exorable or  a  practice  less  merciful  than 
those  with  which  the  tradition  represent- 
ing feudalism  demanded  political  service 
now.  And  yet,  although  we  were  all 
aware  of  this,  and  although  we  were  all 
ready  to  acknowledge  that  the  vote  was 
the  voter's,  and  not  the  landlord's — that 
it  was  a  strictly  public,  and  not  in  any 
sense  a  private  bust — we  left  the  vote 
naked,  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlord  ;  and  upon  what  plea  ?  That 
the  public  might  see  with  their  own  eyes 
that  the  vote  was  given,  not  to  the  land- 
lord, but  te  itself.  See  how  our  anxiety 
defeated  itself.  The  vote  was  carried  off 
under  our  eyes;  it  was  carried  off  be- 
cause it  was  left  naked ;  and  so  long  as 
it  was  left  naked  it  would  be  carried  off, 
because  the  lesson  which  our  naked  vot- 
ing necesaarily  teught  in  a.  country  where 
large  classes  of  voters  were  in  a  state  of 
dependence  upon  others  was  that  the 
vote  belonged,  not  to  the  voter,  but  to 
thoae  whom  they  insisted  should  be  pre- 
sent when  the  vote  was  given,  and  who 
had  both  the  power  and  the  will  to  claim 
it.  And  it  was  this  power  of  claiming 
the  vote  and  enforcing  the  claim  which 
prevented  the  base  tradition  of  political 
servitude  from  dying  out.  Prom  one 
end  of  ihfi  Principality  to  the  other  thia 
1  2  U  2 
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tradition  vas  kept  alive  by  occuirencea 
like  those  to  vhick  ther  were  calling  at- 
teutioB  to-night.  And  do  not  let  the 
House  bo  led  away  by  the  assertion  tkat 
these  notices  were  in  tiie  majority  of  in- 
stances a  mete  iruium  fulmen ;  that  only 
a  small  proportion  of  them  would  even- 
tually be  carried  into  effect.  If  you  is- 
sued a  hundred  notices,  as  was  done  in 
CardJeansbire,  it  was  not  at  all  neces- 
sary, m  order  to  produce  a  great  moral 
effect,  that  you  ^ould  proceed  to  eject 
eveiy  tenant  whom  you  had  served.  An 
example  here  and  there  was  quite  enough 
to  stnke  terror  into  all. 

"  TbB  EoipBTOr  it  Httjti,"  laid  Sydnej  Smith, 
"  boHted  Ibat  bs  bad  only  oat  off  the  beadi  of  a 
couple  of  penoDi  for  dieagreeable  bsbaTiour  aC 
hii  table.  In  apite  of  the  pauoitr  oF  iJiitDre  ai- 
ecat«d,  the  example  irai  round  to  bavs  operated 
M  s  ooDiiderable  impedimfnt  Ui  con>ei->atioTi." 

Precisely  in  the  same  way,  the  spectacle 
of  the  ruin  of  a  couple  of  tenants  over- 
awed a  whole  country,  insured  a  ficti- 
tious unanimity,  and  paralyzed  the  pub- 
lic voice.  Now,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  this  was  a  great  evil,  and  ho 
Kijoiced  that  his  hon.  Friend  should 
have  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
and,  through  the  House,  of  the  country 
to  the  intimidation  in  Wales,  not  only 
because  he  could  not  but  believe  that 
when  the  eye  of  the  nation  was  turned 
in  displeasure  upon  theso  acts,  those  who 
perpetrated  them  might  feel  at  least  a 
spurious  kind  of  shame ;  but  because, 
believing,  as  he  did,  that  there  was  only 
one  remedy  for  this  kind  of  intimidation, 
he  was  convinced  that  when  these  and 
other  kindred  facts  were  befbre  the  pub- 
lic, whatever  might  be  the  course  pur- 
sued by  that  House,  or  whatever  may  be 
the  remedy  of  the  Government,  there 
was  no  power,  either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  Oovemment,  which  could  arrest  for 
a  single  Session  the  irresistible  conviction 
to  which  the  nation  must  come. 

Mb.  SCOTJEFIELD  said,  he  wished 
to  offer  a  few  remarks  on  the  question 
before  the  House ;  because,  as  he  had 
been  returned  for  a  Welsh  county  (Pem- 
brokeshire) at  the  last  election  without 
any  opposition,  he  could  approach  the 
subject  without  any  irritating  recollec- 
tions. He  had  been  in  Parliament  for 
many  years,  and  for  man^  years  had 
taken  part  in  contested  elections ;  and  he 
found  that  the  same  feeling  prevailed  at 
the  end  of  every  one  of  them — namely, 
thatthosewhovot«d  on  ourown  side  acted 
3fr.  Ztatham 


&om  pure  oonviotion,  while  tlioee  who 
voted  against  us  were  influenced  by  in- 
timidation. With  regard  to  the  Frinci- 
iiality,  it  was  extremelv  satisfiactory  to 
earn  that,  though  the  mfluenco  of  the 
landlords  was  so  perniciously  exercised, 
still  the  country  possessed  such  an  ex- 
ceptional state  of  morality  that  when  the 
Judges  went  down  there  they  found  an 
almost  complete  absence  of  crime'.  But 
he  had  remarked  that  at  the  end  of 
every  General  Election  a  most  active 
trade  in  martyrdom  was  going  on.  Per- 
sons who  suffered  attributed  to  perse- 
cution what  had  arisen  &«m  the  ordinary 
transactions  of  life.  He  had  heard  of  a 
person  who  was  charged  with  having 
sent  200  notices  to  his  tenants,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  way  they  had  voted  ;  but 
on  inquiiy  it  turned  out  that  only  six- 
teen had  been  served,  and  they  were 
altogether  unconnected  with  elections. 
In  all  these  transactions  there  was  the 
greatest  publicity,  and  that  was  the  best 
security  against  undue  influence  being 
exerted.  It  was  very  easy  to  say  that 
these  evictions  were  the  result  of  poli- 
tical motives ;  but  a  good  tenant  was  too 
valuable  to  be  lightly  parted  with,  and, 
moreover,  a  change  of  tenanCT  was  very 
expensive  to  the  landlord.  He  must  re- 
mark that  it  was  rather  an  unusual  thing 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  move  a  Besolu- 
tion  and  attack  several  gentlemen  by 
name  without  having  given  them  the 
slightest  notice  beforehand.  There  was 
a  Committee  sitting  above  stairs,  and  if 
these  cases  were  worth  being  brought 
forward  why  were  they  not  brought 
before  that  Committee?  ["They  were."] 
Well,  then,  what  was  the  necessity 
for  bringing  them  before  the  House 
now  ?  The  names  of  gentlemen  were 
published,  and  a  great  amount  of  odium 
was  incurred,  which  the  persons  who 
suffered  from  it  had  no  opportunity 
of  wiping  away.  Was  the  House  to 
have  its  time  taken  up  by  such  proceed- 
ings? If  so,  it  was  contrary  to  the 
usual  practice.  There  were  many  screwa 
more  powerful  than  evictions,  because 
they  could  be  put  in  force  secretly ;  and 
the  most  effectual  was  that  whitji  took 
the  form  of  money ;  persons  were  not 
only  afraid  that  the  debt  would  be 
claimed,  but  also  that  it  should  be  known 
that  they  were  in  debt.  That  was  a 
much  more  powerful  screw  to  put  on  a 
man.  With  respect  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  Church,  he  would  only 
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observe  that  the  sacred  edifices  had  never 
been,  and  could  not  be  used  for  political 
purposes ;  and,  as  far  as  his  own  expe- 
rience went,  the  sermona  firom  the  pulpits 
of  the  Established  CThurch  in  Wales  had 
been  remarkably  free  from  reference  to 
politics.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
all  these  voters  were  free  men;  their 
votes  ■were  in  their  own  power.  The 
House  must  not  be  misled  bj  mere  me- 
taphorical expressions,  such  as  "  electors 
being  driven  to  the  poll."  Taken  Ute- 
rally,thetbingwas  impossible;  how  could 
the3r  be  driven,  unless  it  was  in  hack- 
ney coaches  ?  Was  a  tenant  who  owed 
money  to  be  kept  on  a  farm  simply  be- 
cause he  had  voted  against  tbe  landlord, 
and  some  persons  might  attribute  wrong 
motives  to  the  landlord  if  the  tenant  re- 
ceived notice  to  quit  ?  The  alleged  num- 
ber of  notices  in  one  couuty  was  forty- 
six,  and  in  the  other  twenty-six ;  but  the 
whole  body  of  voters  numbered  some 
tbousands.  In  the  ordinary  course  of 
things  a  certain  number  of  notices  would 
be  given ;  so  that,  even  if  they  accepted 
tiie  version  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, the  actual  extent  of  tbe  intimidation 
was  very  limited.  He  supposed  that,  as 
the  hon.  Qentleman  had  discharged  his 
conscience  by  bringing  forward  this 
Uotion,  he  would  not  deem  it  necessary 
to  press  it  to  a  division. 

Sin  WATKIN  WTNN  said,  that  he 
desired  to  make  a  brief  personal  expla- 
nation. The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
G.  0.  Morgan)  had  admitted  that  at  the 
last  election  nothing  objectionable  had 
been  attempted  upon  his  (Sir  Watkin 
Wynn's)  tenants  in  Denbighahire.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wakefield  (Atr. 
Leatham)  had  referred  to  something 
that  t«ok  place,  in  Merionethshire,  ten 
years  ago.  Now,  his  agent  who  man- 
aged all  Ms  affiiirs  at  that  time  was 
dead ;  but  Mr.  Michael  Jones,  his  agent 
at  the  last  election,  had  appeared  before 
the  Committee  now  sitting,  and  had 
given  an  explanationof  the  affair  which, 
he  believed,  the  Comniittee  considered 
to  be  satisfactoiy.  As  the  revival  of  this 
matter  had  taken  him  by  surprise,  he 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  refreshing 
his  memory,  and  was  therefore  unable, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  enter  more 
folly  into  details. 

Mk.  EICHAED8  said,  that  the  facts 
which  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Mover  of  the  Resolution,  were  brought 
before  the  Committee  in  the  presence  of 


gentlemen  connected  with  Cardiganshire 
and  Carmarthenshire,  who,  if  it  had  been 
possible,  would  have  answered  them. 
He  believed  that  the  attempt  had  been 
made,  but  it  had  utterly  failed. 

8iK  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  referring  to  the 
proceedings  of  a  Committee  now  sitting? 

Mr.  SPF.ATfF.B.  said,  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  in  Order  in  making  tbe 
remarks  he  had. 

■  Mb.  EICHAEDS  said,  he  trusted  the 
short  time  during  which  he  had  been 
honoured  with  a  seat  in  tbe  House  would 
be  a  sufficient  apology  for  his  transgres- 
sion of  its  rules,  but  if  further  excuse  were 
wanting  it  could  be  found  in  the  example 
set  him  by  the  hon.  Baronet  tbe  Member 
for  Denbighshire  (8irW.  Wynn),  whose 
ofi'ence  was  o^ravated  by  tbe  circum- 
stance of  long  experience.  It  would 
have  been  well  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Stafi'ord  Northcote)  had  called  that 
hon.  Member  to  Order;  the  fact  that  he 
sat  on  the  same  side  of  the  House  with 
him  was  no  excuse  for  not  doing  so.  He 
could  confirm  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Bichard)  that 
the  notices  in  question  were  not  served 
on  the  tenants  in  consequence  of  their 
being  in  arrear  with  their  rent,  but  for 
political  reasons.  He  might  explain  the 
cause  of  meetings  having  been  held  in 
places  of  worship  during  the  contest 
m  Cardiganshire.  In  two  cases  in  the 
county  in  which  halls  could  be  had 
for  public  meetings,  permission  to  use 
them  for  that  purpose  was  positively 
refused  by  the  authorities ;  the  popula- 
tion was  scattered,  little  accommodation 
of  any  kind  was  at  command  for  the 
holding  of  meetings,  and  in  some  cases 
in  which  the  only  room  to  be  had,  tbe 
school-room,  was  found  too  small,  an 
adjournment  to  the  chapel  was  resolved 
on ;  but  in  no  case  bod  cbapels  been 
used  in  Cardiganshire  for  election  meet- 
ings except  from  necessity.  Englishmen 
pnded  themselves  on  the  administration 
of  public  justice  in  their  countiy;  but 
what  could  be  said  of  terrorism  in  elec- 
tion contests  being  exercised  not  only 
hj  agents  but  by  magistrates  as  sucb  ? 
He  held  in  bis  hand  an  attested  docu- 
ment, certifying  that  Mr.  Bonsall,  a  ma- 
gistrate, had  canvassed  a  voter  of  Cardi- 
ganshire, named  John  James,  in  behalf 
of  the  Conservative  candidate,  and  when 
he  said  he  bEid  promised  to  vote  for  Mr, 
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SichardB,  told  him  it  would  be  better 
for  liim  to  vote  for  Mr.  Vaughan,  be- 
cause be  would  be  sure  to  find  himself 
some  day  at  petty  eessions.  It  wae  al 
YeiT  well  for  tne  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
brokeshire to  deprecate  brmcing  such 
matters  before  tiie  House,  but  what 
other  or  more  constitutioiial  means  were 


at  command  for  makine  them  public? 
He  believed,  indeed,  the  discusBion  would 
have  a  good  eSect,  and  do  ntuch  to  dis- 
courage terrorism  in  Wales. 

Colonel  STEPNEY  said,  that  as  a 
Welsh  representativB,  he  must  bear  tea- 
timooy  to  the  accuracy  of  the  statements 
made  with  respect  to  what  took  place  in 
Carmarthenehire  during  the  late  General 
Election.  He  hoped  that  a  state  of 
things  most  damaging  to  the  Principality 
would  soon  be  rem^ed  by  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Ballot,  or  some  other 
means  of  protecting  the  electors  against 
the  tyranny  of  laniflordfl. 

Mb.  C.  WYNN  said,  that  aa  he  had 
been  twice  elected  for  Montgomeryshire 
without  opposition,  he  conceived  he  had  a 
right  to  complain  on  behalf  of  the  Welsh 
Conservative  Members  of  the  maimer  in 
which  this  question  has  been  brought 
forward.  When  grave  personal  charges 
were  ta  be  brought  against  Members,  it 
it  was  usual,  it  was  courteous,  and  it 
was  only  just,  to  furnish  them  with  a  sort 
of  catalogue  of  the  charges  they  were  ex- 
pected to  answer.  The  hon.  Members 
lor  Merthyr  and  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Bichard,  and  Mr.  G.  0.  Morgan)  had 
not  condescended  to  do  that.  Grave 
charges  had  been  brought  (gainst  land- 
lords, who,  by  the  fortune  of  war,  had 
no  one  in  the  House  to  speak  for  them  ; 
but  if  they  had  received  fair  notice  Uiey 
would,  no  doubt,  have  supplied  some 
Welsh  Conservative  Members  with  in- 
formation bearing  on  the  charges  made. 
It  had  been  asked  what  was  to  become 
of  the  Liberal  cause  if  these  practices 
were  to  obtain  ;  his  answer  was  that  if 
the  Liberal  cause  could  be  maintained 
only  by  such  methods  as  this  it  had 
better  be  given  up.  He  did  not  under- 
value the  great  claims  which  the  Liberal 
cause  had  upon  the  country  at  laige; 
but  by  such  unworthy  methods  as  fliis 
it  would  be  neither  Bdvanced  nor  main- 
tained. It  had  been  remarked  how 
singularly  peaceful  and  free  &om  as- 
sault, even  under  the  greatest  provoca- 
tion, these  Welshmen  were.  As  the 
man  of  peace  revenged  himself  on  his 
Mr.  Jtieharit 


adversary  by  saying  to  the  crowd — 
"Don't  ntul  his  ears  to  the  pump; 
don't  duck  him,"  so  the  expressions 
used  now  would  be  treasured  up  by  as 
excitable  people,  and  remembered  at 
any  future  election,  and  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Sichard) 
would  rest  the  responfdbili^.  He  be- 
lieved that  bare  justice  had  been  done 
by  the  statement  that  not  a  case  of  vio- 
lence occurred  at  a  Welsh  borough  or 
conntT  election.  It  was  said  that  nine 
out  often  of  the  Welsh  landlords  were 
Conservative  Churchmen,  and  that  the 
tenantry  were  nearly  in  the  same  pro- 
portion Liberal  Nonconformists.  He 
believed  these  were  exa^erations,  but 
if  they  were  not  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  was  only  putting  into  the  bands 
of  Welsh  landlords  a  weapon  they  were 
too  just  and  wise  to  use.  But  a  land- 
lord mi^ht  go  to  bis  tenant  and  say  — 
"My  friend,  we  are  told  by  authority 
which  you  recognize  that  our  interests 
are  antagonistic.  Now,  I  am  not  turn- 
ing you  out  for  any  expression  of  opi- 
nion at  the  last  election;  I  am  not 
turning  you  out  for  your  religion ;  but 
it  appears  to  me  it  is  monstrous,  after 
what  has  been  said,  that  I  should  put 
weapons  into  the  hands  of  my  enemies ; 
and  it  is  obviously  better  for  me  that 
my  farm  should  be  in  the  hands  of  some 
one  whose  interests  are  identical  with 
my  own."  ["Oh,  oh!  "]  He  did  not 
say  be  should  approve  of  that  course ; 
but  he  said  it  might  arise  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  language.  It  might  bs 
that  before  long  ibe  countir  would  have 
the  Ballot.  What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence? If  Churchmen  were  invaria- 
bly and  conaistontly  Conservative,  surely 
tbe  obvious  course  for  any  Conservative 
landlord  was  to  let  his  £um&  to  none 
but  Churchmen.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
say  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Mer- 
thyr was  doing  his  friends  a  service  by 
putting  the  issue  in  this  way,  and  it  was 
ooubtM  whether  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  any  good  to  the  Liberal  cause- 
He  woiild  say  to  the  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, or  rather  those  who  had  supplied 
them  with  information  that  he  believed 
in  their  decalogue  as  well  as  in  other 
people's  there  was  a   ninth  command- 

Sm  THOMAS  LLOYD  eaid,  he  was 
one  of  the  four  Whig  landlords  of  Car- 
diganshire ;  but  he  had  told  his  own 
tenants  who  wished  to  support  the  Xoi; 
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candidates  that  they  vere  perfectly  at 
liberty  to  vote  aa  they  pleased.  The 
Bame  thin^  had  taken  place  on  his  Car- 
marthenshire  property.  (Donaiderable 
difference  of  opinion  eiieted  aa  to  the 
ri|^tB  of  the  landlord.  Some  of  his 
Ihends  Baid  the  vote  belonged  to  the 
landlord,  and  that  the  tenant  vaa  only  an 
incident  in  the  matter.  But  he  objected 
to  that  doctrine;  first,  because  it  w&b 
unconstitutional ;  and  eecondly,  because 
it vas  inimical  to  the  interesteof  the  order 
to  which  he  belonged.  A  landlord  who 
compelled  Ms  tenant  to  vote  contrary  to 
his  own  wishes  made  himself  a  party  to 
the  violation  of  the  law,  which  declared 
that  the  vote  should  be  given  un- 
conditionsUy.  He  thought  that  the 
conduct  complained  of  was  yety  impoli- 
tic indeed.  It  wss  probable  that  the 
roaring  tide  of  liberalism  was  about  to 
sweep  over  the  country ;  and  it  seemed 
to  hmi  that  it  was  only  by  bringing  the 
different  classes  of  society  more  ckieely 
together,  and  by  each  exercising  mutual 
forbearance  and  kindness  towards  the 
others,  that  the  ohangea,  permanent,  n"fl 
not  temporary  in  their  character,  that 
were  now  being  effected  could  he  made  t^ 
work  advantageously  for  the  common 
benefit.  Many  of  the  people  of  Wales 
dreaded  the  coming  29tli  of  September ; 
but  this  debate  would  not  have  been  in 
Tain  if  it  resulted  in  the  restoration  of 
a  more  cordial  relationship  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant  in  that  part 
of  the  country.  If  landlord  united  with 
tenant,  and  manufacturer  with  artizan, 
they  need  not  fear  that  the  landlord  and 
manufacturer  would  lack  their  legiti- 
mate influence. 

Mb.  BBUOE  said,  that  when  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Kichard)  first  placed  the 
If otice  of  his  Motion  upon  tlie  Paper, 
he  thought  it  was  a  premature  one,  con- 
eidering  that  there  was,  at  this  moment, 
a  Belect  Committee  em^doyed  upstairs 
in  the  consideration  of  proceedings  at 
elections ;  hut  he  felt  bound  to  acknow- 
ledge, after  having  heard  the  powerfiil 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  having 
listened  to  the  painful  nature  of  the  facts 
he  had  adduced,  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
in  his  desire  to  further  the  interests  of 
those  whom  he  desired  to  serve,  and  to 
vindicate  the  position  and  character  of 
those  with  whom  he  had  long  lived  in 
t«rms  of  intimate  Mendship,  could 
scarcely  have  done  otherwise  than  bring 
tiiese  cases  of  hardship  before  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  undertaken  to  prove, 


and  he  believed  had  proved,  that  the 
Welsh  farmers  who,  perhaps,  of  all 
others,  jrere  the  miost  kindly  disposed  to- 
wards tiieir  landlords,  a  warm-hearted 
>le,  who,  as  he  knew  irom  experience, 
never,  except  with  extreme  regret, 
found  themselves  opposed  to  their  land- 
lords, had  been  not  only  subjected,  be- 
cause they  had  acted  as  they  believed  to 
beright--toinjury  andloBs,  but  that  this 
had  been  done  in  the  most  open  manner, 
and  in  the  most  flagrant  violation  of 
all  that  was  considered  fair,  just,  and 
honourable  between  man  and  man.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Pembrokeshire  (Mr. 
Soourfield),  with  his  nsiml  ii^nuity, 
had  endeavoured  to  cast  his  shield  over 
the  landlords.  No  doubt  many  of  the 
injuries  anticipated  by  voters  were  an- 
ticipated without  cause  ;  but  bis  hon. 
Friend  had  quoted  letters  and  given 
names  and  circumstances  in  a  manner 
that  went  far  to  prove  the  accuracy  of 
his  statements ;  and  he  could  not,  there- 
fore join  with  those  who  censured  his 
hon.  Friend  for  not  giving  a  notice 
which,  in  fact,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  give.  His  hon.  Fnend  would,  no 
doubt,  have  given  due  notice  had  he 
made  an  atta<£  upon  any  Member  of  that 
House,  but  he  had  made  no  sucli  attack. 
And,  further,  he  had  simply  laid  before 
the  House  facts  that  bad  already  at  dif- 
ferent times  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
in  Wales,  andme  answer  to  which  could 
have  been  easily  given  if  they  admitted 
of  any  reply.  He  (Mr.  Bruce)  had  no 
doubt  that  the  accusing  conscience  of 
every  landlord  who  had  been  guilty  of 
these  actions  had  told  him  since  the 
Notice  appeared,  that  he  was  the  patty 
whose  conduct  would  be  broi^ht  before 
the  House;  and  any  landlord  whose 
conduct  had  already  been  publidy  con- 
demned might,  if  he  had  pleased,  have 
communicated  the  facts  of  the  case 
to  any  Member  of  his  party  in  that 
House,  and  thus  have  presented  any 
e:q)IanatIon  in  his  power.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  done  nothing 
less  than  his  dutr  in  bringing  forwaid 
the  subject;  and  if  no  defence  had 
been  attempted,  he  believed  it  was 
simply  because  such  conduct  was  inde- 
fensible. Hie  hon.  Friend  had,  however, 
not  given  notice  of  the  terms  of  his 
Motion,  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
he  trusted  that  bis  hon.  Friend,  who  had 
gained  such  juet  distinction  by  the  pow- 
erful and  remarkable  speech  he  had 
made,  would  not  be  inclined  to  gain 
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vliat  mi|;1it  seem  an  unfair  advantage 
by  preBsing  his  Motion,  but  that  Be 
TTOuld  be  satisfied  with  the  result  he  had 
already  obtained. 

Mb.  O'EEILLT-DEASE  said,  that 
some  years  ago  he  stood  a  contest  for 
county  in  Wales  having  a  constituency  of 
5,000,  and  he  really  beheved  that  2,000  of 
them  would  have  voted  for  a  broomstick 
had  it  been  recommended  hy  the  land- 
lords. He  was  of  opinion  tiiat  the  re- 
medy for  the  state  of  things  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  complaint  that  even- 
ing, was  a  just  and  equitable  land  law 
protecting  the  interests  of  the  tenant- 
farmer,  and  granting  him  that  security 
for  his  property  which  was  now  accorded 
to  the  landlord.  If  such  a  remedy  were 
provided,  he  believed  that  the  Ballot 
would  be  totally  unnecessary-  He  would 
give  the  Motion  hia  hearty  support  if  it 
were  pressed  to  a  division. 

Colonel  OORBETT  said,  he  would 
be  the  last  person  to  justify  the 
of  pressure  upon  any  voter; 
thought  it  would  have  been  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  fair  dealing  between  man 
and  man  to  defer  bringing  this  subject 
forward  until  the  Committee  up-stairs 
had  reported.  He  presumed  there  must 
he  some  reason  for  not  waiting  imtil  the 
Committee  had  made  their  Keport.  An 
old  adage  stated  that  if  you  threw  plenty 
of  mud  some  of  it  would  be  sure  to  stick. 
Perhaps  it  was  intended  in  this  case  that 
some  mud  should  stick  pending  the  in- 
quiry by  the  Committee.  It  would  ap- 
pear as  if  there  must  be  some  other 
feeling  besides  a  political  one  in  the 
Welsh  Elections,  or  why  should  the 
present  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Biohard)  have  been  preferred  to  the 
right  hon.  0-entleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who 
was  quite  as  advanced  a  Liberal  as  that 
hon.  Gentieman  ?  The  eipressions  about 
the  same  measure  being  meted  out  to 
certain  persons  as  the  measure  which 
they  themselves  meted  out  mk;ht  have 
had  reference  to  the  attack  made  on  the 
Irish  Church.  It  had  been  said  that 
Liberalism  was  passing  through  Wales 
like  a  roaring  tide.  When  he  heard 
that  expression  it  reminded  him  of 
another  kind  of  roaring — of  "  a  ramp- 
ing and  a  roaring  lion  walking  about, 
seeking  whom  ne  might  devour." 
Spiritual  terrorism  had,  m  many  cases, 
been  exercised  towards  the  voters.  He 
had  heard  reports,   on   what   he   be- 


strong   denunciations   by 
ters  of  different  sects  t" 


the    mini  a— 

the  Princi- 
pality. As  soon  as  a  landlord  gave 
notice  to  quit  he  had  done  his  worst — 
he  could  do  no  more ;  but  the  case  was 
different  with  ministers,  who  told  the 
members  of  their  congregation  they 
would  endanger  their  s^vation  if  they 
did  not  vote  in  a  particular  way.  Nor 
was  that  the  only  coercion  that  had  been 
employed.  He  would  mention  one  fact 
which  had  been  brought  under  hie  notice. 
A  small  tradesman  in  a  certain  town  in 
Merionethshire  had  a  mortoage  on  his 
httle  property,  and  a  man  of  some  im- 
portance on  tiie  other  side  told  him  that 
if  he  did  not  vote  In  a  certain  way  the 
mort^l^o  would  be  called  up.  Again, 
he  said  that  he  had  no  wish  to  encourage 
oppression  or  undue  influence,  but  there 
ought  to  be  no  hypocrisy  in  these  matters, 
and  those  who  lived  in  gla^s  houses 
should  not  throw  stones. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Bichard) 
had  done  good  service  by  bringing  this 
subject  forward.  A  good  reason  for  not 
deferring  it  till  the  Committee  had  re- 
ported was  this — that  the  scope  of  the 
Committee's  inquiry  was  a  general  one, 
extending  to  the  whole  country;  while 
the  case  of  Wales  was  peculiar  to  the 
IMncipality.  Long  ago  the  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  voters  in  bo- 
roughs of  Montgomeryshire  was  so  in- 
tolerable that  in  1852  a  Petition  was  pre- 
sented, embodying  substantially  thestate- 
ments  which  had  been  brought  forward 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  petitioners 
complained  of  habitual  and  ^stematio 
terrorism,  and  stated  that  it  would  be  a 
relief  to  the  people  of  those  boroughs  to 
be  deprived  of  the  franchise, 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject,  on 
which  he  was  very  sensitive,  because  he 
held  a  double  position,  as  one  connected 
with  land,  and  as  representative  of  a 
large  commercial  constituency  (Liver- 
When  it  was  seen  that  not  a 
single  county  election  had  been  vitiated 
for  corruption  or  intimidation,  he  thought 
that  hon.  Genflemen  opposite  ou^ht  to 
do  justice  to  the  landed  interest  in  this 
respect.  He  was  anxious  that  there 
should  be  no  stain  either  upon  town  or 
county,  but  the  great  cause  of  electoral 
purity  was  not  advanced  by  these  par- 
tizan  attacks  upon  eitiier.  This  was  an 
attack  upon  the  oountry,  and  he  heard 


lieved  to  be  good  authority,    of  very  |  with  some  regret  the  Secretary  of  State 
Mr.  Sruce 
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fbr  jthe  Home  Department  speak  as 
though  the  atatements  made  by  those 
Hittmg  behind  him  were  estahliBhed  facta. 
Now  tiiese  Btatemesta  had  not  been  aifted 
b;  any  competent  tribunal.  All  the 
complainte  of  coercion  which  he  (Viscount 
Sandon)  had  heard  of  in  Staffordabire 
irere  made  against  the  Liberal  paHy, 
but  be  bad  always  doubted  the  truth  of 
these  sta(«ments  because  tbej  bad  not 
been  sifted ;  and  the  Hoiise  had  a  right 
to  demand  that  a  HimsteT  of  the  Crown 
ahoold  not  admit  as  true  chaises,  which 
were  first  made  in  the  columns  of  a 


Us.  filCHARD  said,  after  the  appeal 
made  to  him  by  the  Secretair  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  be  should 
not  press  bis  Motion  to  a  division,  but 
be  wished  to  correct  one  or  two  mis- 
apprebeosious.  He  had  not  made,  or 
intended  to  make,  au  attack  upon  any 
ton.  Member  of  the  House.  It  had  been 
complained  that  the  Notice  he  had  given 
had  not  been  aufficientlT  long.  Now, 
be  put  his  Notice  on  the  Paper  some  six 
or  seven  weeks  ago,  and  he  had,  from 
time  to  time,  postponed  it  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
make  inquiries  and  prepare  themselves 
to  rebut  the  charges.  One  of  bis  reasons 
for  not  dividing  was  that  he  did  not  de- 
sire to  identify  bon.  Members  opposito 
^th  the  doings  he  bad  described.  He 
was  sorry  that  to  a  great  extent  tbeybad 
done  this  of  their  own  accord. 

Motion,  by  leave,  leithdratim. 

INDIA— EAST  INDIA  (HOME  ACCOUNTS). 
HOnOIT  FOR  PAPEES. 

8iB  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTB 
moved  that  the  Hom.e  Accounts  of  the 
Government  of  India  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Fubbc  Accounts. 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  said,  that  far 
from  objecting  to  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  he  was  most  happy  to  accede  to 
it.  It  did  not,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, seem  quite  proper  that  they 
should  take  the  initiative  in  again  this 
year  referring  these  accounts  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs ;  but  there  was  no  rea- 
son in  the  world  why  they  should  not  be 
so  referred,  if  one  so  able  to  form  a 
sound  opinion  aa  his  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  fit  to  propose  mat  they  should 


Motion  agreed  to. 


Home  Aooonnti  of  tha  Gonmmnit  of  India 
(preuDtad  lOth  Mtj],  reAmd  to  (b«  Committss 
of  PnbLio  Aooounli.— <Sir  Stagord  NortheoU.) 


OOVENTET  ELECTION. 
uoTion  poB  A  8£i;Ecrr  oomcrrrBS. 
Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  be  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  statements  contained  in 
a.  Petition  [presented  lOtb  June],  touch- 
ing the  recent  inquiry  into  the  last  Elec- 
tion for  the  City  of  Coventry.  He  had 
no  desire  to  entor  into  the  merits  of  the 
trial  of  the  EHection  Petition,  or  to  throw 
any  doubt  upon  the  decision  of  the 
learned  Judge.  The  point  he  wished  to 
submit  was  of  a  totally  different  cbarac- 
ter.  He  would  contend  that  by  ite  rules 
this  House  was  bound  to  see  that  justice 
was  not  evaded  in  Election  Inquiries  be- 
fore Judges  by  the  witnesses  being  tam- 
pered with  or  conveyed  away  from  the 
place  of  examination.  At  the  beginning 
of  the  present  Session  certain  Resolu- 
tions were  passed,  the  effect  of  which 
was  that,  if  it  should  appear  that  any 
person  bad  been  elected  or  endeavoured 
to  procure  his  election  by  briba^  or 
other  improper  practicea,  this  House 
"would  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  persons  wilfully  concerned  in 
such  bribery  or  corrupt  practioee ;  and  if 
it  appeared  that  any  person  had  been 
tampering  with  witnessea  in  respect  of 
the  evidence  to  be  given  to  this  House, 
it  should  be  accounted  a  high  crime  and 
misdemeanour,  and  this  House  would 
proceed  with  the  utmost  severity  against 
the  offender.  Now,  the  Judge  in  an 
Election  Inquiry  was  an  officer  of  the 
House.  He  reported  his  finding  to  the 
House,  and  the  evidence  taken  by  him 
during  the  inquirywas  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  This  Standing  Order, 
therefore,  entailed  npon  the  House  the 
necessity  of  vindicating  its  own  law  and 
privileges,  if  they  had  been  infringed 
by  any  tampering  with  witnesses.  It 
appeared  before  the  trial  that  a  portion 
of  the  case  against  the  sitting  Members 
for  Coventry  arose  frum  certain  alleged 
payments  for  travelling  expenses,  and  if 
these  sums  could  be  proved  to  be  piud 
by  agents  of  the  sitting  Members,  those 
payments  would  have  been  corrupt  pay- 
ments under  the  Act  and  the  Members 
would  have  been  unseated.  Two  wit- 
nesses swore  tiiat  they  bad  received  pay- 
ments of  money  for  coming  from  a  dis- 
tance to  vote  for  the  BittiiiK  Members, 
and  tlut  these  payments  bad  been  mode 
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to  them  by  a  pereou  named  John  Moore. 
The  queBtion  was,  -waa  he  the  i^nt  of 
the  sittmg  Membere?  But  at  the  in- 
quiry before  the  Judge  John  Moore  was 
not  to  be  found.  It  was  felt  on  the  part 
of  sitting  Members  that  unlesa  he  were 
somehow  aooounted  for  there  would  be 
a  presumption  against  them.  Therefore, 
when  they  had  to  open  their  case  in  de- 
fence, they  produced  two  witnessea,  who 
swore  that  John  Moore  had  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  election,  and  was  in  uo 
way  connected  with  the  sitting  Members. 
A  Mr.  Seymour,  who  was  adniittedlythe 
attorney  for  the  sitting  Members,  swore 
distinctly  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
Moore,  and  that  the  sitting  Members 
could  be  in  no  way  responsible  for  his 
actions.  Another  man,  named  William 
Dickenson,  also  swore  that  Moore  toot 
no  part  in  the  election.  This  was  what 
Dickenson,  who  was  the  manager  of  a 
certain  ward  in  Coventry,  and  who  was 
admitted  by  the  sitting  Members  to  be 
an  agent  of  theirs,  said.  He  was  asked 
by  the  counsel  for  the  sitting  Members, 
"Do  you  know  anythi^  of  a  man  of 
the  name  of  Moore  r"  His  reply  was, 
"  I  know  him."  "  Had  he  anything  to 
do  with  the  election  ?"  Dickeneon  an- 
swered, "Not  to  my  knowledge."  "Did 
you  give  him  any  directions  or  authority 
of  any  sort?"  "No,"  replied  Dicken- 
son. In  point  of  fact,  therefore,  Dicken- 
son repudiated  all  connection  with  Moore 
in  regard  to  the  election.  But  what  was 
the  real  truth  ?  He  was  informed  and 
prepared  to  prove  that  this  very  man 
Lad  been  hand  in  glove  with  Dickenson, 
who  constantly  employed  him  during  the 
election  in  making  payments  to  voters. 
Three  days  before  ttie  Election  Inquiry 
commenced  he  induced  Moore  to  go  to  a 
village  some  miles  away  &om  Coventry. 
Afterwards  he  brought  him  back  ^ain 
to  Coventiyone  evening  during  the  veiy 
time  the  Election  Inquiry  was  pending, 
and  took  him  to  an  inn,  where,  according 
to  Moore's  statement,  he  had  personEu 
communication  with  the  professional 
agent  of  the  sitting  Members.  After  re- 
maining a  short  time  in  the  public-bouse 
Moore  was  conveyed  to  Nuneaton,  where 
he  was  kept  close  imtil  the  Election  In- 
quiry had  terminated,  and  Dickenson 
visited  him  during  his  concealment.  If 
Moore  had  been  produced  during  that  in- 
quiry it  is  probable  that  the  judgment 
pronounced  Dy  Mr.  Justice  Willes  would 
nave  been  different  &om  what  it  actually 
was.  Judgment  was  given  in  favour  of 
J&.  £omtrie 


the  dtting  Members,  and  that,  ot  conrae, 
was  a  matter  which  could  not  be  re-tAed. 
What,  however,  was  the  House  to  do  in 
a  case  like  the  present  f  It  had  paased 
Resolutions  to  the  effect  that  it  was  a 
high  crime  and  miBdemeauour  to  hinder 
any  witnras  from  giving  evidence  before 
the  House  or  a  Committee  thereof  Was 
this  to  be  regarded  as  a  mere  ^'utum 
fvlaten  9  If  the  House  was  not  prepared 
upon  proof  of  such  facts  as  he  had  stated 
to  vindicate  their  own  law  by  punishing 
those  who  had  contravened  it,  it  would 
be  fex  better  to  repeal  the  Order  in  ques- 
tion. He  apprehended,  however,  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  ascertain 
the  facts,  and,  on  their  being  clearly  es- 
tablished, to  punish  the  man  proved  to 
be  offending  either  by  Orderof  the  House, 
or  by  instructing  the  Attemey  General 
to  prosecute  him  in  due  course  of  law. 
The  petitioners  had,  in  hie  opinion,  a 
right  to  demand  of  the  House  that  it 
should  vindicate  its  own  character  by 
instituting  an  inquiiry  into  the.  alleged 
facto.  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  move 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Corn* 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pioposod, 

"  Thkt  a  Select  OammitlM  b«  mpptnDtad  to 
iDquire  into  the  allegfttiooi  of  the  Petition  dt 
Charlu  Flint  an-A  others  [preaeated  10th  Joaaj, 
retpecting  the  late  inqair;  into  the  EleotioD  of 
Maraben  for  the  City  of  COTentry,  and  to  report 
their  opinion  ■■  to  vbit  proaeedingi,  H  tnj, 
ihonld  bs  takea  thereoo." — [Mt.  Bimimia.) 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  that 
when  he  saw  the  Notice  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bouverie)  he  carefully  read  the  Petition, 
and  he  confessed  he  was  greatly  puzzled, 
as  it  was  almost  impossible  to  make 
anything  of  it  in  consequence  of  all  the 
names  being  left  out  or  indicated  by 
asterisks.  He  took  the  trouble,  bow- 
ever,  to  read  all  the  Papers  on  l^e  sob* 
ject,  and  he  did  not  dispute  in  the  main 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  just  made 
to  the  House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
Two  witnesses,  it  appeared,  swore  that 
Moore  had  in  one  case  pramised  and 
in  another  case  paid  £2  fos.  to  a  votw 
for  travelling  expenses  &om  London 
and  back.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  h 
appeared  that  Moore  was  in  Coventiy 
up  to  the  eve  of  the  election,  that  he 
was  well  known  to  everybody,  that  he 
was  not  subposnaed,  and  that  his  name 
was  not  upon  the  Ust  of  agenta  wMch 
was  submitted  by  the  petitioners  to  the 
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Judge.  Indeed,  it  did  not  appear  that 
the;  made  any  BearcK  for  him.  [Mr. 
BotrvEBiE :  They  endeavoured  to  aub- 
pcena  him.1  He  did  not  know  how  that 
might  be,  bat  there  was,  at  all  eyents, 
no  evidence  on  the  face  of  the  docu- 
mente  to  ahow  that  they  tried  to  sub- 
poena him  at  all.  At  ue  inquiry  the 
counsel  for  the  petitioners  made  no 
effort  to  croBa-examine  Dickenson  as  to 
his  acquaintance  with  Moore,  neither 
was  anything  done  by  either  party  to 
aecore  the  attendance  of  Moore.  Now, 
whatever  course  was  adopted  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Petition,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  no  step  could  be  taken  which  would 
affect  the  seata  of  the  aitting  Members. 
The  House  was,  therefore,  aeked  to  do 
what  it  might  be  called  upon  to  do 
every  case  of  bribery  &om  which  an 
important  witness  happened  to  be  ab- 
sent. If  the  House  acceded  to  the 
prayer  of  the  Petition,  it  would  simply 
involve  itself  In  inquiries  which  it  was 
Bupposed  it  would  have  nothing  further 
to  do  with  after  these  questtons  had 
been  transferred  to  the  Judges.  Sup- 
posing it  to  be  true  that  the  agents  of 
the  Bitting  Members  had  conspired  to 
remove  Moore  from  Coventry  they  might 
be  indicted  for  conspiracy ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  it  were  true  that  William 
Dickenson  made  falae  statements 
might  be  indicted  for  peijury.  It  would 
not,  however,  be  expMient  to  call  these 
persons  before  a  C!onmuUee  of  that 
House,  there  to  give  evidence  not  upon 
oath  respecting  what  had  occurred,  in 
order  that  that  evidence  might  be  used 
if  a  charge  were  subsequently  brought 
against  any  of  them.  Every  lawyer 
would  say  that  that  would  be  a  most 
unjust  and  un&ir  proceeding,  because 
witnesses  before  a  Committee  might  be 
subjected  to  greater  pressure  than  could 
be  put  upon  them  in  a  court  of  justice. 
It  might  indeed  be  said  that  the  wit- 
nesses would  not  be  bound  to  criminate 
diemselves,  but  supposing  they  were  to 
hold  their  tongues  altogether,  what  an 
absurd  and  ridiculous  position  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  placed  in.  In  that 
event  the  Committee  would  elicit  no- 
thing except  the  statement  of  a  man 
who,  it  appeared  from  his  own  account, 
had  been  a  briber  on  behalf  of  some 
agents  of  the  sitting  Members,  who  had 
gone  out  of  the  way  in  order  not  to  be 
examined,  and  who  had  now  placed 
himself  at  the  disposal  of  certain  otiier  ^ 


parties  in  mrder  to  give  evidence  in  their 
behalf.  He  was  in  no  way  vindicating 
the  conduct  of  a  person  who  withdrew  a 
witness  from  an  inquiry ;  but  he  was  de- 
cidedly of  opiniou  that  the  House  ought 
not  to  interfere  in  a  case  of  t:>iin  descrip- 
tion, OS  it  had  transferred  its  jurisdiction 
in  these  matters  to  a  judicial  tribunal. 
An  indictment  might  be  preferred  either 
for  conspiracy  or  peijury,  and  in  his 
opinion  one  of  these  courses  would  be 
the  proper  one  to  adopt. 

Mr.  penman  said,  there  was  much 
force  in  the  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gtentieman  (Mr.  Qathome  Hardy), 
but  he  did  not  think  they  entirely  tus- 
posed  of  the  Motion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentieman's  observations  showed  that 
since  the  Act  of  laat  Session  the  Hoose 
had  less  power  than  it  had  before  to 
deal  with  mdividuals  who  were  charged 
with  such  a  griMS  case  as  the  present  of 
tampering  with  witnesses.  Formerly  no 
lapse  of  time  would  have  prevented  the 
House  from  bringing  an  individual 
guilty  of  such  offences  Defore  the  Bar  of 
me  House,  and  of  punishing  him  se- 
verely. But  the  power  of  the  new 
courts  ceased  with  their  sittings,  and 
there  was  no  further  power  to  deal  with 
.— ,-iderB.  He  thought,  therefore,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  hit  a  blot  in  the 
new  legislation,  and  when  the  question 
came  i^oin  before  the  House,  as  it  soon 
must,  he  hoped  this  defeot  would  be 
remedied. 

Mb.  BOUVEEIE,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Eence  in  question  was  a  distinct  offence 
against  that  House ;  and  if  no  notice  was 
to  be  taken  of  such  offences,  the  House 
had  better  repeal  its  Sessional  Orders, 
which  would  m  future  be  a  mere  dead 
letter. 

Question  put,  and  »ei/atived. 


POOE   LAW  (REMOVAL  OF  CHILDREN). 

Mb.  T.  OHAMBEES  rose,  according 
to  Notice,  to  call  attention  to  the  recent 
Correqmndence  between  the  Poor  Law 
Board  and  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of 
the  parish  of  Maiylebone ;  and  to  move- 
That  ID  taj  OAM  where  e  Board  of  GurdiMU 
nl  BDj  ptvUb  or  union  ihsll  luiie  nude  due  pro- 
Tition  witluD  the  workbouK  or  diatriciC  (Ohool  far 
the  iDairuction  in  their  oun  &i(h  of  ohildreo  not 
of  the  EiUbliehed  Churoh,  their  religions  right! 
btiug  amply  laenrad  and  the  ipirlt  of  tbeuw 
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effwtiullj  (tarried  out,  it  i»  ine^iediBDt  that  tbe 
Poor  Law  Board  ■hould  eiaroiw  iU  diaoretionarr 
power  to  enforoe  the  removal  of  sdoIi  children  to 

acboola  not  ender  the  control  of  the  Guardiaaa  or  of 
the  pariah  aothoritiea." 

The  hoQ.  and  learned  Member  traced 
the  course  of  the  controversy  which  had 
arisen  in  that  case,  from  which  it  ap- 
peared that  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  had 
applied  to  the  Guardians  for  facilities  for 
givins  religious  instruction  at  regular 
stated  times  to  certain  Eoman  Catholic 
children  under  the  care  of  the  parochial 
authorities.  Those  children  were  at  the 
schools  at  Southall  connected  with  the 
parish  of  St.  Marylebone,  and  almost 
everything  that  Uie  Boman  Catholic 
priest  (the  Rev,  Mr.  'Wincott)had  claimed 
in  the  matter  had  been  granted.  He 
was  allowed  free  access  to  the  children 
to  inatraot  them,  and  the  children  were 
also  reeularly  talcen  to  a  Soman  Ca- 
tholic pWe  of  worship  on  Sundays  and 
on  days  of  obligation  ;  and  he  believed 
the  priest  was  perfectly  satisfied.  Not- 
withstanding 'Uiat,  the  removal  of  the 
children  from  the  school  at  Southall  to  a 
certified  Eoman  Catholic  school  at  North 
Hyde  was  demanded ;  and  the  Ghiardians 
held  that  there  was  no  reason  for  such 
removal,  and  that  such  a  procee<  „ 
would  be  inexpedient.  The  Qnardiaus 
had  an  interview  with  the  President  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  on  the  subject ;  and 
after  some  considerable  delay  the  As- 
Bbtant  Secretary  of  that  Board  wrote  to 
the  Ouardians  that  it  would  be  acting  in 
contravention  of  the  spirit  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  if  it  refused  to  entertain  the 
application  for  the  removal  of  the  chil' 
dren.  In  their  reply  the  Ouardians  stated 
that  the  childrenhadlongbeen  roceivii 
instruction  in  their  own  religion,  and  ht 
been  regularly  attending  their  own  place 
of  wor^p.  By  the  Act  of  30  &  31 
Viet,  it  was  provided  that  a  creed  re- 

fister  should  be  kept  in  every  work- 
ouse  and  workhouse  school,  in  which 
the  creed  of  the  child  should  be  entered, 
and  supposing  any  dispute  were  to  arise 
as  to  me  correctness  of  the  register  the 
Poor  Law  Board  was  to  decide.  Then 
the  Act  weut  on  to  provide  that  the  mi- 
nister of  the  reUgion  to  which  the  child 
belonged  might  according  to  tiie  rules 
visit  and  instruct  any  inmate,  unless  ho 
was  above  fonrteen  years  and  objected 
to  receive  such  religious  instruction.  The 
Act  further  provided  that  any  ini 
for  whom  a  religious  service  of  his 
Mr.  T.  Ckamhm-t 
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creed  was  not  provided  in  Qie  workhouse 
should  be  allowed  to  attend  a  place  of 
worship  of  his  own  creed  outside  the 
workhouse.  At  the  time  when  tiiese 
provisions  were  made  there  was  a  power 
vested  in  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  remove 
a  child  for  whose  religious  instruction  no 
provision  was  made  in  the  workhouse  to 
a  certified  school  of  the  religion  of  the 
child,  and  therefore  it  must  be  taken 
that  when  the  Legislature  made  these 
elaborate  provisions  it  was  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
should  no  longer  exercise  tlie  discre- 
tionary power  which  they  possessed  un- 
der the  Act  of  1866.  Now,  in  the  me- 
tropolitan district  there  were  2,000  Eo- 
man Catholic  children  dependent  on  the 
public  rates,  and  if  there  was  a  removal 
of  those  children  in  the  case  of  Maryle- 
bone  there  must  be  also  iu  the  case  of 
the  rest  of  tbe  metropolis,  and,  in  fact, 
all  over  the  country.  In  the  metropolis 
the  increase  in  the  annual  expenditure 
would  be  upwards  of  £8,000,  and  what 
it  would  be  for  the  whole  country  he 
could  not  tell.  Then  let  hon.  Membero 
consider  what  the  effect  would  be  on  the 
parochial  system.  It  would  be  entirely 
subverted,  for  the  principle  of  that  sys- 
tem was  that  the  Ouardians  wore  m  looo 
parmtit  to  the  children  who  were  placed 
in  their  charge ;  and  if  persons  who  did 
not  belong  to  the  Established  Church 
went  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  behind  the 
backs  of  the  Ghiardians  and  claimed  the 
removal  of  those  children,  it  was  not  the 
Boman  Catholics  alone,  but  the  Wec- 
leyans.  Baptists,  and  other  sects  that 
mightmake  a  similar  demand.  The  evi- 
dence  taken  before  the  School  Committee 
at  Maiylebone  Workhouse  last  May  with 
reference  to  these  children,  showed  that, 
in  the  case  of  the  first,  the  boy  said  the 
Boman  Catholic  priest  had  told  him  that 
he  was  a  Cathobc,  upon  which  he  said, 
"I  don't  think  I  am,  and  that  the  prieet 
told  him  to  worship  idols ;  and  with  re- 
ference  to  his  early  education,  he  said  he 
had  lived  with  hia  grandmother,  with 
whom  he  went  to  a  church.  The  evi- 
dence in  tbe  case  of  three  other  boys  waa 
similar  in  effect ;  but  one  of  the  boys  said 
he  had  attended  a  Roman  Catholic  school 
for  a  short  time  and  was  removed  bv  hia 
fether  because  they  "  whacked  him.  In 
the  case  of  the  fifth  boy,  it  appeared  that 
he  had  been  to  a  Roman  Catholic  school 
and  to  a  Roman  Catholic  church  with  his 
The  evidence  respecting  the 
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girl  Elizabeth  Marks  shoved  that  she 
waa  clearly  never  a  Boman  Catholic. 
The  charge  therefore  that  these  childrea 
were  known  to  be  Bomtm  Catholics  and 
were  brought  up  aa  ProtestajitB  totally 
bailed  when  tested  by  the  evidence.  Dr. 
Manning  was  the  last  man  in  the  world 
to  complain  o(  proselytiftm.  No  one 
was  a  more  bitter  opponent  than  he 
of  the  Church  in  wliii^  he  was  brought 
up,  and  Qo  man  had  done  more  to  de- 
cade and  injure  it,  and  to  draw  away 
mose  who  beloi^ed  to  it  to  Popery. 
He  was  the  last  man  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment with  a  grieTance  about  people 
changing  their  rehgion.     There  vaa  no 

Sievance  to  be  redressed,  but  there  were 
e  rights  of  the  parieh  to  be  maintained. 
Dr.  Manning  said  there  were  10,000  Ca- 
tholic children  in  London,  receiving  no 
education,  to  be  gathered  in.  Why  did 
he  not  gather  them  in  &om  the  gutters, 
whence  they  issued  to  increase  the  crime 
and  panperism  of  the  metropolis,  instead 
of  bearding  the  Guardians  and  beseech- 
ing the  Poor  liaw  Board  to  take  children 
&om  one  of  the  best  of  parochial  day 
schools  where  the  Catholic  children  were 
instructed  by  one  of  his  own  priests! 
Dr.  Manning  spoke  of  "  a  flt^^rant  vio- 
lation of  statute  law;"  his  own  sig- 
nature to  public  documents  and  his 
own  archiepiscopal  title  were  flagrant 
violations  of  statute  law,  as  was  also 
the  multiplication  of  monastic  institu- 
tions in  this  country.  The  Boman  Ca- 
tholics wore  the  laat  persons  to  claim 
the  equily  of  the  law,  because  they 
least  observed  its  letter  and  most  openly 
inMnged  it.  What  other  denomination 
went  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  attacked 
the  Guardians  ?  Bid  the  Baptists,  Wes- 
l^ans,  or  Congregationaliete  ?  None  of 
tliem.  Only  tto  £oman  Catholics  did 
BO,  and  they  did  it  on  the  principle  on 
wluch  they  had  sought  to  destroy  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Lreland — that  of 
thwarting  the  policy  of  Parliament  which 
was  to  endeavour  by  assuaging  religious 
animoaitiee  to  fiise  all  classes  into  one 
by  educating  children  of  various  com- 
munions in  mixed  schools.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Besolution. 

Mr.  G06CHEN  said,  that  the  warmth 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ren- 
dered it  desirable  that  he  dtould  inter- 
pose between  him  and  those  Boman 
Catholic  Members  who  would  no  doubt 
reply  to  him.    In  view  of  the  serious- 
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ness  of  the  subject,  anything  like  seo- 
tarian  bitterness  should  be  avoided,  and 
it  would  be  better  to  exclude  the  parti- 
cular history  of  Archbishop  Manning 
from  the  discussion.  The  question  was 
how  oiphan  and  deserted  cluldren  were 
to  be  dealt  with  under  existing  Acta  of 
Parliament,  and,  further,  what  was  to 
be  done  with  Boman  Catholic  children 
in  particular  ?  But  other  denominationB 
had  come  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  also, 
and  desired  their  children  to  be  removed 
from  the  workhouses  to  schools  of  their 
own  denomination.  The  Jews  had  taken 
raeoisely  the  same  course  as  the  Boman 
Catholics  had  taken.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  gave  no  prominence  to 
the  fact  that  the  Act  of  1868  which  pro- 
vided for  the  rehgious  instruction  of 
children  within  worEhouees,  gave  f  urUier 
powers  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  exer- 
cise its  discretion  in  removing  the  chil- 
dren of  Boman  Cathohcs  and  others 
from  workhouses  to  certified  schools. 
The  argument  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  that  the  Act  of  1866,  giving 
the  power  of  removal,  had  been  prac- 
tically superseded  by  the  l^slation  of 
1868  ;  but  the  Act  of  1868  extended 
thatpowerto  orphans,  deserted  children, 
and  illegitimate  children,  with  the  im- 
portant modification  that  the  removal 
might  be  made  on  the  application  of 
others  besides  parents  and  god-parents. 
Therefore,  the  Act  of  1866  did  not  su- 
persede previous  legislation,  but  the 
power  of  priests  and  ministers  of  other 
denominations  to  visit  co-existed  with 
the  power  of  removal.  That  waa  a  very 
hirge  power  to  give  to  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  but  it  waa  given  with  the  inten- 
tion that  the  children  should  be  removed 
to  these  certified  schools  when  they  were 
prepared  to  take  them  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  those  most  interested  in  them. 
In  the  caae  of  the  day  schools  they  had 
the  Conscience  Clause,  but  it  must  he 
remembered  that  workhouse  schools 
were  not  day  schools,  and  it  was  al- 
most impossible  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Conscience  Clause,  when 
there  waa  no  home  influence  behind, 
and  when  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
fact  that  the  workhouse  or  district 
schools  were  the  actual  homes  of  these 
children?  His  hon.  Friend  said  that 
the  guardians  stood  in  loco  paretiiia  to 
these  children,  but  it  was  an  extremely 
delicate  and  dif&cult  matter  when  they 
hod  to  deal  with  the  case  of  Protestant 
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On&rdians  standing  *»  /oko  parentia  to 
CathoUo  Qhildj-en.  In  the  caw  of  a  vstd 
in  Chancery  the  child  vas  always  care- 
fully brought  up  in  the  religion  of  its 
parents.  This  principle  'vas  dearly  laid 
dovu  by  the  law  as  the  one  to  be  fol- 
lowed where  it  was  possible,  and  it  was 
the  principle  upon  which  the  Poor  Law 
Boud  always  acted  where  they  had  the 
power.  His  hen.  Friend  had  referred  to 
meednga  where  statements  without  foun- 
dation had  been  received  with  cheering, 
but  other  meetings  had  also  been  held 
at  which  statements  equally  unfounded, 
in  an  opposite  directiou,  had  been  simi- 
larly received.  The  position  was  this — 
Subsequent  to  the  legislation  of  1866 
various  religious  denominations,  the 
!Roman  Cathohcs  among  the  number, 
thought  they  would  establish  schools  for 
the  rec^tion  of  pauper  and  other  chil- 
dren. Of  these  schools  there  were  four 
or  five  certified  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
OS  fit  for  the  reception  of  pauper  children ; 
and  now  that  these  schools  had  been  esta- 
blished by  the  Boman  Catholics  and  by 
the  Jews — for  that  body  had  also  taken 
advantage  of  tiie  permission  granted  by 
the  L^iislature — was  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  come  forward  and  revise  the 
policy  which  they  had  adopted,  and  to 
say  to  the  schools  now  being  established 
that  the  children  were  not  to  be  sent 
there.  When  he  had  first  been  appointed 
to  his  present  Ofice  he  had  had  a  care- 
fiil  ana  accurate  Report  prepared  upon 
these  schools.  His  hon.  fSiend  had  said 
that  these  schools  were  more  costly,  and 
that  the  cost  was  as  6«.  against  4*.  4^i. 
— the  cost  in  the  workhouse  school.  But 
ihe  latt«r  amount  did  not  include  educa- 
tion or  general  charges,  it  was  for  food 
and  douiing  alone,  and  it  would  be  seen 
by  an  inquiry  into  the  expenses  of  the 
difierent  Unions,  that  68.  per  head  was 
in  reality  a  very  low  figure,  and  that  in 
most  cases  the  expense  was  far  in  ad- 
vance of  that  sum,  which  did  not  reinre- 
sent  any  profit  to  the  Eomau  Catholics. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  in  a  pecu- 
niary point  of  view  his  hon.  Friend  had 
failed  to  make  out  his  case.  The  dis- 
cretion lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  was  never  intended  to  enable 
that  body  to  over-rule  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  Le^slaturo ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  contend  that  at  such  an  early 
age  the  religious  principles  of  a  child 
could  be  as  well  maintained  by  the  bi- 
weekly visits  of  a  priest  as  they  would  be 
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by  the  child  being  placed  among  its  oo- 
religionists.  Would  his  hon.  fWend  be 
satisfied  to  see  a  child  of  his  own  of  the 
age  of  twelve  years  placed  amon^  Bo- 
man  Catholics  only  receiving  a  visit  &om 
a  Church  of  England  cleigyman  twice  a 
week  P  His  duty  seemed  clear  and  pre- 
cise. It  was  one  of  impartiality  as  be- 
tween the  different  religious  denomina- 
tions. Li  matters  of  religion  the  au- 
thorities of  the  Poor  Law  Board  ought 
to  act  towards  deserted  children  as  the 
Court  of  Chancery  would  act  if  ^ese 
children  were  its  wards. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
would  prevent  children  &om  exercising 
that  which  the  law  gave  them — a  voice 
in  the  choice  of  their  religion. 

Mk.  QOSCHEN  begged  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's pardon.  He  had  been  referring 
to  the  case  of  children  under  the  age  of 
fourteen  years. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ifarylebone 
had  referred  to  ihe  case  of  other  chil- 
dren. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBESfi  said,  he  hod 
gone  into  the  case  of  the  children  in 
question  to  show  what  the  foots  were. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  there  waa 
no  earthly  doubt  that  the  law  gave  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  power  to  re- 
move these  children  to  certified  schools. 
Dr.  Manning  meant  to  make  profit  out  of 
the  rates  by  speculation  in  these  schools, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going 
to  accord  with  this  design.  The  party 
which  practised  proselytism  came  to  th« 
House  with  an  appeal  ad  muerieorHam, 
although  they  were  always  ready  to 
assault  their  neighbours.  He  should  be 
prepared,  on  another  occasion,  to  state 
the  reasons  why  he  doubted  whether 
there  was  any  impartiality  in  the  deal- 
ings of  the  Government  in  this  m'Ktter. 

Mb.  BTNAN  said,  he  must  defend 
Archbishop  Manning  and  the  Catholic 
body  from  the  imputations  of  the  hon. 
and  loomed  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Mr.  T.  Chambers)-  He  could  under- 
stand that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  to  consult  the  wishes  of  a  por- 
tion of  his  constitutcnts  in  adopting  the 
line  taken  by  hirn  that  night.  All  the 
Soman  Catholics  wanted  in  this  matter 
wos  justice.  The  Guardians  had  prose- 
lytized these  children  for  four  years,  and 
then  alleged  that  the  children  were  four- 
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teen  Tears  old.  tjnless  the  Poor  Law 
Board  exercised  its  power  these  Oatholio 
children  would  have  no  proteotioa ;  and 
he  denied  that  in  Bpain,  or  Italy,  or  aoy 
other  oonutry  there  was  a  more  flagrant 
case  than  that  of  theee  £re  children. 

He.  WHATJ^KY  said,  that  in  other 
Kotestant  oonntrifis  children  broneht 
up  at  the  public  cost  were  invariably 
bronght  ap  in  the  relig:ion  of  the  State. 
The  Chrvenunant  ought  not  to  reooffnize 
the  pretenmons  of  the  Bomaa  Cauiolic 
hierarchy  in  this  instance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat, 
"  Thki  lo  W17  oua  vbara  %  bo4rd  of  guardiuu 
or  u;  pariih  or  onion  ilutU  han  nuda  das  pro- 
Tiiton  within  tha  workhouM  or  distriot  icbool  for 
the  iMtmotion  in  their  own  bith  of  ohildroD  do( 
of  the  Eitabliihod  Chnrch,  their  religiooi  right* 
being  unplj  HoonMl  and  the  ipirlt  of  the  Imw 
eAboUallf  orried  oat,  It  is  iaeipediant  that  the 
Poor  Ijiw  Board  ibould  eiarciM  iti  diecretiaaarr 
power  to  enforce  the  removal  of  such  ohildren  to 
•obootl  not  nnder  the  oontrol  of  the  gnardiani 
or  of  the  pMriib  aatbmUiei."  —  ( Jfr.    Them* 
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The  Hoose  diviSvi : — Ayes  29 ;  Noes 
71 :  Uajonij  42. 

BLXOTBIO  TKLBOBAPHS  BIIX. 

Bewlatiani  reporUd,  and  a^rttdta  : — Bill  vr- 
itred  to  b«  brought  In  b;  Mr.  Dodion,  The 
Uarqaau  of  Habtuston,  Mr.  Cbakoulob  of  the 
SxaHBqna.  and  Hr.  Atbio*. 

BiU;r«Mit(«d,  and  read  tbe  fiiat  time.  [BiU  197.] 


JAXiICA  LOAKB  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Hr.  STwrnLn,  BlU  to  ^vTide 
for  tha  better  liquidation  of  oartaia  Loani  raiasd 
ander  the  guarantee  of  Her  Majeatj  for  the  Sar- 
Tioa  of  the  Coloof  of  Jamaioa,  ordtred  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  SiARtniA  and  Mr.  Cku- 
«BUOK  of  Uie  ExoMsquu. 

MOB  UiW  (nSLAKl))   AHSSDHXHT  (iTO.  2) 

Saleet  Oomnittee mnmnolerf  aa  fellows:— Hr. 
WnjMM  GnooKi,  Mr.  AnoaiiiT  GansAL  for 
Ibkluid,  Sir  Juim  Sraonai,  Viioount  Cbiob- 
TOR,  Mr.  Coou,  Hr.  0'R.kiu.t-Diub,  Mr. 
HairaT  Hsbbut,  Hr.  Enwian  Wmoriiu)  Tbb- 
■BB,  Mr.  FoBna,  Hr.  Kituuob,  Harqnaai  of 
HunuoB,  Mr.  B).ibb,  and  Lord  CLunt  Uuul. 
COM ;— FiTo  to  bo  the  qnonun. 


HOUSE    OF    00MM0N8, 
WtAmdav,  1th  My,  1869. 

HINCTES.]  —  SxLBOT  Cohkhib*  —  Rtpoiia— 
Publio  Aoeounti  [No.  S031;  Inoloenre  Aet 
[No.  30*]. 

FnBLio  Bill* — Ordered^Flrit  Reading — RsTlngt 
Banki  and  Foit  OfBoe  Satiaga  Banhi*  [199]. 

fird  AeiuitiM— JamaioB  Loaoa  ■  [300]. 

Soeand  AaaJiin^— Trade*  Uniona,  *o,  [68]. 

Stl4et  ComnilUa— Uetmpolitan  Comniona  jot 
nSeS)  Amendment  [TT],  Mr.  Cowper  and  Mr. 
Oanrd  Stnrt  o^of  ;  Seada  Adulteration  [49], 
Hr.  Clare  SewaU  Kead  duehargtd,  Hr.  PeU 
aJihd. 

CiMndered  a»  amandtd — Hieh  Cooatablea'  Ofka 
AhoUtlDn,Ao.*[19S];  MedioalOffioen Sup«r- 
uinuation  (Irelaud)*  [18S]  ;  Feniiona  Comma- 
Mtion  ■  [187] ;  Shipping  Duel  Exemption  Aot 
(1807)  Amendment*  [164]. 


[184],  andjMUJed. 

CAFE  OF  GOOD  HOPE— BOERS  OF  THE 
TRANS-VAAL  REPUBLIC— (tUESTIOH. 

Hs.  B.  FOWIiEB  said,  he  wished  to 
aak  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Sir  Philip  Wode- 
house,  the  Goyemor  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
has  carried  out  the  instructions  of  the 
Duke  of  Bnokingham  (approved  by  Lord 
Granville)  to  prohibit  the  supply  of  am- 
munition to  t£e  Boers  of  the  Trana-vaal 
Kepublic ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  suppression  by  the 
Dutch  authorities  of  the  Trans-vaal 
"  Ai^uB,"  the  newspaper  which  has  ex- 
posed ^e  slave-trading  practices  of  the 
Boers ;  and,  when  he  inll  publish  the 
Correspondence  relative  to  me  enslaTe- 
ment  of  Kaffir  children  ? 

Mr.  MONSELL,  in  reply,  said,  there 
waa  a  clause  in  the  trea^  made  with 
the  Trans-vaal  Bepublio  in  1852,  per- 
mitting arms  and  ammunition  to  be  sold 
to  the  inhabitants  of  that  republic,  and 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition to  the  KafiSre.  In  consequence 
of  the  ntter  failure  of  onr  remonstrances 
with  die  Trans-vaal  Bepublic  as  to  the 
organized  system  of  slavery  carried  on 
there,  it  was  determined  not  to  act  any 
longer  upon  the  provisions  of  that  un- 

{'ust  clause.  Sir  Philip  Wodehouse 
lad  to  consider  what  waa  the  most  ef- 
fectual way  of  accomplishing  this  object. 
On  account  of  the  restoration  of  peace 
between  the  Basutos  and  the  Orange 
River  Free  State,  the  prohibition  of  %ha 
intioduction  of  arms  (uid  anuuunitlon  in 
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the  Oraiiee  Eiver  Free  State  was  done !  cc^^meant  of  what  had  ocoorred,  hie  eub- 
awa7  'wito.  Under  those  ciroumstaiLceB  eherifF  was.  On  the  2nd  of  June  last 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  prevent 
arms  and  ammunition  going  iroui  the 
Orange  River  Free  State  into  the  Trans- 
vaal  Kepublic,  and  it  was  thought  that 
it  would  be  better  to  abrogate  the  clause 
and  get  rid  ofits  injustice  by  allowingboth 
parties,  the  Kaffirs  and  the  inhabitants 
of  the  Traus-Taal  Bepubhc,  equally  to 
purchase,  without  limit  or  checlc,  anr- 
and  ammunition.  Both  of  those  partii 
had,  therefore,  been  put  on  an  equal 
footing  in  that  respect.  With  regard  to 
the  alleged  suppression  by  the  Dutch 
authorities  of  Uie  iWus-raal  Argui, 
the  Colonial  Office  had  no  informa- 
tion on  the  matter,  and,  of  course,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  interfere  ii 
it.  The  Papers  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referrea  at  the  end  of  his  Question 
would,  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  thought,  be 
ready  for  presentation  in  about  a  fort- 
night. 


IBELAND— JORT  PANEL  (MONAGHAN). 

QTTESnON. 

Ma.  DOWNING  said,  he  wished  to 
aek  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  sheriff  for  Monaghan, 
whose  Jury  Panel  at  the  last  March 
Assizes  was  quashed  on  the  ground  of 
paxtiality,  is  still  in  office  ;  and,  if  he  is, 
whether  any  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  towards  his  dismiss^ ;  land,  whe- 
ther the  Jury  Fanel  for  the  coming 
Assizes  to  be  holden  on  the  8th  instant 
has  been  returned  by  him;  if  so,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Crown  to  ti7  by 
jurors  so  selected  those  persons  returned 
for  trial  on  charges  arising  out  of  party 
feeling  and  party  collisions  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
ntELAKD  (Mr.  Sullivan}  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  the  Sheriff  of  Monaghan  was 
stQl  in  the  possession  of  that  office,  and 
that  the  panel  for  the  Assizes  about  to 
be  held  had  been  returned  by  him.  In 
consequence  of  the  charge  of  partiality 
made  against  the  aherLff,  with  reference 
to  the  jury  panel  at  the  last  March 
Assizes,  in  the  case  of  the  man  charged 
with  an  alleged  murder  arising  out  of 
certain  party  riots,  in  excluding  certain 
Roman  Cauiolica  from  the  jury  panel, 
with  theviewofprejudging  the  prisoner's 
trial,  as  inquiry  had  taken  place,  and 
the  triers  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
although  the  sheriff  was  not  personally 
Mr.MoKMU 


the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  sub-sheriff  ought 
to  be  removed  from  his  office,  but  before 
doing  so  a  letter  was  written  to  the 
sheriff,  calling  his  attention  to  the  facte, 
and  suggesting  the  removal  of  the  sub- 
sheriff  pending  the  trial,  in  order  that 
confidence  might  be  restored  in  the  ad- 
ministratian  of  the  criminal  law  in 
Monaghan  county.  That  letter  was  an- 
swered by  the  sheriff  on  the  9th,  in 
which  he  upheld  the  character  of  the 
sub-sheriff,  and  stated  certain  matters 
which  required  Airther  consideration. 
There  had  not,  however,  been  time  to 
do  so,  but  he  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland),  acting  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty,  had  thought  it  right  not  to  try  the 
prisoners  on  the  panel  'ihaX  had  been 
returned  for  the  ensuing  Assizes ;  and, 
on  Monday  last,  the  Sohcitor  General  for 
Ireland  took  the  necessary  steps  in  the 
Queen's  Bench  to  prevent  their  being 
tried  at  the  ensuing  Assizes.  By  that 
course  there  was  not  the  possibility  of  a 
miscarriage  of  justice  taking  place,  and, 
with  regard  to  the  sheriff,  he  was  unable 
then  to  state  what  his  Excellency's  inten- 
tions were  with  regard  to  that  gentleman. 

TRADES  UNIONS,   «o.   BILL— [Biu.  88.] 
(Mr.  7%oma*  Eught*,  Mr.  MwtdsUa.) 

SECOND    R£AI1INa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Mr.  T.  hughes,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  the  subject  of  Trades  Unions  had 
now  been  for  some  time  a  matter  of 
serious  consideration.  It  had  been 
argued  that  it  was  too  great  a  question, 
for  private  Members  to  undertake,  and 
that  the  Session  was  too  far  advanced. 
He  therefore  wished  to  explain  the 
reasons  why  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
lersevered  with  it  this  Session,  and 
lid  not  leave  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  question  to  which  it  related 
in  another  Session.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that,  in 
the  autumn  of  1866,  several  outr^es 
took  place  at  Sheffield  that  startled  and 
alarmed  the  whole  countiy,  and  which 
were  attributed  to  the  trade  oi^anizattons 
in  that  town.  In  consequence  a  depu- 
tation of  employers  waited  upon  the 
Home  Secretary  of  the  day  to  ask  for  a 
special  inquiry.     That  appHcation  was 
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seconded  by  the  men  themBelves,  and  a 
CommiBsion  of  laqiiiiy  was  appointed 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Com- 
miasion  bad  ecorcely  commenced  its  la- 
boure  when  a  eub- Commission  was  sent 
to  Sheffield,  and  the  investigation  insti- 
tuted there  led  to  the  terrible  discloeuree 
in  connection  with  Broadbead  and  his 
araociates.  Thoee  circumstances  raised 
very  naturally  a  strong  feeling  in  the 
country.  They  were  imputed  to  the  ope- 
ration of  Trades  Unions  generally ;  and 
it  wae  felt  that  the  Uniona  were  virtually 
on  their  trial  before  the  country,  and  it 
became  incumbent  on  them  to  take 
Bteps  to  remove  the  aspersions  cast  upon 
them.  Obviously  they  had  a  very  severe 
ordeal  to  undergo.  Though  at^irably 
selected  on  the  whole  me  Commis- 
aion  was  in  this  respect  defective,  that 
whereas  the  employers  of  labour  were 
directly  represented  by  two  large  em- 
ployers, one  of  whom  wae  the  pre- 
sident of  a  powerful  association  of  em- 
ployers, the  men,  on  the  other  hand. 
Lad  no  direct  representation  wbat«ver 
on  the  Commission.  The  tbeu  Home 
Secretary,  however,  appointed  Mr.  Har- 
rison to  attend  and  watch  the  inquiry 
on  behalf  of  the  Trades  Unions;  and 
the  ability,  industry,  and  patience  of 
that  gentleman  deserved  the  heartiest 
acknowledgments. .  The  evidence  taken 
before  the  Commissioners  extended  over 
eleven  blue  books,  and  it  had  now  been 
before  the  public  for  upwards  of  six 
months;  and  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
missioners, so  far  as  any  decision  had 
been  arrived  at,  had  been  before  the 
country  for  upwards  of  five  months. 
The  persona  accused  numbered,  at  the 
lowest  estimate,  upwards  of  500,000  of 
skilled  artizans ;  and,  the  inquiry  being 
finished,  those  men  naturally  looked  for 
the  verdict  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
highest  Court  of  Inquest  of  the  country, 
sa  to  whether  the  bodies  with  which 
they  were  connected  were  reallyguilty  of 
the  crimes  imputed  to  them.  They  had 
been  asking  for  some  years  to  have  the 
criminal  laws  which  ap^ed  to  them, 
and  to  no  other  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  repealed,  and  that  their  funds 
should  be  protected.  The  House  would 
now  be  a^ed  for  a  simple  answer — 
"  Aye  "  or  "  no,"  as  to  these  demands. 
On  the  whole  the  Trades  Unions  had 
been  much  better  conducted  of  late  than 
they  had  been  for  many  years  before. 
What  they  now  asked  was  to  ^e  put 
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upon  the  same  footing  as  other  socie- 
ties before  the  criminal  laws  of  the 
country.  By  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time  the  House  would  testify,  in  con- 
formity with  the  evidence,  that  they  did 
not  believe  that  Trades  Unions,  as  a 
body,  were  guilty  of  those  offences  that 
had  been  proved  against  the  saw-grind- 
ers of  Sheffield  and  the  brick-makers  of 
Manchester  and  would,  at  the  same  time, 
show  their  willingness  to  redress  the  real 
grievances  of  these  societies.  Thls/was 
a  question  which  he  was  afraid  would 
never  be  properly  discussed  until  the 
Trades  Unions  of  the  country  were  di- 
rectly represented  in  that  Home ;  but 
in  the  absence  of  that  representation  he 
must  put  their  case  before  the  House  as 
fairly  as  he  could.  His  own  attention 
had  been  £rst  drawn  to  the  question 
by  the  remarkable  inquiry  made,  in  1849 
and  1850,  by  thei  Morning  Chronicle,  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes  of 
London.  The  revelations  then  made,  es- 
pecially as  to  their  state  at  the  East-end, 
were  startling  in  the  extreme,  and  at- 
tracted great  attention.  He  and  others 
made  personal  inquiries  into  the  matter, 
and  the  result  was  that  they  found  the 
stateof  things  to  be  quite  as  bad  as  it 
was  represented  by  the  commissioner  of 
the  Morning  Chronicle.  In  the  slop  trade, 
for  instance,  they  found  half-a-dozen  men 
pigging  together  in  a  room,  with  but 
one  bat  and  a  coat  between  them  for 
their  joint  use,  and  deeply  in  debt  to  the 
"sweaters,"  as  the  lowest  class  of 
masters  were  called.  These  men  worked 
fourteen  and  fifteen  hours  a  day,  earn- 
ing most  miserable  wages,  scamping 
their  work  whenever  they  had  a  chance, 
and  breaking  out  now  and  then,  as 
might  be  expected,  into  drunkenness 
when  they  had  \i.  to  spare.  On  inquir- 
ing bow  they  had  filen  into  sucb  a 
fiightful  state,  he  found  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  breaking  down  of  their 
Union,  which  bad  left  the  men  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  the  hardest  employers 
in  that  part  of  the  town.  He  and  the 
friends  who  were  acting  with  him  ren- 
dered them  what  assistance  they  could 
in  their  effort  to  estabHsh  associatfons  ; 
but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  there  being  no  cohesion  or 
among  the  men,  the  money 
nply  wasted,  and  the  workmen 
relapsed  into  their  old,  state  of  abject 
misery,  and  remained  subject  to  the 
power  of  the  "sweaters."    Areveree  t 
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UuH  picture  miglit,  howerer,  bare  been 
seen  in  a  great  trade  society,  which 
was  then  just  making  a  new  move  on 
the  labour  question,  and  which  had  its 
offices  in  the  same  part  of  the  East-end. 
He  meant  that  which  had  since  become 
known  as  the  largest  trade  organization 
in  the  world,  under  the  title  of  the 
Amalgamated  Engineers.  This  central 
society  at  that  time  made  a  successful 
effort  to  convert  the  various  societies 
scattered  throughout  the  country  into 
one  union,  in  onler  that  they  might  be 
more  powerftU.  Nearly  a  year  after 
this  the  Amalgamated  Engineers  un- 
fortunately came  into  collision  with  the 
employers,  and  the  firet  of  those  strikes 
took  place  which  had  since  become 
to  frequent — strikes  sot  affeotine  mere 
localities,  but  spread  over  whtJe  dis- 
tricts and  affecting  the  whole  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  The  result  of  that 
strike  was  that  every  penny  of  the  ac- 
cumulated fiinds  of  the  society  was  lost, 
and  a  further  sum  was  required  to  be 
raised  to  enable  the  society  to  meet  it« 
engagements.  When  the  society  was 
in  this  strait,  and  when,  in  fact,  the 
strike  was  in  the  last  week  of  its  oou- 
tinuance,  a  gentleman,  who  felt  great 
sympathy  with  the  association  and  its 
objects,  saved  it  from  insolvency  by  ad- 
vancing £500  in  order  to  meet  the  de- 
ficiencies that  had  arisen  in  the  funds, 
and  pay  &e  members  what  was  owing 
to  them.  The  men  were  paid  what  was 
due  to  them  by  the  society ;  but  a  good 
many  of  them  stuck  out  and  protested  that 
no  consideration  on  earth  would  induce 
them  to  return  to  work  upon  the  terms 
offered  by  the  employers.  This  being 
80,  another  wealthy  friend  of  the  society 
came  forward  and  stated  his  willingness 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  such  of  the  men 
who  would  not  return  to  work  as  were 
ready  to  emigrate.  Forty  accepted  the 
oSsT,  and  went  to  Australia,  without 
any  pledge  or  securi^  being  extracted 
trom  them  by  the  gentleman  who 
advanced  the  money,  and  what  was 
the  result  P  It  told  most  favonrably 
for  Trades  Unions,  showing  how  much 
more  reliable  members  of  those  bodies 
were  than  those  who  were  non-society 
men.  Those  who  were  not  members 
of  such  a  society  as  that  of  the  Amal- 
gamated Engineers  were  found  to  be 
in  misery  and  .generally  in  a  deplor- 
able conditdou  ;  but  those  who  were  mem- 
bers, on  theother  hand,  were  found  to  be 
Jfr.  T.  Hughtt 
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indnetrions,  self-reliant,  and  in  a  state  of 
comparative  prosperity.  For  what  had 
happened  in  the  cases  he  had  just  cited  f 
The  Amalgamated  Engineers,  after  the 
temporary  misfortune  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  closed  np  their  ranks,  put  cm 
new  subBoriptions  and  levies,  re-paid 
with  interest  within  tlu:«e  months  the 
£500  advanced  to  them  in  their  distreie, 
and  the  society  was  now  in  a  flourish- 
ing condition.  The  men,  again,  who 
went  to  Australia  founded  there  a  braooh 
Union,  and  not  only  paid  baok  at  the 
end  of  two  years  the  money  advanced 
for  their  outfit  and  journey,  but  abo 
sent  home  a  handsome  piece  of  plate  to 
the  gentleman  who  had  so  generously 
befriended  them.  He  (Mr.  T.  Hughes) 
could  speak  with  certainty  on  these 
points,  as  the  whole  of  the  money  pasaed 
through  his  hands.  These  and  other 
foots  of  a  similar  oharaoter  which  ha 
might  mention  had  long  ago  convinced 
him  of  the  ftict  that  the  Unions  had  im- 

E roved  the  condition  of  the  men,  and 
ad  raised  them  in  point  of  worldly  posi- 
tion. He  had  no  hesitaticn  in  saying 
that,  taking  England  from  one  sad  to 
the  other,  it  would  be  found  that  where, 
as  in  the  ease  of  the  slop-workers,  and 
the  agricultural  labourer,  no  Unions  ex- 
isted, the  work-people  were  in  a  moat 
miserable  condition  ;  and,  on  tiie  other 
hand,  where  Unions  did  exist  and  were 
strong,  the  work-people  enjoyed  the  po- 
sition of  free  and  independent  citinna, 
whom  it  was  a  pleasure  to  recognise  aa 
citiiens  of  the  country.  A  great  many 
chains  had  been  brought  against  Trades 
Unions,  some  of  which  it  was  his  duty  to 
notice.  It  was  alleged,  for  instance,  that 
these  societies  were  in  a  state  of  aaiA- 
vency,  and  that  by  legalizing  them  the 
Leg^islature  would  only  be  tempting  the 
young  men  of  the  working  classes  to  join 
associations  which  must  in  the  end  broak 
down.  That  was  undoubtedly  a  very 
grave  aoousation  to  bring  t^aiaet  thaae 
Unions;  but  had  it  any  foundation  in 
truth  ?  He  admitted  that  some  of  the 
witnessee  examined  by  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, and  who  were  aotuaries,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  payments  to 
which  some  of  the  largest  and  the  best 
societies  bad  pledged  themselves  ooold 
not  be  made  wnile  the  subscriptions  re- 
mained as  low  as  they  then  were.  On 
this  point,  however,  it  must  be  remon- 
bered  that  there  were  conditicms  whidi 
It  irae  not  poedble  for  actuaries  to  take 
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into  oonsidentioii ;  but,  vithoat  entering 
Into  a  diecuGBion  of  theae  on  the  present 
occasion,  he  vould  content  himself  by 
remarking  that  the  whole  question  vaa 
lucidly  set  forth  in  the  Appendix  to  the 
Comte  de  Farie's  book,  Zm  Aatoeiationi 
Outriirn  m  AngUterre,  to  which  hon. 
Members  wishing  to  master  the  question 
would  do  well  to  refer.  It  was  evi- 
dently the  interest  of  the  opponents  of 
Trades  Unions  to  bring  forward  every 
case  in  which  an  established  Trades 
Union  had  broken  down,  but  it  was  a 
significant  fact  that  not  a  single  instance 
had  been  adduced.  Considering  that 
many  of  these  societies  had  been  ra  ex- 
istence for  for^  years  and  upwards,  and 
the  greater  part  for  eighteen  or  twenty 
jears,  surely  if  it  were  true  that  they 
were  in  a  miserably  insolvent  condition, 
some  single  case  might  have  been  ad- 
duced in  which  there  had  been  a  failure 
to  meet  the  liabilities  incurred.  Then, 
again,  it  was  declared  that  the  leaders 
of  these  societies  were  generally  highly 
paid  agitators,  who  had  never  them- 
selves been  workmen,  but  who  got  up 
these  asaociations  for  their  own  glorifi- 
cation and  managed  them  for  their  own 
benefit.  He  was  in  a  position  to  deny 
that  statement.  He  had  been  acquainted 
with  almost  all  the  leaders  for  many 
years,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  de- 
claring that  they  as  faithfully  repre- 
sented the  societies  as  the  Members  of 
that  House  represented  their  constitu- 
encies. As  to  their  being  highly  paid, 
in  the  lai^et  and  wealthiest  ^  fi\  these 
societies — the  Amalgamated  Engineers 
— there  were  only  two  paid  ofiicers  of 
the  general  society,  and  the  highest 
paid  of  the  two  received  very  little  more 
than  he  would  be  able  to  earn  aa  a 
foreman  of  engineers;  while  in  up- 
wards of  200  branches  of  the  society 
spread  over  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
British  ooloniee,  and  a  part  of  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe,  there  was  not  a  single 
officer  exclusively  paid  by  the  society. 
To  each  bruich  there  was  a  secretary, 
who  managed  the  whole  of  the  business 
of  the  branch ;  and  the  salary  of  the 
beat  paid,  where  the  members  num- 
bered 300  or  400,  only  amounted  to 
£10  a  year,  or  less  than  4«.  a  week. 
Moreover,  those  who  filled  these  situa- 
tions were,  for  the  most  part,  men  who 
worked  with  their  own  hands,  and 
earned  Uie  ordinary  wages  of  the  trade. 
Another  charge  brought  against  Trades 
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Uniona  waa  that  they  tended  to  encou- 
■age  inferior  workmanship.  So  far  was 
this  from  being  the  case  that  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  declaring  that  the  very 
best  workmen  in  the  country  were  to  be 
found  in  these  Unions.  The  object  of 
the  societies  being  to  keep  all  their 
members  at  work  at  the  highest  possible 
wages,  could  anyone  seriously  believe 
that  they  would  allow  bad  workmen  to 
join  their  ranks  7  He  could  assert  that 
strict  inquiries  were  made  as  to  the  ca- 
pabilities of  men  before  they  were  ad- 
mitted. Again,  it  waa  declared  that 
they  favoured  strikes,  whereas  the  very 
reverse  was  the  fact ;  the  councils  of  the 
Unions  as  a  rule  being  for  the  moat  part 
very  averse  to  strikes  and  discouraging 
thein  by  every  means  in  their  power. 
They  considered  a  strike  to  be  like  a 
Japanese  duel,  in  which  each  man  com- 
mences by  killing  himself.  The  councils 
were  jealous  of  Uie  funds  of  the  Unions. 
As  a  rule  no  strike  could  take  place 
without  the  express  authority  of  the 
central  body,  and  no  strike  was  per- 
mitted to  take  place  until  arbitration 
had  been  offered  and  reused.  Further- 
more, it  was  alleged  that  these  organ- 
izations had  a  tendency  to  drive  trade  out 
of  the  country ;  that  in  consequence  of 
the  cheapness  of  labour  on  some  parts 
of  the  Continent,  serioua  competition 
already  existed,  and  that  our  manufac- 
turers were  scarcely  able  to  hold  their 
own  against  that  competition.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  competition  of  foreign 
countriea  waa  becoming,  and  must  be- 
come, much  more  aerioua  than  in  past 
times,  but  on  the  present  question  he 
would  refer  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  in- 
terested in  this  subject  to  the  statiatica 
collected  in  the  Seport  of  the  minority  of 
the  Commiasionera.  From  the  Itetums 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  it  appeared  that 
as  regarded  the  export  iron  trade,  which 
had  been  specially  instanced  as  one  which 
was  declining  in  consequence  of  foreign 
competition,  an  increase  had  taken  place 
between  the  years  1 860  and  1 867  of  nearly 
50  per  cent,  and  the  Betume  of  the  last 
six  months  showed  that  notwithstanding 
the  recent  deprmsion  the  trade  was  still 
on  the  increase.  Our  iron  exports  to 
Belgium,  for  instance,  other  than  pig 
iron — in  which  he  admitted  there  had 
been  a  great  falling  otT — amounted,  in  the 
year  1867,  to  £915,000  in  value,  whereas 
last  year  they  were  no  less  than 
£1,219,176,  ahowing  an  increase,  with- 
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in  that  short  period,  of  upwarda  of 
£300,000.  Then  it  had  been  frequently 
asserted  that  we  were  losing  o\ir  trade 
in  machineiy ;  but  he  found  that,  as  re- 
garded Belgium — the  country  speoially 
instanced  as  our  moat  formidable  riv^ 
—  we  exported  £819,000  worth  of 
maohinery  in  1867.  This,  it  was  true, 
fell  to  £474,000  in  1868  ;  but  from  the 
Betums  of  the  last  five  months  it 
appeared  to  have  risen  to  £635, 
during  the  present  year.  The  value  of 
the  machinery  sent  from  Belgium  to 
this  country  during  that  time  was  only 
£11,263.  These  figures  were  sufficient 
of  themselres  to  disprove  the  statement 
that  trade  was  being  driven  out  of 
the  country  by  the  action  of  Unions. 
Passing  from  this  subject  ho  would 
now  touch  upon  another  of  consider- 
able importance.  The  Trades  Unions 
complained  of  the  present  state  both  of 
the  common  law  and  of  the  statute  law 
of  the  country,  and  of 
which  it  affected  them.  According  to 
the  common  law,  any  agreement  as  to 
the  terms  upon  which  men  would  sell 
their  labour  was  a  wrong,  as  being  ii 
restraint  of  trade,  and  any  attempt  at 
combination  to  enforce  that  agreement 
became  the  crime  of  conspiracy.  There- 
fore it  was  obviouw  that  every  Trade 
Union  in  the  kingdom  was  not  only,  as 
it  were,  outside  the  common  law,  but 
was  opposed  to  it,  and  was  in  fact  ille- 

{■al.  Then  again  with  respect  to  statute 
aw,  he  found  that  from  the  Statute  of 
Labourers  in  the  reign  of  Edward  TTT, 
down  to  the  time  of  George  III.  there 
was  a  series  of  statutes  directed  against 
the  combination  of  labourers  The  last 
of  these— the  40th  Geo.  III.— stated  in 
the  Preamble,  that  workmen  had  by 
combinations  endeavoured  to  obtain  ad- 
vances of  their  wages,  and  went  on  to 
enact  that  all  contracts  or  agreements 
to  obtain  advances  of  wages  should  he 
absolutely  illegal  and  void.  Persons 
entering  into  any  such  contract  were 
liable  to  two  months'  imprisonment,  as 
were  likewise  all  workmen  who  contri- 
buted funds  for  the  maintenance  of  such 
combinations.  Owing  to  these  statute 
laws  very  disastrous  consequences  arose. 
During  the  first  quarter  of  this  century, 
when  the  industry  of  the  country  devel- 
oped itself  so  rapidly,  numbers  of  secret 
eocieties  sprang  up,  the  result  being  the 
burning  of  mills,  the  destruction  of  ma- 
diinery,  the  vitriol-throwing,  and  tite 
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hangings  which  di^raced  that  period  of 
owe  industrial  history.  Mr.  Hume  intro- 
duced and  passed,  in  1824,  a  short  Bill 
designed  to  put  an  end  to  so  sad  a  etate 
of  things.  That  measure  would  pro- 
bably, if  it  had  remained  in  operation, 
have  set  the  question  at  rest  for  ever. 
It  repealed  aD  the  old  statutes  on  the 
subject  of  combinations,  and  enacted 
that  the  common  law  rules  respecting 
restraint  of  trade  and  conspiracy 
should  be  no  longer  applicable  to 
combinations  of  labourers ;  and,  in- 
deed, with  the  exception  of  certain  pro- 
visions as  to  threats,  it  left  masters  and 
workmen  to  do  exactly  as  they  pleased 
in  regard  to  their  dealings  with  one 
another.  The  consequence  of  the  passing 
of  that  measure  was  that  all  the  secret 
societies  came  into  the  light,  and  so 
much  alarm  was  caused  on  the  extent  of 
the  combinations  being  made  apparent 
that,  in  1825,  Mr.  Huskisson,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  the  day,  introduced 
a  Bill  to  repeal  the  measure  passed  in 
the  previous  year.  Mr.  Huskisson  used 
many  ailments  which  would  sound 
strange  at  this  moment;  he  thought  the 
funds  of  the  Unions  would  be  better  in 
the  savings  banks,  and  urged  that  if 
these  combinations  were  allowed  capital 
would  leave  the  country.  Mr.  Hume 
stated  that  under  the  former  law  men 
had  been  frequently  convicted,  while 
evidence  could  not  be  obtained  against 
the  masters.  Mr.  Feel,  then  Home  Secre- 
tary, said  that  workmen  should  be  pre- 
vented fium  regulating  what  they  knew 
nothine  about.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  which  in  due  course  was  passed 
into  law  and  was  the  statute  now  affect- 
ing combinations,  the  old  common  law 
doctrines  with  regard  to  restraint  of 
trade  and  conspiracy  were  again  made 
applicableto  combinations  of  workpeople, 
and  by  Section  3  a  new  set  of  misde- 
meanours was  created  which  had  been 
of  much  subsequent  irritation 
and  litigation.  In  the  Act  8  Geo.  IV. 
obstruction  and  molestation" 
were  used,  and  were  found  almost  in- 
:apabte  of  legal  definition.  And  what 
had  been  the  result  ?  Combination,  it 
was  clear,  had  not  been  hindered,  for 
these  amalgamated  societies  had  in- 
creased in  number  in  all  branches  of 
industry ;  but  the  statute  had  been  found 
sufficiently  oppressive  in  its  working  to 
keep  the  Unionists  in  a  constant  state  of 
irritation  and  anger.    In  1859,  22  Tict. 
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a  statute  waa  passed  in  the  hope  that  | 
it  would  accomplish  the  almost  im- 1 
possible  feat  of  settling  what  "obstrue-  j 
tion  andmoleetation"  meant.  He  would  | 
refer  to  one  or  two  decisions  ^ven  since  j 
that  time  in  order  to  ehow  Sie  sort  of 
conduct  which  brought  workmen  under  i 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of  law. 
Last  year,  in  the  case  of  "  The  Queen  v.  \ 
Drewitt,"  where  there  had  been  no  vio-  j 
lence,  and  nothing  more  than  coercion, 
wbich  did  not  even  extend  to  abusive 
langu^e,  Baron  Bramwell  laid  it  down 
that — 

"  Molestation  muat  be  hald  to  be  onflbing  un- 
pleigant  Or  aniiojring  to  the  mind  operated  upon, 
and  it  n  clenrlr  tbe  Inw  Ibnl  if  two  Or  mora  per- 
■oni  by  aucb  menni  co-oper.nte  Ingetlier  Ibej  will 
be  guiltf  of  BD  iodiatabls  offence  under  tba  Act  of 
6  Gto.  IV." 

In  "The  Queen  V.  Hinckley,"  a  man  had 
called  out  "Baa,  baa,  blat^  sheep,"  and 
got  for  that  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. In  "The  Queen  v.  Hamilton," 
also  decided  last  year,  it  was  held  that 
the  defendant  was  liable  to  three  months' 
imprisonment  for  telling  a  man  that  if 
be  went  to  work  at  a  certain  shop  there 
would  be  a  row.  This  was  manifestly 
unfair  when  it  was  considered  that  if  an 
ordinary  person  threatened  to  murder 
another  or  to  bum  down  a  house  he 
could  only  be  held  to  bail.  Surely 
the  House  would  not  allow  such  a  state 
of  tbe  law  to  stand.  He  regretted 
to  eay  that  not  only  had  the  criminal 
courts  interfered  in  these  matters,  but 
the  Unions  bad  even  been  brought  into 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  a  Vice  Chan- 
cellor had  granted  an  injunction  to  pre- 
vent the  putting  up  of  placards  m  a 
town,  stating  that  mere  waa  a  strike  at 
a  particular  mill,  and  requesting  the 
workmen  not  to  go  there  for  work.  If 
the  extension  of  jurisdiction  were  the 
mark  of  a  great  Judge,  that  Vice  Chan- 
cellor was  the  greatest  Judge  since  the 
days  of  Lord  Mansfield.  What  was  the 
remedy  proposed  for  the  state  of  things 
be  had  described  ?  The  Bill  before  the 
House,  in  the  first  place,  swept  away  all 
the  combination  laws  of  which  he  had 
been  speaking.  As  it  was  not  to  be 
pressed  further  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion he  would  not  go  info  the  clauses  of 
the  BiU,  but  that  was  its  great  principle. 
It  left  employers  and  work-people  alike 
free  to  make  whatever  contracts  they 
,  pleased  with  regard  to  tbeir  capital  and 
labour,  subject  only  to  the  ordinary  law 
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and  tbe  ordinary  courts  of  the  countiy. 
It  further  provided  that  protection  should 
be  accorded  to  the  ^nds  of  Trades 
Unions.  The  necessity  for  that  protec- 
tion had  surely  been  proved  over  and 
over  again,  and,  if  any  further  proof 
were  wanted  of  it,  the  House  was  aware 
that  dttring  the  last  few  days  there 
had  been  a  most  important  decision, 
which  showed  how  absolutely  necessary 
it  was  that  something  should  be  done. 
In  the  cases  of  "  Hornby  v.  Close,"  and 
"  Farrer  v.  Close,"  it  had  been  decided 
by  the  magistrates  that  these  societies 
being  in  restraint  of  trade,  tbeir  of&ceis 
could  not  be  punished  for  embezzling  the 
funds.  This  Bill  proposed  to  restore 
tbe  jurisdiction  under  which  Trades 
Unions  had  thought  themselves  secure, 
but  which  had  broken  down  in  those 
cases.  It  was  said  that  the  Embezzle- 
ment Act  of  the  learned  Recorder  of 
London,  passed  last  year,  met  tbe  diffi- 
culty ;  but  this  was  not  so,  for  it  simply 
declared  that  a  joint  ownership  should 
not  be  pleaded  as  a  defence  to  a  pro- 
secution for  embezzlement.  The  ma- 
chinery of  that  Act  was  inapplicable 
to  a  class  of  offences  which,  for  the  last 
fourteen  years,  had  been  dealt  wiUi  un- 
der the  44th  section  of  tbe  Friendly  So- 
cieties Act.  It  was  now  alleged  that  the 
44th  clause  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act 
was  not  meant  to  apply  to  those  socie- 
ties ;  but  that  clause  was  drawn  in  his 
Chambers  and  it  was  the  distinct  inten- 
tion— at  any  rate  of  those  who  framed 
the  clause — that  these  societies  should 
be  brought  witbin  its  scope.  Imme- 
diately after  the  passing  of  tbe  Friendly 
Societies  Act  the  best  of  those  socie- 
ties registered  themselves  under  the 
Act,  and  remained  registered  under  it  to 
the  present  day.  If  this  were  not  suffi- 
cient proof  that  the  Act  was  intended  to 
apply  to  Trades  Unions,  he  might  men- 
tion that  immediately  after  the  passing 
of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Act  the 
trade  societies  expressed  a  wish  to  in- 
vest their  funds  in  the  Post  Office  Sav- 
ings Banks.  Some  difficulty  arose,  and 
he  bad  the  honour  of  introducing  a  de- 

Sutation  on  the  subject  to  the  right  hon. 
entieman  now  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment,  who,  at  that  period, 
held  the  Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consented  at  once  to  do  what  tbe  depu- 
tation wished,  remarking  that  these 
trade  societies  were  of  a  land  vbidi 
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clearly  brought  them  viUtinthe  poryiew 
of  the  Friendly  Societies  Act.  "What 
wovdd  be  said  if  the  House  now  refused 
to  give  hack  the  jurisdiction  under 
which  these  societiee  had  been  for  four- 
teen years  ?  It  would  be  said  that  when 
the  country  wanted  their  money  it 
glad  to  call  them  &iendly  societies,  but 
^at  the  moment  it  came  to  protecting 
their  funds  it  refused  to  oonsider  them 
in  that  light  He  did  not  believe  that 
such  a  thing  would  be  said,  because  he 
knew  that  those  societies  had  too  much 
confidence  in  the  present  Prime  Ministei 
to  aay  anything  of  the  kind ;  but  still 
such  a  conclusion  under  the  circum- 
stances would  not  be  unnatural.  What 
were  those  societies  after  oil?  They 
were  simply  and  purely  friendly  socie- 
ties, with  tius  addition,  that  they  made 
certain  specified  allowances  to  members 
who  were  out  of  work  for  reasons  ap- 
proved by  the  central  authorily.  The 
Koyal  Commission  had  considered  all 
these  points,  and  had  come  unanimously 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  combination 
laws  should  be  relaxed,  the  only  differ- 
ence of  opinion  being  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  that  relaxation  should  go. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  majority  of 
the  Commission  did  not  wish  to  legalize 
societies  which  had  any  rules  refusing 
on  the  part  of  the  members  to  work  with 
particular  persons ;  and  they  also  de- 
sired not  to  allow  a  Union  to  support 
another  Union  in  the  event  of  a  quarrel 
between  employers  and  employed.  Even 
that  proposed  restriction,  however,  was 
carried  in  the  Commission  by  a  hare  ma- 
jority. The  House  would,,he  thought, 
acknowledge  that  they  must  have  a  clear 
rule  in  the  matter.  It  was  impossible  to 
stop  short  with  a  certain  relaxation  of 
the  combination  laws  —  they  must  be 
swept  away  altogether.  If  it  were  ne- 
cessajy — and  he  was  far  from  denying 
that  it  might  be  necessary — ^the  criming 
laws  of  the  country  should  be  strength- 
ened so  as  to  prevent  any  such  molesta- 
tion and  obstruction  as  were  intended  to 
be  put  down  by  the  3rd  section  of  the 
statute  of  1825;  but  that  being  done 
they  should  leave  the  combinations  of 
employers  and  of  men  to  make  whatever 
terms  they  pleased  as  to  the  conditions 
on  which  they  would  employ  their  labour 
and  their  capital,  subject  only  to  the 
common  law  of  the  country,  which  was 
quite  sufEcient  for  all  purposes.  He 
would  only  further  give  one  or  two  rea- 
Mr.  T.  Eughet 
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sons  why  those  societies  had  deserved 
well  of  ttie  country.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider the  enormous  expenditure  many  of 
them  made  for  benevolent  purposes. 
During  the  last  few  years  the  Amalga- 
mated Engineers'  Society  to  which  he 
had  already  alluded  had  paid  upwards 
of  £100,000  per  nnmim  for  the  support 
of  its  members  when  out  of  work ;  and, 
in  the  past  year,  the  Iron  Workers'  So- 
ciety, consbting  of  10,000  men,  had  paid 
£33,000  in  the  same  way.  Surely  socie- 
ties doing  that  were  wimhy  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  ^ese  societies 
encouraged  all  the  virtues  which  pre- 
vented men  from  falling  into  paupensm, 
and  he  could  not  see  why  they  should 
not  have  the  benefit  of  the  same  law  as 
apphed  to  others.  Again,  these  societies 
published  statistics  mouth  by  month 
which  showed  in  what  parts  of  the  King- 
dom  work  was  slack,  so  that  the  labour 
market  might  be  duly  supplied,  and 
workmen  shown  where  to  go  and  where 
not  to  go.  They  had  also  donevery  much 
to  break  down  the  prejudice  which 
formerly  prevailed  against  emigration. 
Emigration  was  a  matter  which,  at  one 
time,  they  could  not  get  working  men  to 
think  of,  but  now  it  was  difficult  to  keep 
them  from  thinking  of  it.  He  confesseil, 
however,  that  he  looked  with  anything 
but  favour  upon  the  idea  of  expatriating 
the  best  part  of  our  population,  whose  ser- 
vices we  should  certainly  need  when  the 
present  depression  in  trade  was  removed. 
The  tendency  on  the  part  of  these  so- 
cieties to  resort  to  arbitration,  for  the 
aettiement  of  their  disputes  with  em- 
ployers, had  also  been  developed  of  late 
years.  It  would  be  impossible,  however, 
to  have  that  system,  on  which  so  much 
depended,  unless  they  had  some  such 
societies  as  these  to  act  as  the  represent' 
atives  of  the  workmen.  He  had  to  ask 
the  House  now,  and  he  did  so  with  very 
great  confidence,  to  read  that  Bill  a  se- 
cond time.  He  asked  it  on  grounds  of 
expediency,  because  the  eombinatioa 
laws  were  class  laws,  which  hod  com* 
pletely  failed  to  answer  the  purpose  for 
which  they  were  intended,  and  had  kept 
the  people  whom  they  affected  in  a  con- 
stant state  of  irritation;  and  he  asked  it 
upon  hi^er  ground,  because  by  read- 
ing the  Bill  uiey  would  only  be  doing 
that  which  was  just  to  a  large  portion  of 
the  community.  In  1844,  Parliament  re- 
pealed the  Forestalling  and  Begrating 
Acts,  and  enabled  any  < 
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take  place  among  traders  irlio  dealt  in 
the  necessaries  of  life,  without  regard  to 
the  supposed  isterests  of  society ;  and 
he  now  asked  it  to  pass  a  similar  mea- 
sure for  the  vorking  people  of  this  oouu- 
tty.  He  asked  them  to  bring  the  sym- 
pathies and  interests  of  the  members  of 
theee  great  organizations  into  entire  con- 
formity with  the  interests  of  the  country.  { 
If  they  did  so,  they  would  effect  a  change 
in  the  feeling  of  tiiose  societies,  making 
it  a  much  more  cordial  one  towards  the 
GoTemmeat  and  the  laws  of  this  coun- 
tiy  than  it  had  hitherto  been ;  and  they 
would,  he  believed,  see  the  dawn  of 
peace  in  the  industrial  world  of  England. 
There  could  be  no  peace  —  he  would  go 
farther  and  say  there  ought  to  be  no 
peace — so  long  as  those  great  societies, 
which  had  come  out  of  the  ordeal  of  re- 
cent inqoiries  in  so  creditable  a  manner, 
remained  unrecognised  and  unprotected 
by  the  laws  of  their  ooontry,  and  so  long 
OS  they  continued  to  be  saspected,  hated, 
and  misrepresented  by  every  class  in  the 
community,  except  that  great  class  to 
which  they  beloneed,  and  whose  ideas 
and  wishes,  notwithstanding  what  might 
be  said  to  the  contrary,  they  faithfully 
expressed.  He  moved  that  the  BiU  be 
now  read  a  second  time. 

Mk.  T.  BRA88EY,  in  seconding 
the  Uotion,  said,  he  was  anxiotu,  as 
the  son  of  an  employer  of  labour  on  a 
large  scale,  to  offer  a  few  remarks  on 
tha  subject  nnder  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  Many  influences  operated 
to  induce  him  to  take  of  it  an  em- 
ployer's view ;  bnt,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  could  not  forget  the  long  and  foithftil 
sarvieea  which  had  been  rendered  to  his 
father  by  members  of  the  working  classes. 
As  to  Trades  Unions,  the  guilds  of  the 
Middle  Agee  were  their  forerunners,  and, 
taking  into  account  the  great  changes 
which  had  since  becm  brought  about — 
the  Embatitution  of  machinery  for  manual 
labour  and  the  concentration  of  workmen 
in  great  induatriol  centres — the  forma- 
tion of  combinations  with  the  view  to 
carrying  out  objects  in  which  they  felt 
interested  was,  he  thought,  but  the  na- 
tural result  of  what  had  occurred.  It 
was  farther  worthy  of  notice,  that  no 
law,  however  severe,  had  succeeded  in 
putting  a  stop  to  such  cambinati(ms,  and 
that  ui«  severity  of  the  enactmente 
aosinat  them  had  simply  had  the  effect 
u  causing  proceedings  to  be  secret  which 
it  was  for  ue  gEnerol  advantage  sfaoold 
be  public.     In  dealing  with  such  a  ques- 


tion, the  prinoipleB  on  which  legislation 
should  proceed  were,  it  appeared  to  him, 
tolerably  dear.  The  Legislature  oould 
not  very  well,  in  the  first  place,  in  his 
opinion,  refuse  to  the  operative  classes 
the  right  voluntari^  to  combine  for  the 
purpose  of  endeavouring  to  regulate  the 
terms  of  their  labour ;  while  every  pos- 
sible protection  which  the  law  could 
afford  would,  he  hoped,  be  furnished 
against  coercion,  so  that  all  those  opera- 
tives who  wished  to  keep  aloof  from 
such  combinations  might  be  protected 
&om  intimidation.  He  was  not,  he  might 
odd,  insensible  to  the  great  errors  and 
follies  which  Trades  Unions  had  com- 
mitted. Bo  far  OS  their  action  had  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  trade  he  r^arded 
it,  he  must  confess,  as  essentially  il- 
liberal, anti-social,  and  not  conducive  to 
the  general  advantage  of  aodety.  Upon 
the  other  hand,  he  believed  that  the 
power  of  Trades  Unions  hod  been 
greathr  exaggerated;  nor  did  he  think 
th^  had  rendered  that  service  to  the 
working  man  in  procuring  an  increase  of 
the  rate  of  wages  which  some  of  those 
whose  guidance  they  followed  would  lead 
them  to  suppoBe,  or  that  their  agitation 
and  organization  could  influence  the  rate 
of  wages  in  a  sense  unfavourable  to  the 
interests  of  masters  to  an  extent  which 
some  alarmists  thought  possible.  The^ 
result  of  recent  strikes,  beginning  with 
the  great  strike  of  engineers,  in  1852, 
and  ending  with  that  of  the  colliers  in 
Wigon,  ia  1S68,  went  to  show  that  they 
&iled  in  their  object,  as  for  as  a  suc- 
cessful resistance  to  a  reduction  of  the, 
rate  of  wagee  was  concerned.  The  em- 
ployer, OS  a  matter  of  fact,  in  many  in- 
stances,  from  a  kindly  consideration  of 
the  interests  of  those  who  worked  for 
him,  put  off  to  the  latest  possible  mo- 
ment that  reduction  which,  unless  he 
were  contented  to  carry  on  his  business 
at  a  loss,  he  was  compelled  to  make.  It ' 
was  ai^ued  that  because  wages  hod  been 
advanced  in  some  cases  at  the  request  of 
Trades  Unions,  therefore  Trades  Unions 
were  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  wages. 
It  was,  however,  to  the  operation  of  the 
laws  of  supply  and  demand,  rather  than 
to  the  action  of  Trades  Unions,  that  the 
increase  in  wages  ought  to  he  attributed., 
In  support  of  that  view  he  might  men- 
tion tjiat  when  the  Grand  Trunk  Kail- 
way  was  being  constructed  in  Canada, 
his  &ther  had  taken  out,  at  his  own  ex- 
pense, a  great  number  of  operatives  from 
this  country  to  execute  Uis  work,  and 
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tliat  they  received  an  iucreaee  of  wages 
amounting  to  40  per  cent  without  any 
interference  in  the  matter  on  the  part  of 
Trades  Unions.  That  increase  of  wages 
Burpaeeed  the  most  golden  dreams  of 
Trades  Umonists ;  but  it  arose  entirely 
from  the  natural  laws  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. As  to  the  statement  that  these 
societies  had  succeeded  in  establishing  a 
rate  of  wages  which  caused  the  sums 

Said  for  work  done  in  this  country  to  be 
ir  higher  than  were  paid  abroad,  he 
would  merely  observe  that  the  amount 
of  daily  wages  afforded  no  adequate 
criterion  of  the  actual  costof  production. 
His  father's  experience  went  to  show 
that  there  was  really  a  remarkable  ten- 
dency to  equality  in  the  cost  of  labour 
throughout  the  world.  He  knew  also 
of  many  cases  in  which  an  increased 
^nount  of  wages  had  not  increased  the 
cost  of  the  labour  for  which  those  wages 
were  paid.  At  the  outset  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  North  Devon  Sailway, 
for  instance,  the  rate  of  wages  paid  was 
2s.  a  day ;  but  aa  the  work  pn^reseed 
the  amount  was  increased  to  3a.,  yet  it 
was  executed  at  a  cheaper  rate  at  the 
higher  scale  of  wages.  A  similar  re- 
mark applied  to  the  works  in  Oxford 
Street,  in  connection  with  the  drainage 
of  the  metropolis,  which  were  constructed 
at  a  cheaper  rate  per  cubic  yard  when 
the  wages  of  the  workmen  were  raised 
to  IOj.  a  day  than  when  they  stood  at  6*. 
In  the  case  of  the  Fans  and  Bouen 
Eailway,  too,  it  was  clearly  shown  that 
4,300  English  navvies  who  had  been 
taken  over  to  work  on  the  line  did  the 
work  cheaper,  although  they  got  5«.  a 
day,  than  the  Frenchmen  employed,  who 
received  only  2».  6rf,  ;  in  fact,  there  was 
nothing  more  feared  in  those  parts  of 
the  Continent,  even  where  w^es  were 
lowest,  than  EngUsh  competition.  Mr. 
Lowthian  Bell,  a  great  authority  in  the 
iron  trade,  had  shown  that  the  same  rule 
held  good  in  the  case  of  iron  smelting. 
He  had  found  that  a  particular  operation 
connected  with  that  process  occupied  the 
labour  of  forty-two  men  in  France,  but 
that  it  was  done  by  twenty-five  men  in 
England ;  and  though  the  price  of  labour 
was  20  per  cent  cheaper  in  France  than 
in  England,  the  cost  of  smelting  in  the 
former  country,  was,  on  the  whole,  con- 
siderably greater.  Mr.  Commissioner 
"Wells,  in  an  able  Reports  to  the  Ameri- 
can Congress,  discussed  the  same  ques- 
tion. Taking  the  puddling  of  iron  as 
Ifr.  T.  Sraiity 
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the  repreeentatiTe  process  of  the  trade, 
he  found  that  the  average  price  of  labour 
per  day  was  firom  7«.  6d.  to  7t.  lOd.  in 
Staffordshire ;  &».  id.  in  France,  and 
4«.  9d.  to  5«.  in  Belgium ;  but  that  the 
average  price  of  bar  iron  was  £6  10«.  in 
Prance  ;  £7  in  Belgium,  and  £8  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  equally  true  thatthe  hours 
of  labour  were  often  no  criterion  of  the 
amount  of  work  done.  In  the  great*) 
establishment  at  Mulhansen  the  pro- 
prietor reduced  the  working  hours  from 
twelve  to  eleven,  and  promised  the  men 
that  no  reduction  should  be  made  in  their 
wages  if  the  amount  of  work  they  per- 
formed was  equal  to  what  it  was  beiore. 
After  a  month  it  was  found  that  the  men 
did  in  eleven  hours  not  only  equal,  but 
5  per  cent  more  than  the  amount  theyy 
did  in  twelve  hours.  In  comparing  the 
rate  of  wages  at  home  and  abroad,  they 
ought  also  to  have  regard  to  the  fact  that 
abroad  en^loyment  was  steadier  than  at 
home.  'lae  very  spirit  of  enterprizo 
which  had  made  England  what  she  is, 
tended  to  produce  great  fluctuations  in 
the  labour  market.  When  trade  was 
good  enterprize  revived,  speculation 
flourished,  labour  went  up,  and  over 
production  took  place,  followed  inevitably 
by  a  period  of  stagnation ;  and  then  the 
men  were  put  on  half-time.  Trades 
Unions,  he  contended,  however  strong 
their  organization,  were  powerless  so  to 
raise  the  rate  of  wages  as  to  materially 
increase  the  cost  of  production.  The 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Engineers,  for 
example,  which  was  ^e  greatest  of  those 
societies,  and  which  was  possessed  of 
funds  amounting  to  £149,000,  had  prac- 
tically efi'ected  nothing  whatever  in  the 
direction  of  increasing  wages  in  that 
trade.  In  the  mechanical  trades  in  this 
country  there  had,  indeed,  been  hardly 
any  increase  in  the  rate  of  wages  during 
the  last  fifteen  years.  A  very  different 
result  had,  however,  been  brought  about 
on  the  Continent  within  that  period, 
Mr.  Fane,  in  his  Report  to  Lord  Stanley, 
mentioned  that  M.  Schneider,  whose  es- 
tablishment in  France  had  been  spoken 
of  as  being  enabled  to  compete  success- 
fully with  us  for  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  whereas  formerly  such  was  not 
the  case,  had  found  it  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  rate  of  wages  to  his  workmen 
between  1850  and  1866  by  38  per  cent. 
In  the  corresponding  trades  in  tnis  coun- 
try there  had  been  no  increase ;  and  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  if  we  were 
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unduly  to  dimimBk  tlie  rate  of  wages 
earned  by  our  operatives  we  should  see 
the  result  in  tnat  emigratiou  to  tbe 
United  States  which  he  felt  assured  the 
House  would  regret  should  occur.  It 
was  repeatedly  stated,  he  might  add, 
that  the  competition  with  foreigners  was 
producing  a  disastrous  effect  on  British 
industry,  and  he  did  not  mean  to  deny 
that  the  foreign  manufacturer  was  ap- 
proaching us  day  by  day,  and  that  he 
stood  more  upon  a  level  with  the  Eng- 
lish manufacturer  than  formerly ;  but  he 
would  warn  English  artizans  that  the 
consequence  of  any  artificial  increase  in 
the  rate  of  wages  at  home  would  be  that 
we  should  be  beaten  by  the  foreigner  in 
neutral  markets,  and  that  capital,  no 
longer  obtaining  an  average  rate  of  profit 
here,  woidd  seek  for  foreign  investment. 
Should  that  occur,  he  should  like  to  see 
what  the  Trades  Unions,  with  all  their 
assumed  power,  could  do  for  the  opera- 
tive classes.  As  yet,  however,  it  was 
not  true  that  we  wore  not  able  to  com- 
pete with  the  foreign  manufacturer.  As 
much  misapprehension  prevailed  on  the 
point,  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  ascer- 
tain certain  fects  which  would,  he 
thought,  serve  to  show  the  House  that 
he  was  right  in  making  that  state- 
ment. In  an  article  on  the  "Com- 
petitive Industries  of  Nations,"  which 
appeared  in  the  Edinburgh  Review  a 
short  time  since,  it  was  stated  that  two 
English  contracts  for  railway  engines 
had  been  givonabroad,  and  it  was  added 
by  the  writer  that  this  incontestably 
proved  that  Enghsh  designs  for  engines 
could  be  executed  abroad  as  well  as  in 
this  country,  and  at  a  cheaper  rate. 
Now,  the  resil  state  of  the  case,  he  be- 
lieved, was  that,  in  1865,  fifteen  engines 
had  been  ordered  from  M.  Schneider, 
while  forty  had  been  ordered  from  Eng- 
lish firms,  the  object  of  the  engineer  who 
ordered  the  fifteen  being  to  keep  down 
prices  in  England  perhaps  as  much 
as  anything  else.  Twenty-five  engines 
more  were  afterwards  ordered  from  M. 
Schneider;  but  he  had  not,  it  was 
thought,  found  the  execution  of  his 
contract  for  the  first  order  very  pro- 
fitable, for  he    availed  himself,  it  was 


Eastern  Company,  and  the  twenty- 
five  engines  were  never  made.  Tt  was 
also  the  opinion  of  the  engineer  who 
gave   the   order,  and  who  had   some 
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knowledge  of  French  workmen,  that  the 
price  of  that  class  of  labour  was  not 
really  cheaper  than  it  was  in  England. 
The  other  case,  an  order  given  for  tbe 
East  Indian  Bailway,  also  occurred  in 
1865.  Mr.  Meadows  £«ndell  ordered 
eighty  engines  from  an  Enghsh  firm,  and 
twenty  from  the  Messrs.  Kischler,  of 
Esslingen.  Subsequently,  he  ordered 
twenty  more,  ten  from  an  English  and 
ten  from  a  foreign  house.  In  that  case 
the  foreign  was  paid  the  same  price  as 
the  Enghsh  manufacturer;  but  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  contract  great  com- 
plaints were  made  by  the  foreign  firm  of 
the  loss  which  they  had  sustained,  and 
they  asked  for  a  further  order  for  en- 
gines at  an  increased  price  to  compen- 
sate them  for  that  loss ;  and  it  was  to  be 
observed  that  they  employed  Enghsh 
foremen,  and  that  two-thirds  of  their 
material  came  from  England.  It  had 
been  also  said  that  Belgian  rails  were 
being  lai^Iy  imported  into  England. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  case  in 
1665,  but  the  reason  was  that  our  own 
ironmasters  were  excessively  busy ;  in 
Belgium  the  business  was  slack,  and 
they  were,  consequently,  able  to  take 
lower  prices.  Since  that  year  rails  had 
been  and  were  now  made  in  England 
cheaper  than  in  Belgium.  He  might 
al^o  mention  that  not  very  long  ago  his 
father  put  out  tenders  for  forty  engines 
for  a  Hungarian  railway.  The  contracts 
were  open  to  all  the  world,  but  of  the 
forty  engines  thirty-five  were  given  to 
Enghsh,  and  only  five  t«  foreign  firms. 
He  thought,  therefore,  the  House,  look- 
ing at  these  facts  and  the  general  state 
of  trade,  as  shown  by  statistical  Returns, 
had  no  reason  to  infer  that  foreign  com- 
petition was  able  to  drive  us  out  of 
neutral  markets  in  consequence  of  the 
higher  rate  of  wages  which  we  had  to 
pay.  He  drew  from  what  he  had  just 
stated  the  inference  that  if  Trades 
Unions  should  succeed  in  raising  the 
cost  of  production  beyond  that  which  it 
was  abroad  they  would  immediately  pro- 
duce the  most  disastrous  consequences, 
so  far  as  the  interests  of  those  whom 
they  represented  were  concerned ;  while 
he  denied  their  power  permanently  to 
raise  the  rate  of  wages  beyond  the 
point  at  which  it  left  a  fair  rate  of  inte- 
rest for  the  capital  employed.  As  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  intended  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading,  on  the  broad 
ground  that  the  combinations  to  which 
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it  related  Bhould  not,  in  Iub  opinion, 
eimply  aa  oombinatione,  be  punishable 
by  law.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
thought  that  legislation  on  the  Bubjeot 
would  be  altogether  inoomplete  unieBS 
etepB  were  taken  concurrently  io  extend 
the  law  respecting  threats,  ^ere  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  doing  this.  It  was 
certainly  proper  that  if  a  man  publicly 
insulted  anoULer,  or  annoyed  him  so  as 
to  gather  a  crowd  round  his  house,  he 
should  be  liable  to  punishment ;  but  he 
bebeved  the  present  state  of  the  law  on 
these  points  was  involved  in  much  un- 
certainty. He  believed  that  the  Indian 
penal  oode  contained  provisions  on  the 
subject  of  threats  which  would  fully  meet 
the  case.  Then,  if  Parliament  rec*^- 
nized  the  right  of  workmen  to  combine, 
it  should  protect  the  funds  of  their  trade 
Bodetiee  &om  embezzlement  so  lone  as 
theee  Bocietiea  conformed  to  the  law. 
Besides  this  bare  protection,  privilespes 
might  be  given  to  Tradee  Unions  which 
ooubrmed  to  certain  reasonable  regula- 
tions. The  Boyal  Commiesioners  pre- 
Bcrihed  four  conditions,  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  all  of  these  could  be  reasonably 
enforced.  It  would  scarcely  be  consist- 
ent with  public  policyto  give  more  than 
a  bare  protection  to  its  funds  in  the  case 
of  a  society  which  did  not  accept  the  use 
<rf  machinery  ;  without  which  it  was  im- 
possible that  we  could  maintain  a  suc- 
oeseful  competition  with  other  nations^ 
but  othere,  which  had  no  such  rules  in 
restraint  of  trade,  might  receive  the  pri- 
vileges conferred  by  the  Friendly  Societies 
Act,  provided  that  they  registered  their 
rules  and  obtained  the  proper  certifi- 
cates; and  they  might  have  power  te 
buy  an  acre  of  land  and  build  a  trade 
hall  for  the  purposes  of  their  meetings. 
As  fiu"  aa  the  rate  of  wages  was  con- 
cerned, he  repeated  that  no  severity  of 
legislation,  no  restriction  on  the  part  of 
Trades  Unions,  could  overcome  the  neces- 
sary reeulta  of  the  operation  of  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand.  And  with  re- 
gard to  workmen  who  chose  to  work  at 
a  lower  i«te  than  Unioniste  did,  he  would 
leave  them  to  be  protected  by  the  general 
law,  and  by  Uiat  pnhlJc  opinion  which, 
after  all,  was  more  powertitl  than  any  law. 


Increased  enlightenment  among  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  an  improved  state  of 
feeing  between  work-people  and  em- 
Mr.  T.  BrMMy 


ployers,  were  the  beet  security  agaiset 
breaches  of  the  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  T.  MvghM.) 

Mb.  CHAELET  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  the  present  law  was  un- 
sati^actory;  but  he  thought  that  cer- 
tain clauses  in  the  Bill  were  too  widely 
framed,  for  instance  the  2nd  clause, 
which  said  that  it  should  be  lawful  to 
make  any  agreement  with  respect  to 
wages.  The  principle  upon  which  they 
ought  to  proceed  was  to  l^vel,  not  down- 
wards, but  upwards.  The  Bill  em- 
bodied two  important  principles,  in  both 
of  which  he  agreed  —  first,  that  there 
should  he  a  modification  of  the  criminal 
law  affecting  Trades  Unions,  and  next, 
that  protection  should  be  afforded  to  the 
funds  of  Trades  Unions,  so  far  ae  they 
were  applied  to  lawful  purposes. 

Ur.  PLATT  said,  the  Bill  concerned 
three  classes  of  persons  —  Trade  Union- 
ists, employers,  and  non-Unionists.  He, 
for  one,  did  not  think  there  was  much 
in  the  apprehensioQ  of  foreign  competi- 
tion ;  he  had  no  fear  of  it  in  this  coun- 
try. But  at  the  same  time  he  felt  that 
restraints  on  trade,  if  carried  out  to  the 
extent  to  which  many  of  the  Trades 
Unions  desired  to  carry' them,  would  be 

Sroductive  of  disastrous  results.  When 
ie  Trades  Unions  used  their  ftinds  to 
support  strikes,  or  in  other  words,  in 
restraint  of  trade,  he  looked  upon  them 
as  most  mischievous.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  many  things  in  the  Trades 
Unions  were  highly  deserving  of  com- 
mendation—  such,  for  example,  as  the 
aid  given  to  sick  and  unemployed  mem- 
bers, the  funds  applied  to  burials,  and 
the  information  given  to  members  of  the 
places  where  work  was  plentiful  and 
where  it  was  scarce.  All  these  results 
were  good  and  beneficial,  and  he,  as  a 
large  employer  of  labour,  went  entirely 
along  wim  me  Trades  Unions  in  these 
respects.  He  certainly  considered  that 
the  combination  laws,  at  present  in  ex- 
istence, were  of  no  benefit  to  the  em- 
ployers. The  employer  derived  no  pro- 
tection &om  them,  and  he  could  see  no 
use  in  continuing  them  upon  the  statute 
book.  But  there  was  another  par^ 
whose  interesta  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten in  this  House — ^the  great  body  of 
the  labourers.    It  was  to  be  remem- 
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bored  that  however  ntunerous  the  Trades 
UnioiiiBts  might  be,  considered  bythem- 
selves,  they  were  still  a  email  minority 
of  the  working  clasaee  of  the  country. 
He  thought  every  practice  in  reatraint 
of  trade  was  diBadvantageous  t«  the 
main  body  of  the  working  classes,  and 
robbed  them  in  some  measure  of  the 
employment  which  was  their  due.  Many 
improvements  nuKht  be  made  in  the 
GUBtoms  of  trade ;  lor  instance,  he  looked 
upon  it  aa  a  great  evil  that  the  system 
of  apprenticeship  should  exist  in  any 
trade,  and  the  sooner  it  was  abolished 
the  better.  It  tended  to  foster  in  the 
minds  of  working  men  the  idea  that 
they  had  some  right  or  vested  interest 
in  the  trade  which  they  had  learned, 
and  it  stood  in  the  way  of  the  progress 
of  inventions  that  might  displace  the 
skilled  labour  which  they  had  learned 
to  eiercise.  He  could  well  appreciate 
the  feelings  of  a  person  who,  having 
served  a  k>ng  apprenticeBhip  to  some 
species  of  skiSed  labour,  found  that  by 
the  invention  of  some  new  machine  the 
vested  interests  to  which  he  thought  he 
had  acquired  a  right  by  his  appren- 
ticeship were  taken  from  him.  But  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  all  parties  that 
a  machine  which  reduced  the  cost  of 
production  one-half  should  be  employed, 
even  though  the  immediate  interests  of 
the  labourer  might  suffer.  The  hon. 
Kember  for  Frome  (Mr.  T.  Hughes) 
had  alluded  to  the  Society  of  Amalga- 
mated Engineers.  Now  it  happened  t£at 
the  strike  of  1852,  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  drew  so  pathetic  a  picture,  ori- 
ginated in  his  (Mr.  Piatt's)  establish- 
ment. The  main  cause  of  that  stnke) 
was  notaquestion  of  reduction  of  wages; 
and  he  might  add  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve any  of  the  great  strikes  ever  rose 
out  of  a  question  of  wa^s.  There  was 
a  more  important  principle  than  wages 
involved  in  that  strike.  The  object  of 
the  Amalgamated  Engineers  was,  in  the 
firat  place,  to  limit  the  employers  to  a 
eertain  number  of  apprentices ;  and, 
secondly,  to  secure,  Uiat  if  any  new 
machine  were  invented  and  adopted  it 
should  be  worked  by  a  ekilled  person, 
even  though  a  carter  or  farm  servant 
might  learn  how  to  use  it  in  twenty- 
fonr  hours  as  well  as  the  best  skilled 
man  in  the  country.  That  was  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  strike  took  place 
which  ended  eo  disastrously  for  the  en-^ 
gineers.     Soon  after  the  close  of  the 
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strike  the  engineers  held  a  great  meet- 
in^  in  Gla^ow,  and  from  Mr.  Allen's 
evidence  before  the  Boyal  CommiBsion 
it  seemed  that  those  two  rules  to  which 
the  masters  took  exception  were  ex- 
punged. Since  that  time  the  society  had 
gone  on  increasing  ;  its  funds  were  more 
flourishing,  and  it  numbered  more  mem- 
bers than  ever.  But  though  the  society 
deserved  credit  for  its  prudence,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  they  had  aban- 
doned  their  designs  in  regard  to  re- 
straints on  trade,  though  certainly  they 
had  not  been  made  a  prominent  part  of 
their  proceedings.  With  respect  to  em- 
ployers, he  considered  that  when  the 
Trades  Unions  became  troublesome,  and 
insisted  on  rules  which  were  in  restraint 
of  trade,  it  would  provoke  among  the 
masters  a  spirit  of  opposition ;  and  when- 
ever that  spirit  was  evoked,  and  the  two 
parties  met  face  to  face  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  T. 
Brassey)  that  the  victory  woiJd  remain 
with  the  employer.  But  if  a  medium 
course  could  be  suggested  it  would  be 
better  for  all  parties ;  for  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  interests  of  employers 
and  employed  were  one.  A  principle 
had  lately  been  brought  forwatn,  which 
was  in  antagonism  to  that  of  Trades 
Unions,  and  that  was  the  principle  of 
co-operation.  Now,  co-operation  was  not 
antagonistic  to  labour,  or  in  restraint  of 
trade,  because  it  was  the  interest  of  all 
the  members  of  a  co-operative  society  to 
produce  at  the  lowest  possible  rate.  It 
appeared  to  bim  that  the  day  was  not 
far  distant  when  Trades  Unions  and  co- 
operation would  come  into  competition, 
and  he  predicted  that  when  uiat  day 
came  co-operation  would  beat  Trades 
Unions.  He  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  because  he  wished 
to  do  away  with  all  class  legislation.  He 
wanted  the  Trades  Unionists  to  see  that 
the  Legislature  was  willing  to  give  them 
every  possible  facility  for  the  purpose  of 
combination.  But  at  the  same  time  there 
must  be  a  clause  in  the  Bill  to  protect 
those  who  were  not  Trades  UmoniBts, 
and  who  were  willing  to  work  at  lower 
wages  or  on  other  conditions ;  there 
must  be  no  system  of  picketing  or  prac- 
tical intimidation.  The  non-Unionist 
wanted  protection,  and  he  looked  to  this 
House  to  place  him  on  equal  terms  with 
the  Unionist. 

Mb.  PLEMSOLL  said,  the  importance 
of  this  question  must  be  the  apoh^^  for 
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Ilia  breaking  the  rule  he  had  laid  down 
for  ikimself  of  not  addressing  the  House 
during  the  first  Session.  When  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  passed  apprehension  was 
felt  that  the  working  men  would  act  to~ 
gether  as  a  class  and  send  representa- 
tives of  their  own  to  Parliament.  That 
the;  had  not  done  eo  was  owing,  he 
beheved,  to  the  happy  effect  of  the 
legislation  of  the  last  twenty  years, 
■which  had  satisfied  them  that  they  might 
safely  follow  the  lead  of  the  middle 
classes.  There  was  first  the  Factory  Act, 
relieving  women  and  children  from  un- 
reasonable toil  ;  and  for  that  he  was 
bound  to  say  the  working  classes.  Liberal 
though  they  were,  were  more  grateful  to 
the  Members  on  the  Opposition  than  to 
the  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House. 
But  they  were  not  less  grateful  to  Mem- 
bers on  hie  side  for  the  efforts  that 
had  been  made  to  relieve  their  food  and 
the  materials  of  their  labour  from  taxa- 
tion, 80  that  the  people  were  better  fed 
and  hoiised  now  than  they  ever  were  be- 
fore. He  claimed  for  the  working  classes 
who  now  asked  for  this  legislation  that 
they  were  industrious  —  because  they 
were  supposed  to  desire  a  monopoly  of 
labour — they  were  thrifty  and  self-re- 
liant, as  was  shown  by  the  accumulated 
funds  of  these  societies.  And  they  made 
great  sacrifices  for  one  another ;  beeause 
Aiey  sometimes  submitted  to  deductions 
of  3».  or  even  of  6«.  a  week  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  unemployed  members  of 
their  Unions.  They  were  courageous 
and  gallant.  He  bad  been  connected  with 
collieries  for  many  years,  and  knew  some- 
thing of  colliery  accidents.  Now,  al- 
thoi^h  there  was  the  extremity  of  peril 
in  descending  into  a  pit  immediately 
after  an  explosion,  there  was  never  a  lack 
of  volunteers  to  rescue  those  who  were 
injured.  For  instance,  at  the  Oaks  Col- 
liery explosion  thirty-seven  men  went 
down  at  the  great  risk  of  their  own  lives. 
Could  nothing  be  done  for  the  welfare 
of  these  noble  men  ?  It  appeared  to  him 
that  if  the  Oovemment  were  to  appoint 
some  scientific  man,  such  as  the  faon. 
Member  for  the  Universities  of  Edin- 
bua^h  and  St.  Andrews  (Dr.  Lyon  Play- 
f^)  to  investigate  the  matter  no  long 


widows  or  orphans  by  those  dreadful 
accidents.  He  did  not  pretend  that  that 
characteristic  was  peculiar  to  the  colliers, 
for  he  believed  it  to  be  pretty  generaL 
These  classes  possessed  political  honour 
in  the  highest  degree.  There  were  or- 
derly, and  peaceable,  and  also  much  more 
temperate  than  public  opinion  gene- 
rally supposed.  The  working  classes, 
he  assured  the  House,  were  grateful  for 
what  had  been  done  by  the  L^elature 
during  the  last  twenty  years  to  improve 
their  condition,  but  he  contended  that 
much  etiU  remained  to  be  done.  It  was 
desirable  to  examine  the  condition  of  life 
of  these  people.  Dr.  Playfoir  had  stated 
the  average  length  of  Hfe  of  a  gentle- 
man to  be  forfy-iour  years  and  that  of  a 
working  man  twenty-two.  Other  autho- 
rities had  made  similar  statements. 
But  that  remarkable  diminution  of  life 
amongst  the  operatives  did  not  obtain  in 
the  country,  for  whilst  in  London  the 
proportion  was  44  to  22,  in  Hertford  it 
was  49  to  39.  He  believed  the  reason 
of  the  difference  was  to  be  found  in  th« 
excess  of  infant  mortality.  The  average 
life  of  the  working  men  was  now  five 
years  less  than  at  the  beginning  of  the 
century — a  diminution  which  he  attri- 
buted to  the  defective  sanitary  state  of 
the  places  where  they  worked  and  lived. 
That  was  the  condition  of  life  of  the 
working  classes.  What  was  their  con- 
dition as  to  the  means  of  living  ?  Their 
position  was  not  bad  because  the  general 
wealth  of  the  country  had  decreased ;  for, 
since  1801,  the  capi^of  thecountryhad 
increased  by  350  per  cent,  whilst  the 
population  had  omy  increased  at  the 
rate  of  81  per  cent.  The  annual  in- 
come of  the  country  was  estimated  at 
£814,000,000,  of  which  £408,000,000 
was  enjoyed  by  1,250,000  of  the  popula- 
tion, whilst  the  other  portion  was  en- 
joyed by  12,500,000.  The  income  tar 
showed  a  similar  result.  It  was  clear 
that  the  distress  amongst  workmen  was 
not  the  result  of  a  diminution  of  the  na- 
tional wealth.  Parliament  was  bound  to 
consider  with  serious  attention  eveiy 
possible  means  of  bettering  the  condition 
of  the  working  man.  Eveiybody  had  an 
opinion  or  fiancied  he  had  an  opinion  on 


time  would  elapse  before  the  miner  would!  the  subject  of  Trades  Unions,  Someper- 


e  able  to  pursue  his  calling  in  as  great 
security  aa  the  haymaker.  The  working 
classes  wero  generous  and  tender  as  was 
seen  in  the  aid  they  gave  out  of  their 
earnings  to  those  who  had  been  made 
Mr.  PlimwU 


said  that  they  were  formed  by  idlers, 
who  lived  on  the  contributions  of  the  in- 
dustrious; that  they  interfered  vexatiously 
with  the  employers  of  labour,  and  some- 
times involved  them  in  ruin.    But  those 


,  Coo'^lc 


who  belonged  to  the  Trades  UnionB — and 
who  constituted  nine-tenths  of  the  work- 
ing popidation  of  the  country  that  was 
good  for  anything — ^were  firmly  convinced 
fliat  their  interests  were  ^atJy  pro- 
moted by  means  of  these  Unions ;  and  if 
that  were  so,  and  if,  as  he  had  heard  one 
employer  state  that  day,  these  Unions 
could  not  hurt  the  employers,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  be  of  opinion  that  a 
clear  case  had  been  made  out  for  legalize 
ing  them.  It  would  be  idle  to  deny  that 
there  was  nota  good  feeling  between  the 
class  that  earned  their  living  by  toil  and 
those  who  lived  by  directing  their  labour 
and  distributing  its  results.  The  feeling 
of  jealoasy  between  the  two  classes, 
though  not,  perhaps,  so  great  as  it  had 
been,  was  much  greater  than  many  per- 
sons supposed.  There  were  some  maaters 
who  wished  for  Trades  Unions.  He 
knew  one  in  Sheffield  in  the  table-knife 
trade,  who  had  written  to  him  to  say 
that  he  was  ashamed  of  the  wages  he 
paid  his  men — onhr  11«.  a  week — but 
unless  there  was  a  Trades  Union  to  com- 
pel other  masters  to  raise  wages,  he  could 
not.  It  waa  said  that  they  destroyed 
competition;  he  hoped  the  time  would 
come  when  a  noble  emulation  to  make 
self-sacrifice  for  the  common  good  would 
take  the  place  of  that  less  generous  prin- 
ciple of  competition.  It  was  said  also 
they  tried  to  limit  the  number  of  ap- 
prentices, and  ao  they  did;  but  he  did 
not  think  we  need  trouble  ourselves  much 
about  that,  as  with  the  increase  of  em- 
ployment these  reetrictive  rules  had  be- 
come less  and  less  operative,  and  were 
now  enforced  in  very  few  Unions.  BuP 
it  was  said  that  Trades  Unionists  exer- 
cised coercion.  If  that  were  so  they  must 
be  punished,  and  made  to  understand 
that  the  rights  of  the  minority  were  just 
as  sacred  as  those  of  the  majority ;  but 
he  believed  that  the  public  entertained 
on  exaggerated  notion  of  the  extent  toi 
which  coercion  was  employed.  Sheffield 
was  the  head-quarters  and  centre  of 
Trades  Unions ;  there  were  about  sixty 
locietiea  there,  and  more  than  20,000 
workmen  engaged  in  the  various  trades. 
They  had  heard  enough  of  the  atrocifies 
committed  in  the  various  Trades  Unions 
of  Sheffield— and  God  forbid  that  he 
should  say  anything  in  palliation  of  those 
atrocities ;  hut  it  was  one  thing  to  palli- 
ate an  atrocity  and  quite  another  to  show 
that  certain  men  were  not  guilty  of  it, 
Bad  by  the  inquiry  which  took  place  at 
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Sheffield  it  was  established  that  only 
1,300  men  of  the  20,000  were  at  all  af- 
fected or  concerned  in  the  outrages  which 
had  been  committed.  He  aJtogefheP 
denied  the  assertion  that  Trades  Unions 
raised  wages  above  their  natural  level, 
but  the  principles  of  political  economy 
required  modification.  The  laws  of  na- 
ture were  sometimes  suspended.  It  was 
a  question  whether  the  lowest  rate  of 
wages  to  which  the  working  people  could 
be  driven  down  was  the  best  for  the 
community,  for  when  wages  fell  to  a  low 
point  the  poorer  classes  were  obliged  to 
come  upon  the  poor  rates.  He  main- 
tained that  workuig  men,  acting  in  com- 
bination and  possessing  a  Amd  before- 
hand, were  better  able  to  cope  with  a 
time  of  difficulty  and  to  give  their  in- 
dustry breathing- time,  as  it  were,  than 
men  who  stood  alone  and  separate  from 
each  other.  They  could  bring  to  each 
other  comfort  and  courage  in  times  of 
adversity.  The  Trades  Unionists  desired 
that  they  might  not  be  handed  over  to 
the  judgment  of  any  body  of  persons ; 
and  they  asked  the  House  to  consider 
that  workmen  might  sometimes  be  in 
the  right,  and  that  employers  mighy 
sometimes  be  in  the  wrong. 

Mk.  E.  POTTER  admitted  that  he  had 
veiy  strong  opinions  upon  this  measure. 
He  had  been  an  employer  of  labour  for 
many  years,  and  forty-five  years'  expe- 
rience had  taught  him  that  Trades' 
Unions  did  no  good  to  the  men,  and  cer- 
tainly no  good  to  the  masters.  During 
the  whole  of  that  period  he  did  not  re- 
member having  bad  hardly  a  single  day's 
uneasiness  through  or  any  quarrelling 
with  his  workmen.  He  had  always  been 
on  good  terms  with  his  men,  and  he  had 
many  times  conceded  more  than  he  had 
enforced.  He  opposed  this  Bill  for  se- 
veral reasons.  In  the  first  place  he  be- 
lieved it  would  destroy  the  great  benefit 
derivable  from  the  friendly  societies.  If 
a  good  Bill  were  brought  in  the  Trades 
Union  Ainds  might  easily  be  protected 
without  interfering  with  the  friendly  so- 
cieties at  all.  Many  of  the  Trades 
Unionists  did  not  belong  to  the  friendly 
societies — indeed  he  thought  the  majority 
of  them  did  not.  One  of  the  ablest 
men  connected  with  these  societies,  Mr. 
Applegarth,  had  admitted  that  the  funds 
of  Trades  Unions  were  not  so  much  in- 
tended for  the  assistance  of  sick  mem- 
bers as  to  enable  the  Unionists  to  wage 
a  successful  contest  with  the  masters. 
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The  Bai  bore  on  the  feoe  of  it  that  iV 
waa  in  itivouT  of  combinatioti,  to  prevent 
competition,  and  to  enable  the  Trades' 
ITniona  to  impose  certain  reetrictions  and 
to  raise  the  rate  of  wages.  The  Bill 
would  prevent  the  increase  of  appren- 
tices in  certain  trades,  and  also  prevent 
the  employment  of  non-Unionists  in 
those  trades.  Mr.  Harrison  stated,  at  a 
meeting  at  the  Sussex  Hotel,  that  those 
objects  had  been  provided  for  in  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.     He 

gir.  E.  Potter)  was  }>erfectly  satisfied 
at  the  Bill  was  an  anti-&ee-trade  Bill ; 
for  all  combinations  which  prevented 
competition  were  in  their  nature  an- 
tagonistic to  Free  Trade.  At  a  public 
meeting  convened  at  Chelsea  a  short 
time  ago  by  the  council  of  the  Trades  of 
Great  Britain  Defence  Association,  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  depression 
of  trade  and  the  increase  of  pauperism, 
a  Petition  was  adopted  which  showed 
that  the  Trades  Unions  themselves  re- 
garded such  combinations  as  anti-free- 
trade.  The  hon.  Member  for  Frome 
(Mr.  Thomas  Hughes)  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Carpenters'  Association  held  a  few 
weeks  (^,  said  that  no  one  could  deny 
that  the  old  commercial  system  of  un- 
limited competition  had  broken  down, 
and  that  a  new  system  must  be  inau- 
gurated before  England  could  be  as 
happy  and  as  trusted  as  they  would  wish 
her  to  be.  The  growing  commercial 
prosperity  of  the  country,  however,  as 
indicated  by  the  increasing  quantity  of 
our  exports,  did  not  bear  out  that  oon- 
clusioQ.  The  hon.  Member  for  Frome 
attributed  much  of  the  improvement 
which  had  occurred  in  the  condition  of 
the  working  classes  to  Trades  Unions 
and  combinations ;  but  he  believed  that 
was  a  very  great  mistake ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  waa  mainly  attributable  to  Free 
Trade,  which  had  given  cheaper  provi- 
sions, higher  wages,  and  better  educa- 
tion. Our  exports  had  increased  sine* 
1842,  when  they  represented  £47,000,000 
to  £180,000,000,  at  which  they  stood 
last  year.  There  had  been  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  export  of  machinery — for 
we  made  the  beet  machines — and  those 
machines  became  the  very  means  of  in- 
creasing the  competition  we  had  to  meet. 
That  competition  would,  of  course,  be- 
come all  the  more  difficult  if  wages  were 
to  be  kept  up  by  combination.  The 
capitalist  did  not  profit  by  ill-paid  la- 
bour ;  it  was  not  Una  rate  of  wages  so 
Mr.  E.  Potter 
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much  as  dictation  and  interference  with 
all  his  internal  arrangements  that  per- 
plexed and  annoyed  him.  The  House 
should  consider  the  relative  importance 
of  the  Trades  Unionists  when  compared 
with  the  bulk  of  the  working  classes. 
The  number  of  Trades  Unionists  waaN 
stated  in  the  Report  to  be  850,000.  He 
doubted  if  It  was  so  great,  but  taking  it 
at  the  number  stated,  this  was  but  a 
fifteenth  part  of  the  entire  working 
population  of  the  country,  which  waa 
between  11,000,000  and  12.000,000.  He 
had  not  the  least  objection  to  combina- 
tion for  the  protection  of  the  workmen, 
but  that  was  a  very  different  thing  &om 
combination  for  the  prevention  of  oom-y 
petition.  He  was  most  anxious  that  the 
Qovemment  should  fairly  and  calmly 
take  up  this  question,  which  must  come 
upon  them  eventually.  The  great  com- 
mercial interests  had  more  to  gain  than 
any  from  a  settiement  of  the  question, 
which  should  get  rid  of  all  irritation  and 
annoyance.  If  all  the  Trades  Unionists 
were  as  well  educated  and  ea  courteous 
as  their  leaders,  the  matter  would  be 
very  different;  but,  unfortunately  that 
was  not  the  case,  and  they  were  spread 
throughout  the  country,  a  large  unedu- 
cated body,  but  wielding  an  enormous 
influence.  To  show  the  influence  wliioh 
they  could  bring  to  bear  even  upon  a 
large  town  such  as  Manchester,  he  niight 
allude  to  the  brickmaking  trade.  The 
consumption  of  bricks  in  Manchester 
was  about  70,000,000  a  year,  and  the 
wages  paid  for  brickmaking  amounted 
to  about  £35,000;  but — would  the  House 
believe  it  ? — the  city  of  Manohester  could 
not  get  a  single  machine-made  brick. 
No  brickmaker  dared  introduce  such  a 
thing  into  the  town.  Machine-mads 
bncks  might  be  produced  at  a  reduction 
of  one-third  in  price,  while  their  quahty 
was  SO  per  cent  better;  so  that  Man- 
chester would  have  been  a  gainer  by 
paying  the  hand-brickmakere  their  wages 
and  letting  them  walk  about  like  gentie- 
men.  60  long  as  they  allowed  one-fifth 
of  the  population  to  remain  in  intense 
ignorance,  and  consequent  poverty,  they 
could  not  avoid  such  a  state  of  things. 
The  Trades  Unionists  were  not  al)  of  the 
better  educated  class,  as  represented  by 
Mr.  Hughes,  but  many  of  them  must 
be  uneducated  men.  The  Government 
must,  therefore,  not  only  legislate  next 
year  for  Trades  Unions ;  they  must 
bring  in  a  strong  education  measure ;  for 


1S78  HhidM  Vntuu,  (July  7,  1869} 

it  me  only  by  a  veiy  strong  oompulsory 
Education  Bill — he  did  not  oare  how 
strong' — that  they  oould  hope  to  make 
mach  impreBaion  on  Trades  IJnioiiB. 

Ba.  CHARLES  DILKE  begged  to  say 
a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the  Peti- 
tion alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  &Bt  down  aa  having  been  agreed 
to  on  a  recent  oooasion  at  a  meeting  in 
the  Vestry  Hall,  King's  Road,  Gheuea. 
Xhe  Petition  conaiated  of  three  parts — 
in  the  first,  certain  etatistios  of  trade 
were  asked  for;  in  the  seoond,  certain 
monetary  reforms  were  prayed  for ;  and 
in  the  tlurd,  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Mr.  £.  Potter)  described  as  the 
determination  of  the  working  men  to 
have  no  more  Free  Trade  was  merely  a 
declaration  that  Free  Trade  was  not  R-ee 
Trade  at  all  so  long  as  other  oountries 
showed  no  reciprocity.  This  was  not  an 
anti-free-trade  Bill.  It  was  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  was  rather  a  Bill  in  the 
direction  of  Free  Trade,  for  it  t^ided  to 
do  away  with  all  special  legislation  in 
regard  to  trade. 

Ma.  MXJNDELLA  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Mr.  E.  Potter)  had 
made  many  statements  in  which  he  en- 
tirely conciured,  but  there  were  others 
with  which  he  could  not  tu^ree.  His 
hon.  Friend  was  of  opinion  mat  the  Bill 
would  destroy  &iendly  societies.  Nov 
he  (Mr.  UundeUa)  ooidd  not  inu^ine  on 
what  ground  that  opinion  was  founded, 
because  Mendly  societies  had  existed 
and  prospered  aking  with  Trades  Unions. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  at  least  proved  that 
a  good  master  needed  no  Trades  Union, 
as  a  good  citizen  needed  no  law;  but 
he  was  mistaken  when  he  supposed  that 
this  measure  would  authorize  an  inter- 
ference with  non-Unioniats  and  appren- 
tices. He  (Mr.  Mundella)  would  not  be 
a  party  to  any  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  any  man's  labour.  Hie  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  progress  of  the 
country  was  owing  to  Free  Trade,  and 
that  they  must  be  careful  not  to  reverse 
it.  Now,  the  progress  of  Free  Trade  had 
been  concorrent  with  the  existence  of 
Trades  Unions,  and  the  question  now 
before  the  House  was  purely  a  question 
of  Free  Trade  in  labour.  It  was  only  by 
alow  degrees  that  he  had  shaken  off  the 
prejudices  of  his  class,  and  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  only  way  in  which) 
masters  and  workmen  could  come  to  a 
good  understanding  was  by  placing  them 
upon  B  perfect  footing  of  equality  before 


the  law.  As  long  as  tiie  oombinatioa 
laws  di^raced  the  statute  book  it  was 
impossiMe  that  a  good  understanding 
should  subsist  between  them.  The  ory 
of  free  labour  meant  only  that  the  capi- 
talist should  have  the  sole  control  of  me 
labour  market.  A  master  was  a  oorpo* 
ration  and  oould  deal  with  his  men  if 
they  went  to  him  singly.  But  if  they 
went  to  him  as  a  Trades  Union  they 
were  a  body  equal  to  himself,  and  a  bar- 
gain could  be  made  on  equal  terms.  He 
did  not  think  it  right  that  the  capitalist 
should  have  the  sole  control  of  the  labour 
market,  and  that  the  labourer  ahoul^ 
have  no  control  whatever.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  650,000  Trades  Unionists 
were  only  a  small  proportion  of  the 
12,000,000  who  formed  the  labouring 
population.  But  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  12,000,000  included  men, 
women,  and  children,  and  the  660,000, 
who  represented  fomilies,  should  be  mul- 
tiplied oy  five  to  give  a  fair  proportion. 
The  Trades  Unions  had  been  very  much 
misrepresented.  Ho  had  spoken  in 
almost  every  industrial  centre  of  Eng- 
land to  tens  of  thousands  of  working 
men,  and  had  denounced  all  kinds  of  re- 
strictions, and  the  working  men  had  fa- 
vourably Uatened  to  him.  His  presence 
in  that  House  attested  the  fact  that  the 
men  of  Sheffield  detested  and  abhorred 
the  atrocities  committed  in  that  town. 
The  instigator  of  those  atrocities  had 
come  into  a  room  when  he  was  address- 
ing the  working  classes  of  Sheffield,  and 
was  driven  from  it  by  a  howl  of  execra- 
tion. He  refused  to  meet  any  who  had 
brought  disgrace  on  the  town,  and  he 
had  to  encounter  the  bitter  hostility  of 
the  Saw  Grinders  Union.  He  believed 
he  had  now  the  support  of  all  other  sec- 
tions of  the  Unionists.  With  respect  to 
the  brickmakers  of  Manchester,  no  man 
in  his  senses  could  defend  their  conduct; 
but  these  things  would  exist  in  spite  of 
legislation — and  not  in  consequence  of 
it.  In  that  case  the  men  adhered  to  the 
system  complained  of  in  consequence  of 
an  arrangement  on  the  part  of  the  Man- 
chester bricklayers  that  they  would  never 
lay  any  but  hand-made  bricks.  The 
masters  conspired  with  the  men,  and  as- 
sisted the  men  when  on  strike  on  certain 
oonditions,  and  the  men  had  kept  their 
engagements.  The  Brickmakers  Union 
was  a  most  powerful  one  ;  but  the  mem- 
bers of  it  were  so  ignorant  that  there 
was  not  a  man  amongst  them  who  oould 
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act  as  secretary  and  keep  tlie  boots. 
Their  children  went  to  work  at  six  or 
seven  years  of  age.  When  the  men 
were  bo  ignorant,  and  were  addicted  to 
drunkennees  and  all  oUier  kinds  of  vices, 
it  was  unreasonable  to  expect  them  to 
act  like  gentlemen  of  refinement  and  to 
understand  the  principles  of  political 
economy.  It  was  necessary  to  educate 
them  to  make  them  undorstaad  their  own 
interests  more  clearly.  With  regard  to 
the  outrages  committed  by  Trades  Unions 
an  end  would  be  put  to  them  if  the 
masters  were  wise  in  time,  and  mani- 
fested a  more  kindly  feeling.  The  great 
difficulties  which  existed  had  arisen  &om 
the  men  having  been  so  long  held  in  a 
servile  position,  in  a  state  of  feudalism  ; 
and  he  asked  the  House  to  wipe  from 
the  statute  book  these  blots  by  which 
it  was  dishgured.  Combination  was  as 
fair  for  the  men  as  for  the  masters ;  and 
an  organization  existing  among  the  men 
conducted  on  moderate  and  reasonable 
principles  would  enable  the  employers 
to  keep  abreast  of  one  another  as  well 
as  the  employed.  Now,  he  would  ask, 
was  there  one  master  who  really  believed 
that  the  passing  of  this  Act  would  change 
in  the  slightest  degree  the  relations  be- 
tween him  and  his  workmen,  except 
that  it  would  remove  suspicion  and  a 
sense  of  caste  and  of  inequaUty,  which 
the  law  had  created?  Every  argument 
which  was  used  gainst  the  repeal  of 
these  laws  was  urged  ^^inst  the  repeal 
of  the  old  combination  laws,  which  were 
the  parent  of  conspiracy  and  crime,  for, 
in  his  own  neighbourhood,  not  less  than 
3,000  machines  had  been  destroyed.  But^ 
£rom  the  time  of  the  repeat  of  the  com- 
bination laws  to  the  present  time  not  y 
single  machine  had  been  broken.  In 
that  district  there  had  been  no  strikes  ; 
and  why  1  Because  the  masters  had  re- 
cognized these  Trade  Unions.  No  doubt 
when  trade  was  bad  the  mastor  put  on 
the  screw  as  tightly  as  he  could  ;  and 
Acts  of  Parliament  had  been  passed  to 
remedy  the  distress  of  the  men.  What 
had  been  the  result?  Why,  that  the 
Acta  died  as  soon  as  they  were  bom. 
It  was  as  impossible  by  legislation  to 
make  masters  and  men  act  harmoniously 
as  to  compel  husband  and  wife  to  live 
amicably  together.  It  was  said  that 
combination  had  not  raised  wages,  but 
it  certainly  had  often  quickened  the 
operation.  When  men  went  in  a  power- 
ful and  united  phalanx  and  asked  for 
J6-.  JftHKbUa 


their  rights  it  was  impossible  to  refuse 

them.  He  believed  that,  on  the  whole, 
the  country  had  been  greatly  the  gainer 
by  combination.  With  regard  to  the 
leaders  of  the  working  men  in  these 
Unions,  he  had  often  heard  it  said  that 
they  were  persons  who  lived  on  the 
working  men,  and  whose  business  it  was 
to  foment  strikes.  Now,  he  had  known 
scores  of  those  men,  and  he  would  assert 
that  they  did  a  great  deal  to  prevent 
strikes,  and  especially  to  prevent  out- 
rages in  support  of  strikes.  When  a 
spontaneous  outbreak  like  that  at  Mold 
the  other  day  occurred,  and  when  the 
men  rose  »n  masu,  it  was  generally  found 
that  they  did  things  which  would  have 
been  prevented  if  there  had  been  an  or- 
ganization to  hold  them  in  check.  What 
happened  in  France  and  Belgium  ?  The 
comoination  laws  of  France  were  exceed- 
ingly rigid,  and  no  meeting  could  bo 
held  without  the  presence  of  the  Prefect 
or  his  deputies.  The  result  was  secret 
conspiracies  and  scenes  such  as  occurred 
at  St.  Etienne  the  other  day,  where 
fifteen  men  were  shot  down,  and  at 
Roubaix,  where  machines  were  broken 
and  all  sorts  of  outrages  upon  property 
were  committed.  In  Belgium  there  were 
frequent  attempts  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  repress  combination  among 
the  workmen,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  miners  were  either  shot  down  or 
chased  about  the  country  by  the  cavalry. 
We  often  heard  that  10,000  men  in  the 
mining  districts  were  on  strike ;  but  the 
country  did  not  know  why.  The  strike 
did  not  always  arise  from  caprice ;  it 
was  caused  much  more  frequently  by 
injustice.  The  North  Britiih  Daily  Mail 
had  appointed  a  commission  to  in- 
vestigate the  complaints  of  the  work- 
ing men  about  Otasgow  respecting  the 
truck  system  which  was  carried  on  in 
complete  violation  of  the  law.  One  per- 
son who  was  paying  £300,000  received 
nearly  the  whole  of  it  back  under  the 
truck  system,  under  which  the  men  were 
obliged  to  put  up  with  inferior  articles. 
The  men  were  the  slaves  body  and  soul 
of  the  masters.  Some  day  the  public 
would  be  scandalized  to  hear  that  10,000 
men  in  Scotland  were  on  strike ;  but  he 
said  they  ought  to  be  on  strike  when 
such  things  occurred.  He  trusted  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  turn  his  attention 
to  the  evasion  of  the  Truck  Act,  which 
was  now  notoriously  going  on  in  some 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  that,  aa-tbe  pubUo 
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prosecutor  in  that  ooimtry,  lie  would  do 
Bomething  to  put  a  stop  to  such  practices. 
Be  hoped  the  House  would  not  euppoee 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  etrikes,  for  he 
had  done  all  he  could  to  prevent  them  ; 
and  a  substitute  had  now  been  found  for 
the  old  Bystem,  arieing  from  a  feeling  of 
equity,  and  a  desire  to  promote  the  mu- 
tual intereeta  of  employer?  and  employed, 
and  to  see  how  they  could  best  aid  and 
assist  each  other.  The  Soyal  Commia- 
sion  said  they  had  investigated  eveiy- 
thing  brought  before  them  on  the  ques- 
tioo  of  arbitration ;  and  they  concluded 
their  Report  in  these  words — 

"  The  eilabliBhinent  of  Boards  or  Conciliation, 
Inch  Ai  tboas  brought  be  rare  uainMr.  Mundella'i 
evidence,  teemi  to  offer  u  remedj  at  onoe  eftedf, 
§ak,  and  aimple,  requiriDg  no  complicated  ma- 
obinerr,  no  new  mode  of  condocting  buaineis,  iio 
new  Act  of  Parliament, orlegalpoweri.  All  that 
is  required i<  thatcerlnin  eniplofers  and  workmen 
ihould  meetat  a  Blnted  lime  to  aniicabl;  dixiuai 
Ibe  common  jntereita  of  their  oommon  trmde  aod 

Under  such  a  Eystem  a  peaceable  and 
happy  future  might  be  anticipated.  If 
the  Commission  should  have  no  otherre- 
fiult  than  the  establishment  of  good  rela- 
tions between  the  master  and  the  la- 
bourer, that  would  form  a  worthy  substi- 
tute for  the  old  practice.  He,  and  others 
in  his  district,  had  tried  it  over  and  over 
again ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  who  £iew  the  district,  said 
that,  whereas  fifteen  years  ag)  it  was  the 
most  turbulent  district  in  England,  it 
was  now  the  most  peaceful.  That  morn- 
ing be  had  received  a  letter  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Hender- 
son), who  was  largely  concerned  in  the 
carpet  trade,  expressing  his  regret  that 
he  was  unable  to  be  present  mat  day, 
and  adding  that  bis  own  firm  had  adopted 
the  new  system  some  years  ago,  and  the 
resalt  had  been  that,  from  the  first  day 
to  the  present,  there  had  not  been  a 
single  sfrike.  The  same  hon.  Member  was 
lai^ly  concerned  in  the  iron  trade,  and 
employed,  directly  or  indirectly,  10,000 
workmen.  At  Stockton,  Darlington, 
Newcastle,  Middlesborough,  and  other 
places,  the  masters  had  met  the  men, 
they  had  established  boards  of  arbitra- 
tion, they  met  together  and  settled  mat- 
ters, amicably,  andtherewerenodisputes. 
Ten  years  ago  he  (Mr.  MtindeUa)  stood 
almost  alone  on  this  subject;  now  fifty 
Boards  of  Arbitration  were  in  existence, 
in^uding  several  in  various  trades  at 
Uanchester,  where  the  County  Conrt 
VOL.  CaCVII.    [tbibd  flsaiBB.] 
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Judge  was  usually  the  arbitrator.  It 
was  then  hardly  fair  to  take  the  black 
sheep  and  exhibit  him  to  the  House  as 
a  specimen  of  the  flock.  Within  the  last 
few  weeks  the  great  Parliament  of  North 
Germany  had  completely  abrogated  their 
combination  laws,  and  Trades  Unions 
were  springing  up  among  them  with  a 
rapidity  of  which  we  in  England  knew 
nothing.  There  were  seventy  Boards 
established  in  Berlin.  "  What  a  capital 
thing,"  said  the  Euglish  manufacturer — 
"  in  Germany ; "  but  it  was  bad  in  Eng- 
land. He  (Mr.  Mundella)  arjiealed  io  lus 
countrymen  through  that  House  to  give 
what  aid  they  could  to  put  an  end  to  the 
terrible  conflict  between  capital  and  la- 
bour. There  was  a  disinclination  among 
employers  to  sit  down  with  their  work- 
men ;  but  they  were  equal  in  the  sight 
of  God :  and  when  the  two  met  together 
they  worked  heartily  for  each  other.  The 
English  were  the  most  practical  work- 
men he  ever  met  with.  Talk  to  a  French 
workman  who  wanted  to  improve  his 
position,  and  he  rephed  aboutthe  re-con- 
struction of  society — that  property  was 
robbery,  that  he  wanted  a  complete  re- 
oi^:anization  of  the  social  system.  The 
German  was  in  favour  of  national  labour. 
The  Englishman  went  to  work  practi- 
cally, and  estabhshed  co-operative  stores. 
Within  twenty  miles  of  Manchester  the 
workmen  were  conducting  a  business  to 
the  extent  of  £5,000,000  a  year  by  co- 
operative stores.  Again,  the  Amalga- 
mated Engineers  had  spent  a  large  sum 
of  money  in  the  maintenance  of  their 
sick.  Masters  and  workmen  ought  to  bo 
equally  free  by  law  to  combine,  and  all 
that  was  necesBaiy  was  a  law  to  guard 
well  the  rights  of  third  parties  who  might 
he  interested. 

Viscoum  GALWAT  said,  a  Petition, 
signed  by  468  workmen,  who  were  non- 
Uniouists,  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  a  few  days  ago,  stating  that  a  Bill 
was  before  the  House  ^ying  protection 
to  Trades  Unions.  The  petitioners, 
who  were  workmen  employed  at  Mr. 
Hantsman's  coUieries,  in  and  near 
Sheffield,  stated  that  they,  as  English- 


"  Feel  indignant  at  Ihe  Ircatniont  thcj  bavo  re- 
ceived from  their  counlr^men  during  Ibo  lait 
twenty-two  «eeh»,  during  which  timo  many  of 
their  lellow-worknien  have  been  on  atrlko.  The 
petitioner!  itsle  that  tbej  have  been  daily  iniulled 
in  the  itreeta  with  opprohrioua  epilhctn,  and  bare 
been  repeadly  atrock  on  their  waj  to  and  from 
their  work  ;  tiro  of  them  liaie  been  ihot  tt,  ul 
2  Y 
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onlrages  oommitted  upon   thim  ;   while  • 

the  perpolrators  of  these  acts  are  known  to  have 

rMeiT«d   tho    eoanwl    and   aupporC   of   Trade* 

DniOD*." 

The  petitioners  therefore  prayed — 

"  That  while  the  House  [■  legialBlIng  Kir  the  in- 
lereit  of  Tradfi  Uniotia  ■neh  elauwis  may  be  in- 
Mrted  In  the  Bill  as  will  gin  to  the  pctitionerii 
and  all  Hn-  Majeaty'g  lubjecti,  just  and  reaion- 
able  prateotion  in  their  rigbti  to  'ireedom  of  U- 

Ihat  was  a  most  reasonable  prajer.  He 
should  offer  no  objection  to  the  second 
reading,  but  the  clauBea  would  require 
great  alteration  in  Committee,  while 
relaxing  the  laws  of  combination,  it  would 
only  be  fair  that  the  law  should  provide 
for  the  protection  of  the  workmen,  who 
did  not  oelong  to  Trades  Unions. 

Mk.  BBUCE  said,  be  was  certain  that 
no  Member  of  the  House  grudged  the 
time  that  had  been  taken  up  in  a  dis- 
cussion of  so  much  importance.  The 
House  wae  especially  indebted  to  the 
Mover  (Mr.  T.  Hughes)  and  Seconder 
(Mr.  T.  Brassey)  of  the  Bill,  who  bad 
thrown  so  much  light  upon  many  dis- 
puted points  connected  with  these  so- 
cieties, and  who  had  supplied  informa- 
tion which  would  assist  tJie  Government 
in  future  legislation.  A  general  opinion 
had  been  expressed,  in  which  be  fully 
concurred,  that  a  matter  like  this,  affect- 
ing rival  and  competing  interests,  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Government,  if 
BO,  he  might  be  asked  why  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  not  been  prepared  with  a  Bill  ? 
The  reason  was  that  the  Beport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  was  not  made  until 
the  15tb  of  March,  and  &om  that  time 
to  the  present  the  Qovemment  bad  been 
daily  and  hourly  engaged  on  subjects  of 
the  greatest  difficulty  as  well  as  of  the 
greatest  importance.  They  were  grate- 
nil  to  private  Members  who  iscilitat«d 
the  work  of  le^slation  by  introdncing 
measures  to  the  House ;  and  several  Act« 
of  importance  had  passed  this  Session 
by  the  judicious  employment  of  the  time 
devoted  to  private  Members.  It  was  not, 
therefore,  on  account  of  its  introduction 
by  private  Members  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  offer  any  obstruction  to  tbe 
progress  of  tbe  Bill ;  but  he  thought  it 
must  be  felt  by  tbe  House,  and  even  by 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Bill,  that 
though  it  dealt  with  some  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  case  it  would  not  be  a  complete 
and  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion before  them.    No  one  had  stated 
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more  clearly  than  the  hon.  Seconder  &ak 
if  it  became  law  further  legislation  would 
be  necessary.  The  objects  of  the  Bill 
were — first,  to  give  the  fullest  secnri^ 
to  tbe  funds  of  Trades  Unions;  and, 
secondly,  to  do  away  with  all  the  special 
legislation  that  injurious^  affected  the 
working  claasra.  Upon  the  first  point 
he  thought  there  was  little  difference  of 
opinion  in  that  House;  tho  great  ma- 
jority of  the  House  was  in  favour  of 
complete  protection  to  the  foads  <^ 
Trades'  Unions,  although  they  might  be 
apphed  to  other  objects  than  tiie  fiinds 
of  Mendly  societies.  The  recent  de- 
cision in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
drew  attention  to  a  state  of  things  which 
must  create  astonishment  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  considered  the  matter.  It 
was  now  admitted  that  great  as  were 
the  evils  of  etrikea,  they  were,  in  the 
present  state  of  society,  just  as  necea- 
sa^  evils  as  wars.  In  the  recent  case 
beiore  the  Queen's  Bench  the  rulea 
of  the  ^K^es  Union  authorized  a  part 
of  the  fnnds  to  be  apphed  to  tbe  support 
of  those  who  mi^ht  be  engaged  on  stnke. 
Whether  a  stnke  was  wise  or  unwise 
was  a  matter  for  the  workmen  to  judge 
of,  but  oould  anyone  say  that  it  was 
illegal  P  He  thought  that  while  on  many 
occasions  strikes  had  been  entered  into 
foolishly,  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
were  often  justified  by  the  oircumstancee 
of  the  case ;  and  not  un&equentiy  they 
had  led  to  the  advantage  of  the  work- 
men and  of  the  employers  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  who  aeoonded  the  Bill 
had  shown  that  increased  wages  were 
not  neceesarilyinjiuioua  toths  employer, 
and  that  high  wages  were  often  con- 
sistent with  cheap  production.  And 
yet,  because  a  portion  of  these  Ainds 
could,  under  the  rules  of  the  Union, 
be  applied  to  the  support  of  those  on 
strike,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  had 
decided  that  they  were  beyond  the  pro- 
tection  of  the  law.  That  was  aoontradio- 
tion  which  ought  to  exist  no  longer. 
With  regard  to  the  limitation  of  the  hours 
of  labour,  piecework,  apprentices,  and  so 
on,  there  bad  been  a  universal  consent  of 
opinion  that  on  these  matters  the  Trades 
Unions  had  not  been  wisely  advised. 
But  the  Unions  were  becoming  wiser 
every  day,  and  some  of  the  beet  of  tbem 
were  abandoning  prindples  which  had 
brought  discredit  on  them.  He  thought 
there  would  be  no  diffioiU^  in  altennf 
legislatioa  so  as  to  give  due  proteoti<Hi 
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to  those  BQoietdea  trhenereT  their  objects 
veto  not  of  a  criminal  nature.  The  Bill, 
however,  went  fiirther,  and  propoBed  ab- 
solutely to  repeal  the  Act  of  0«orge  lY. 
upon  which  the  legislation  with  respetit 
to  combinations  rested.  He  admitted 
that  the  laws  relating  to  this  eubjeot 
required  re-consideration  and  change, 
and  that  a  portion  of  them  might  eafel; 
be  abrogate.  He  could  not,  however, 
say  that  it  would  be  wise  tfl  adopt  the 
language  of  the  Bill  and  entirely  repeal 
the  present  law,  without  providing  some- 
thing in  its  place.  He  admitted  that  all 
class  legislation  was,  to  some  extent, 
offensive  to  the  dasa  affected  bv  it; 
that  it  was  objectioiiable  in  itself,  and 
ought  only  to  be  resorted  to  in  cases 
of  great  necessi^.  But  Parliament  had 
always  been  guided  by  experience,  and 
the  House  had  passed  laws  of  class 
legislation  which  had  met  with  special 
approval.  What  were  the  Factory  Acts 
and  the  Truck  Act  but  class  legisla- 
tion, passed  in  the  interests  of  the 
working  man  ?  The  present  law,  apart 
from     the    combination     laws,     made 

{lunisbable  all  threats,  intimidation,  mo- 
Bstation,  or  obstruction  exercised  by 
workmen  against  each  other  in  order  to 
prevent  them  from  engaging  in  employ- 
ments and  for  other  purposes.  Was  that 
law  just  and  necessary  or  not  ?  If  it 
was  necessary  they  might  say  it  was 
just.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  juat 
spoken  (Viscount  Galway)  had  read  a 
Petition  calling  for  increased  protection 
against  violent  practices  committed  by 
TJniouiets  i^ainst  non-TTniouists.  Well, 
it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Bruce)  impossible 
to  carry  the  law  further  than  was  now 
done;  acts  of  violence,  such  as  were 
described  in  the  Petition  read  by  the 
noble  Lord  were  punishable — would  be 
punishable  even  if  no  special  law  ex- 
isted. The  question  the  Government 
had  to  consider  was  whether  any  special 
legislation  was  required  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  wornnen  towards  each 
other.  While  he  thought  it  desirable 
that  all  class  legislation  should  disap- 
pear, he  also  thought  that  this  particu- 
lar legislation  could  not  he  dispensed 
with.  Several  instances  of  molestation 
had  been  given  that  were  not  punish- 
able by  the  common  law,  and  which 
everybody  would  desire  to  see  punished. 
Acts  which  were  innocent  or  harmless 
under  aome  circiunstances  were  of  very 
serious  importance  under  others.     The 


hissing  of  workmen  bad  been  referred 
to.  Sydney  Smith,  in  his  lecture  upon 
association,  said  hissing  might  be  foohsh, 
tremendous,  or  sublime — 

The  hilling  of  ■  pane&ke,"  be  ttjt, "  ii  kbiard ; 
the  hilling  >t  the  fint  repreuntitioD  of  a  plkj 
iinkl  tb»  Mul  of  thi  author  within  him  ;  the  hJu 
of  ■  eobra  di  eapeUa  i«  tabline — it  ii  the  whiipsr 
of  death." 

Most  of  them  had  been  hissed  on  the  hust- 
ings and  regarded  it  with  utter  contempt, 
and  he  could  not  say  that  he  felt  much 
a^rieved  when  he  was  recently  hissed  in 
his  own  room  by  an  ardent  Sabbatarian 
deputation.  When,  however,  a  body  of 
three  or  four  hundred  mea  continued,  day 
after  day,  to  dog  three  or  four  workmen 
to  and  from  their  work,  the  case  was 
very  different.  It  would  inflict  on  those 
men  an  amount  of  moral  torture  and 
terror  which  would  deter  them  from  gain- 
ing their  bread  in  the  way  they  pleased. 
He  believed  that,  in  many  instances,  the 
parties  who  were  guil^of  these  praeticeB 
did  not  belong  to  TTuions.  He  had 
long  resided  in  a  part  of  the  country 
where  there  were  no  Unions,  but  where 
a  strike  had  lasted  for  twenty-one  or 
twenfy-two  weeks.  During  that  time, 
every  species  of  outrage  had  been  Com- 
mitted, from  simple  molestation  up  to 
murder.  Murder  was  committed,  and 
the  body  of  the  murdered  man  was  fol- 
lowed to  the  grave  by  hundreds  of  work- 
men, who,  instead  of  feeling  the  so- 
lemnity of  the  occasion,  joined  in  hissing 
and  hooting,  as  if  they  were  following  a 
living  renegade.  Against  this,  and  other 
outrages,  &ere  was  only  one  general 
law  which  could  be  made  applicable. 
But  there  were  other  outrages  less  vio- 
lent, leas  capable  of  exact  definition, 
which  yet  could  not  be  safely  overlooked. 
After  a  strike  of  some  ten  or  twelve 
weeks,  a  great  number  of  workmen  gave 
way  and  returned  to  their  work.  By 
this  time  it  had  become  dangerous  to 
use  actual  violence.  Another  mode  of 
molestation  was  accordingly  resorted  to ; 
and  the  workmen  were  accompanied  to 
their  work  by  crowds  of  men,  women, 
and  children,  who  serenaded  them  with 
frying-pans  and  other  noisy  instru- 
ments, until  they  were  either  driven 
from  the  district,  or  forced  to  renounce 
their  work.  Mow,  the  question  was, 
were  the  workmen  to  be  protected 
against  offences  of  that  sort  ?  K  so, 
they  must  have  special  legislation,  di- 
rected, not  against  the  class,  but  against 
I  2  T  2 
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the  offence,  though  it  would  happen 
that  the  ofFence  would  be  chiefly  com- 
mitted by  0E6  daes.  The  Commis- 
sioners felt,  indeed,  that  the  law  was 
Bometunes  carried  too  far,  but  were 
of  opinion  that  some  Eruch  law  ehould 
be  maintained  for  the  protection  of 
non-Union  men  and  others.  They  were 
unable    to   suggest    any    alteration    of 


at  die  present  moment,  with  regard  to 
this  question.  The  Acts  of  Geoi«e  IV. 
and  of  Victoria  might  be  regarded  as 
having  done  away  ivith  the  combination 
laws,  subject  to  certain  restrictions. 
Those  Acts  now  gave  workmen  the  most 
ample  permission  to  combine  upon  all 
matters  except  those  calculated  to  operate 
restriction  of  trade,  or  gainst  public 


the  law.      His  own  opinion  was  that ,  policy.      The   majority  of   the  Trades 
alterations  might  be  made  in  the  law  ;  Union  Commissioners  proposed  to  main- 


which  would  be  acceptable  to  the  whole  tain  these  restrictions,  but  still  further 
to  limit  their  scope — to  this  view  he  as- 
sented—  and,  beyond  that  point,  ho 
thought  that  the  law  should  not  be  car- 
ried. During  the  last  forty  years,  the 
power  of  £xing  the  amount  of  wages  had 
passed  from  tixe  masters  to  the  Trades 
Unions,  which  he  regarded  as  being  very 
unfortunate,  because  it  was  calculated 
to  interfere  with  the  power  of  the  em- 
ployer and  the  employed  to  make  their 
own  bargains.  It  was  not  always  that 
the  Trades  Unions  were  able  to  ax  upon 
the  just  share  that  labour  should  receive 
out  of  the  gross  sum  earned.  For  in- 
stance, in  the  case  of  the  Thames  ship- 
building trade,  WEiges  had  been  raised 
by  means  of  the  Trades  Unions,  about 
15  per  cent  in  seven  or  eight  years,  un- 
der the  belief  that  the  undertakings 
were  very  profitable,  and  that  the  work- 
men were  not  getting  their  fair  share  of 
the  profits ;  and  the  result  had  been  that 
the  majority  of  the  firms  became  bank- 
rupt; and  when  their  accounts  came  to 
be  investigated,  it  turned  out  that  no 
less  than  £1,000,000  had  been  paid  for 
wages,  over  and  above  the  amount  that 
bad  been  earned,  by  the  advance  of 
wages  so  demanded  and  obtained  by  the 
Unions ;  for  the  amount  of  labour  which 
those  establishments  I  have  referred 
to  as  having  disappeared  employed  could 
not  have  been  less  than  4,000  heads  of 
families — which  represented  20,000  per- 
sons supported  by  their  industry.  They 
could  not  have  paid  less  than  £5,000,000 
in  wages.  They  had  foiled,  and  their  de- 
ficiencies were  certainly  over  £1,000,000 
— 1  think  nearly  £1,500,000  —  and  as 
£l,000,000represented  about  15percent 
ujKin  the  total  wages  paid,  it  led  to 
the  conclusion  that  if  that  1 5  per  cent 
had  not  been  added  to  the  wages,  the 
catastrophe  which  had  taken  place 
might  nave  been  averted  or  greatly 
mitigated.  In  that  case,  owing  to 
the  action  of  the  Trades  Unions,  both 
capital   and    labour   had    been   ovei^ 


oi^,  even  to  the  workmen  them- 
selves. Having  recently  seen  many 
workmen,  he  could  say  they  admitted 
that  the  evil  was  a  great  one,  though, 
they  said — "Guard  against  it,  if  possible, 
by  other  means  than  class  legislation." 
Well,  if  it  were  possible  to  deal  with 
this  question  without  class  legislation, 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment  would  be 
glad  so  to  deal  with  it.  He  had  only 
stated  the  doubts  and  difBculties  in  his 
own  mind.  The  object  was  one  which 
would  require  a  great  deal  of  calm  and 
mature  consideration,  which  could  hardly 
be  given  to  it  during  the  bustle  of  the 
Session ;  but  the  whole  subject  would 
be  carefully  looked  into,  and  he  could 
not  conclude  without  expressing  his  re- 
gret that,  during  the  present  Session, 
ttie  Govemment  had  Dsen  imable  to 
give  efiTect  to  the  suggestions  that  had 
been  made  to  give  security  to  the  Amds 
of  these  associations,  and  to  define  more 
accixrately  the  offences  of  workmen 
against  each  other.  But  the  Govemment 
were  of  opinion  that  this  question  should 
be  dealt  with  once  for  all ;  wisely,  com- 
prehensively. Bud  justly,  and  next  Ses- 
sion he  hoped,  at  the  earliest  moment, 
to  lay  on  the  table  a  measure  founded 
on  the  principles  he  had  stated. 

Ma.  8AMUDA  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  upon 
this  Bill,  with  the  objects  of  which  he 
had  a  deep  sympathy.  He  had  a  great 
desire  to  see  the  funds  of  the  working 
classes  protected  by  legislation  in  all 
cases  where  those  ftmds  were  applied  to 
legitimate  purposes.  It  was  supposed 
by  many  that  this  Bill  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  antagonistic  interests  of  capital 
and  labour ;  but  when  the  principles  of 

SoUtical  economy  were  thoroughly  un- 
erstood,  it  would  be  found  that  those 
interests,  instead  of  being  antagonistic, 
'Were  identical.    How  did  die  law  stand 
Mr,  Bruce 
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whelmed  in  one  common  ruin.    If  mat-   After  those  laws  bad  been  repealed  the 
tere  were  permitted  to  go  on  in  that   Government  would  conflider  how  far  it 
'  '     '  was  necessary  to  legislate  for  the  pre- 

vention of  coeKjion,  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  flie  working  classes 
should  have  perfect  freedom  to  com- 
bine, but  ail  coercion  should  be  pre- 
vented. Under  ordinary  circumstances, 
he  admitted  that  where  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  measure  becoming  law  in 
the  course  of  the  current  Session,  it  was 
better  not  to  pass  its  second  reading; 
but  in  the  present  case,  when  such  a 
great  interest  was  felt  upon  the  sub- 
ject throughout  the  country,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  would  only  be  right 
in  giving  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  its  approval  of  tlie  principles 
wMch  had  received  the  almost  unani- 

assent  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 

As  an  employer  of  labour  himself  he 
felt  that  the  conclusion  come  to  by  the 
House  upon  this  subject  would  operate 
in  promoting  a  good  feeling  between 
masters  and  workmen  throughout  the 
country, 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  only  rose  to 
express  his  regret  that  this  agitating 

Siestion,  which  kept  employers  and  em- 
oyed  so  far  apart,  was  to  be  left  in 
abeyance  until  nest  Session.  What  had 
taken  place  since  1366  had  confirmed 
him  in  the  opinion  that  Trades  Unions 
had  been  treated  most  harshly  and  moat 
unjustly,  the  law  being  allowed  to  re- 
main in  such  a  state  that  any  one  could 
rob  them  with  impunity.  The  existing 
law  should  therefore  be  altered  in  their 
iavonr  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommittei 
for  To-morrow. 


way,  the  whole  of  the  export  trade  upon 
which  this  country  relied  would  be  lost. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  accept  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  wait  patiently 
for  the  introduction  of  some  comprehen- 
sive measure  on  the  subject  during  the 
next  Session.  He  should  offer  no  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time,  on  the  understanding  that  it  would 
not  proceed  further. 

Mb.  BONHAM-CAETER  said,  he 
trusted  that,  in  the  GFovemment  measure 
to  be  brought  forward  next  Session,  this 
question  would  not  be  mixed  up  witb 
uie  question  of  friendly  societies. 

LoED  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  he 
thought  no  blame  could  attach  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  not  introduc- 
ing a  measure  upon  this  important  and 
difficult  subject  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  he  quito  approved  of  the  ge- 
neral principles  on  wluch  they  proposed 
to  deal  with  it  next  year.  He  only  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^e  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
I>epartment,  had  not  informed  the  House 
what  course  the  Government  would  take 
with  respect  to  the  present  Bill.  Aa  he 
(Lord  John  Manners)  regarded  the  Bill 
as  utterly  inadequate  to  meet  the  case, 
either  of  those  who  were  within,  or  of 
those  who  were  without  the  Trades 
Unions,  be  thought  it  would  be  prefer- 
able that  the  hon.  Member  for  rrome 
S[r.  T.  Hughes)  should  withdraw  the 
otion  for  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTEE  said,  he  rose  at 
tlie  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment to  supply  an  accidental  omis- 
sion in  the  speech  that  right  hon.  Gen. 
tteman  had  just  delivered,  as  to  the 
course  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
proposed  to  adopt  with  regard  to  the 
measure  before  tne  House.  Should  the 
hon.  Member  for  Frome  {Mr,  T.  Hughes) 
not  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  support  tiat 
Motion  upon  the  ground  that  the  time 
had  come  when  the  House  should  affirm 
these  principles — first,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  Trades  Unions  that  should 
deprive  their  members  of  protection 
gainst  robbery ;  and  secondly,  that  the 
laws  respecting  combination,  as  they 
at  present  stood,  should  be  repealed. 
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Bewlution  reported; 

"  That  it  ii  eipcdient  to  amend  the  Laws  rB< 
latiog  to  the  Inmtnicati  for  SaviDgs  Bank!  and 
for  I'ott  Offloe  Saviogi  Banks,  and  to  empower 
the  Commisiioncri  o(  the  Treasury  to  convert 
certnin  Terminiible  Government  Annnitio  itind- 
ing  in  Ilia  namet  of  tha  Comniisaianers  for  th» 
Redufllion  of  tha  National  Debt,  on  accoont  of 
lucb  Saiingg  Bank*,  Into  certain  otlier  'l'er< 
minnble  Annuilim  cbnrgeible  ontbe  Coniolidated 
Fund  ot  iho  United  Kingdom,  or  the  growing 
prodncs  thereof,  and  pn^able  nnnuallj'." 

Reiolution  agreed  to :  —  Bill  ordered  to  b* 
brought  In  bj  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  SiaMariLD, 
and  Mr.  Cpikcillor  of  tha  Excnsqum. 

Bill  pretexted,  nnd  n-ad  ihefiii-i  liino.  [Bill  180.] 

Iloun  adjourned  at  t«n  minutea 

before  Six  o'tlook. 
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MINUTES.]— PuBLio  Bills— Firl(  Shading— 
ConUgioui  DisBBHi  Preiention  (M»tropalis)* 
(ITS)  :  Shipping  Dus*  Eiamptlon  Act  (1867) 
Araendment*  (ITS). 

Second  fleorfing— Bankruptoy  •(16*);  Impriwa- 
menl  for  Debt*  (163) ;  Municipal  Fnaohise 
(200). 

HiiTd  Beading — Lift  Peer*g««  ( 1  IS),  megatived. 

REPRESBNTATIVE  PEER  FOR  IRELAND. 
Writs  and  Eetums  electing  the  Earl 
of  Bantry  a  Eepreaentative  Peer  for 
Ireland  in  the  room  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Wicklow,  deceased,  witti  the  certificate 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
annexed  thereto— Z)«ftW«ii  (on  oath), 
and  certificate  read. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 

SCOTLAND, 

The  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  delirered 

a  certificate  of  the  Qerk  of  the  Crown 
that  the  Earl  of  Kellie  had  heen  elected 
a  Bep^sentative  Peer  for  Scotland  (fif- 
teen Peers  of  Scotland  only  having  been 
duly  elected  at  the  election  of  the  Peers 
of  Scotland  to  ait  in  the  House  of  Peers 
in  the  present  Parliament  of  the  United 
Xingdom) :  Certificate  read. 

LIFE  PEERAGES  BILL— (No.  113.) 
[Th»  Earl  RxuieU.) 
THmD  BEADIKa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third 
Beading,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  he  now  t«ad 
3'."— (IX*  Earl  RwttU.) 

The  Eaiil  of  MALMESBURT:  My 
Lords,  I  have  given  notice,  even  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session,  that  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  ^pose  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Euasell),  and  to  move 
that  it  be  read  a  third  time  this  day 
three  months.  It  is  now  exactly  three 
months  since  tiie  noble  Earl  introduced 
it,  and  it  is  for  him  to  eiplain  why  he 
has  allowed  it  to  remain  so  long  under 

Eour  Lordships'  consideration  ;  but  I  be- 
eve  the  more  you  have  seen  of  it  the 
less  you  have  liked  it.  The  object  of 
the  noble  Earl  in  brii^^g  forwaid  this 
Bill  is  no  doubt  a  very  worthy  one.  It 
is,  aA  I  understand,  to  strengthen  the 
practical  powers  of  this  House  and  in- 
oreaae  its  prestige,  and  to  enable  emi- 
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nent  men  vho  do  m>t  poaseBS  a  large 
fortune  to  sit  in  the  House  without 
transmitting  to  their  descendants  the  ex- 
penses, or  supposed  expenses,  of  an  here- 
ditary peerage.  Now,  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  House  requires  very  little  in- 
crease of  practical  power  and  prestige.  I 
am  aware  that  manypersons,  both  in  their 
^]eeches  and  writings,  have  represented 
that  this  House  is  not  on  a  level  with 
the  opinions  of  the  time,  and  that  it  can- 
not, therefore,  march  pari  ptuuA  with 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  that  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  be  the  case.  What, 
let  us  consider,  is  the  composition  of 
this  House  as  the  oldest  legislative  body 
in  Europe,  and  as  the  highest  in  charac- 
ter and  general  respect  7  Some  persons 
have  said  that  it  is  a  Hoose  of  mere 
landowners — that  is,  men  of  a  sort  of 
upper-olase  farmers ;  and  being  so,  that 
they  are  not  as  fitted  as  they  miglkt  be 
for  the  consideration  of  the  general 
questions  which  agitate  the  political 
world.  But  is  that  the  fact?  Of  course 
maa^  of  us  are  landowners,  and  are  not, 
I  think,  as  such,  incapacitated  firom  oon- 
sidering  general  questions ;  but  it  is  not 
true  that  we  are  only  landowners.  Pro- 
perty of  every  kind  belongs  to  Members 
of  this  House.  We  are  not  only  owners 
of  land,  but  owners  and  even  lessees  of 
mines  and  other  industrial  property. 
Among  us  there  are  also  bankers,  rmlway 
directors,  and  men  most  eminent  for  their 
knowledge  of  commercdal  afiEairs,  such  as 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and  other 
Peers,  ^ere  are  others  who  are  emi- 
nent officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  who 
are  ready  to  enter  upon  discussions  of 
interest  to  your  Lordships  relative  to 
iiprofesHionB.  There  are  mor«  dian 
Peers  who  have  been  eminent  and 
distinguished  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  are  eminent  diplo- 
matists, like  Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcuiffe 
and  Lord  Cowley.  There  are  historians, 
among  whom  I  may  name  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  (Earl  Stanhope),  who, 
if  ever  your  Lordships  were  mistaken 
on  any  point  of  history,  would  set  yoa 
right.  There  are  writers  both  of  prose 
and  poetry,  including  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  HouSiton)  and  another 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Lytton),  than  whom 
no  Enelish  writer  can  be  more  distin- 
guished. There  are  twelve  or  fifteen 
Peers,  who  possess  immense  property  in 
this  metropolis,  and  who  can  assist  us  in 
disouaaions  on  property,  and  who  an 
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oonversant  vitli  the  wants  of  the  middle 
and  lover  clasBee.  There  are  eminent 
lawyers,  and  a  great  number  of  magis- 
tratea  aconstomed  to  judicial  decisions, 
many  of  them  bein^f  chalrmea  of  quarter 
MfisionB.  Now,  if  your  Lordships  con- 
sider this  catal(^e  of  Peers  with  va- 
rious  qualifications,  is  it  possible  to 
suppose  that  a  legislattve  Assembly 
can  be  more  complete  in  its  oonetmc- 
tjon  than  the  House  of  Lords  is  F 
!nuB  Assembly,  as  I  understand  it,  has 
existed  for  about  three  centuries,  and 
I  am  not  aware  that  at  any  period  it 
has  done  anything  to  derogate  fiom  its 
character  end  dignity.  It  is  not  for 
a  Uember  of  the  House  to  say  much 
on  the  subject ;  but  during  the  last  few 
days  or  weeks  your  Lordships  —  ac- 
cording to  the  opinions  of  the  public 
Press,  and  of  pnbUc  opinion  everywhere 
expressed — hare  most  creditably  in  the 
eyes  of  the  country  maintained  your 
powers  of  debate  and  your  general  capa- 
c^  in  considering  important  subjects. 
Wofl,  that  being  the  case,  I  ask  your 
Lordships  whether  you  think  there  is 
any  necessity  ibr  altering  one  of  the 
fundamental  rules  of  our  Constitution — 
namely,  that  peerages  should  be  here- 
ditary. I  Tentnre  to  think  there  is  not. 
"When  I  consider  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Earl  himself,  that  such  a  measure 
as  he  has  proposed  is  necessaiy  in  order 
to  popularize  this  Assembly,  I  feel  com- 
pelled to  differ  from  bini  altogether, 
Wb  have  had  what  may  be  considered 
the  test  of  the  opinion  of  the  people 
transmitted  to  us  recently  by  a  Qentle- 
man  supposed  to  represent  the  more 
popular  opinions  of  the  day,  and  one  at 
the  same  bme  representing  Her  Mmef^~'* 
Goremment.  That  right  hon.  Gei 
man  has  publicly  declared  that  this  Bill 
is  bnt  a  childish  tinkering  of  lenslation. 
It  Is  no  less  a  person  than  Mr.  Bright,  a 
distingoished  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment,  who  has  expressed  himself 
thus.  Now,  I  want  to  know  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Ooremment  generally 
agree  with  Mr.  Bright  on  this  point? 
At  all  events,  so  far  as  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Eerl  goes  as  to  the  necessi^ 
ef  such  a  Bill  m  order  to  make  this 
Assembly  more  popular,  I  think  the 
evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
question  is  worthy  of  consideration,  for 
he  is  supposed  to  know  pretty  well  what 
the  popular  opinion  is,  and  it  would  '' 
hardly  fiur  to  make  ^s  an  exception, 
and  to  assert  that  he  cannot  answer  for 
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popular  opinion  on  Uiis  subject.  The 
noble  Earl's  second  reason  for  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  was  that  it  would  give 
an  opportunity  to  men  of  eminence  and 
abihty,  but  without  fortune,  to  enter  this 
House.  Now,  he  has  not  given  any 
es  to  prove  that  any  eminent  men 
who  would  have  done  good  service 
'd  this  Assembly  have  refused  peer- 
ygea  on  account  of  their  being  here- 
ditary. It  would  be  hardly  becoming  to 
mention  the  names  of  living  persons ; 
but  I  may  mention  two  vety  eminent 
men  who  declined  ent«ring  this  House 
because  they  had  no  children;  and  I 
have  always  thought  it  one  of  the  noblest 
feelings  of  human  nature,  that  a  man 
should  not  be  ambitious  of  a  seat  in 
your  Lordships'  House,  from  any  selfish 
vanity,  but  in  order  that  be  might  trans- 
mit the  honour  to  his  descendants.  Your 
Lordships  will  probably  recollect  the 
very  touching  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Burke  to  Mr.  Pitt,  when,  being  offered 
a  peerage,  he  said  that  ambition  and 
life  had  lost  all  interest  in  his  heart 
since  the  death  of  his  only  son.  On  that 
^ound,  he  refused  a  peerage ;  and  Lord 
Eingsdown — whose  death  has  been  so 
great  a  loss  to  this  House — to  my  know- 
ledge, more  than  once  reAised  to  accept 
a  peerage — although  he  was  so  eminent 
in  his  profession,  and  was  so  calculated 
to  confer  honour  on  the  House — because 
he  had  no  &mily.  It  is  true  that,  ulti- 
mately, he  felt  it  his  duty  to  accept  it. 
It  is  supposed  that  there  are  men  who 
would  accept  life  peerages ;  but  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  any  such  men  as 

Siur  Lordships  would  wish  to  enter  this 
ouse  would  do  so.  Of  course,  there 
are  persons  ready  to  accCTit  anything 
that  IS  offered  them  ;  but  these  are  not 
the  men  whose  admusion  the  noble  Earl 
contemplates.  It  appears  to  me  that 
they  would  stand  in  such  a  talse  position 
that  no  men,  with  the  usual  amount  of 
pride  and  self-respect  would  accept  these 
peerages.  They  would  not  be  your  Lord- 
ships' Peers,  according  to  the  true  sense 
of  the  expression,  because  they  would  not 
be  your  equals  in  respect  of  privileges. 
They  would  not  transmit  the  title  to 
their  descendants ;  and  they  would, 
therefore,  be  on  a  different  and  lower 
footing  &om  the  rest  of  the  House.  They 
would  not  be  nobles,  because  the  very 
essence  of  nobility  is  the  succession  of 
the  title  to  posterity.  They  would  thus 
be  in  a  false  position,  to  say  nothing  of 
the  equivocal  position  of  their  fam£es. 
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both  Bons  and  dai^hters.  I  do  not  think, 
therefore,  the  noUe  Earl  ^ould  eaeil; 

get  such  recruits  as  he  Irishes,  and  such 
as  your  Lordships  would  like  to  see 
added  to  this  Aeaembly.  If,  however, 
such  recruits  coiUd  bo  got,  observe  the 
political  power  which  would  be  given  to 
a  Prime  Minister.  I  have  seen  in  the 
public  prints  a  suggestion  that  a  man 
with  such  a  philosophic  mind  as  the  late 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Mill) 
might  veryproperlybe  made  a  life  Peer, 
if  such  a  measure  as  the  present  were 
passed.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  that  was 
a  good  illustration  of  the  advantage  sup- 
posed to  be  derived  from  this  measure ; 


Mill  a  life  Peer  under  this  Bill,  he  woiild 
certainly  not  have  popularized  this 
House  by  admitting  a  man  who  had  just 
failed  in  an  attempt  to  get  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  popular  election. 
Life  peerages  would  present  a  tempta- 
tion to  a  Minister,  much  more  than  is 
the  case  with  hereditary  peerages,  to 
create  Peers  in  order  to  gain  political 
strength ;  and,  if  they  were  courted,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Minister  would 
every  year  have  before  him  a  list  of  can- 
didates for  that  distinction.  Thus,  if 
the  noble  Earl's  expectations  be  correct, 
there  would  be  great  objection  in  a  po- 
litical point  of  view.  Mr.  Bright  has 
spoken  of  the  Bill  in  terms  of  the  utmost 
contempt ;  and  whether  or  not  he  is 
right  in  thinking  this  Bill  would  give 
no  satisfaction  tq  the  middle  and  lower 
classes,  it  is  my  belief  that  persons  who 
accepted  those  peerages  would  find  them 
attended  with  such  inconveniences  that 
they  would  regret  having  done  so.  At 
all  events,  I  think  that  it  has  not  been 
proved  that  this  change  in  our  ancient 
Constitution  is  necessary  or  expedient ; 
and,  in  the  absence  of  such  proof,  I 
protest  against  a  change  in  our  Con- 
fititution,  which  has  been  in  successful 
operation  for  more  than  three  centu- 
ries. For  these  reasons  it  is  that  I 
move  tiat  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
this  day  three  months. 

Amendment  jBowi  to  leave  ont  ("now") 
and  insert  ("  this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  £arl  of  Mtdmegbury.) 

Lord  LTVEDEN  said,  he  could  not 
for  a  moment  conceive  that  the  creation 
of  life  peerages  would  so  completely  alter 
the  constitution  of  the  House  as  seemed 
to  be  supposed.  He  agreed  with  the 
Th  Earl  of  MalmMbury 


noble  Earl  that  this  House  contained 
many  valuable  Members,  men  both  of 
intelligence  and  wealth,  nor  did  he  think 
it  was  advisable  to  attempt  to  give  it 
more  of  a  representative  character.  This 
Bill  would  certainly  have  no  such  effect, 
for  naval  and  military  men  were  not 
generally  conversant  with  the  feelings 
of  the  people,  nor  did  the  legal  profes- 
sion induce  men  to  acquire  that  know- 
ledge, while  diplomatists  were  accus- 
tomed to  move  in  an  altogether  different 
sphere.  He  approved  the  Bill,  however, 
not  as  being  likely  to  add  to  the  strength 
or  reputation  of  the  House,  but  on  the 
ground  of  convenience.  What  was  it 
that  it  was  proposed  to  do  ?  A  seat  in 
their  liordahipr  House  was  considered 
to  be  the  greatest  honour  that  a  man 
could  arrive  at ;  but  at  present  this 
honour  could  not  be  bestowed  upon 
military  men,  who  had  attained  to  great 
distinctioa  in  the  military  profession,  un- 
less the  country  provided  a  fortune  for 
the  Peer  and  his  two  successors  to  maiu' 
tain  the  dignity.  This  was  virtually 
creating  pensionary  Peers,  and  was  ex- 
tremely objectionable,  for  it  resulted  in 
a  pauper  peerage,  and  the  third  succeed- 
ing Peer,  being  excluded  from  the  pro- 
fession of  the  Bar  and  from  commerce, 
the  two  most  honourable  and  easy  means 
of  making  a  fortune,  had  no  fortune 
adequate  to  the  dignity  of  the  peerage, 
and  was,  therefore,  reduced  to  a  mercen- 
ary marriage,  or  to  some  other  mode  of 
aebieving  a  fortune  which  was  not  credit- 
able. It  was  very  unfortunate  that  men 
should  be  placed  in  a  position  in  which 
they  could  not  sustain  the  honour  that 
they  had  attained.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  creation  of  military  peerages 
would  increase  the  reputation  of  their 
Lordships'  House  ;  but  he  thought  that 
there  should  be  facilities  for  conferring 
that  honour.  The  recent  debates,  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  remarked,  had  immensely 
added  to  the  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
House,  owing  to  the  spirited  and  intelli- 
gent manner  in  which  th^  had  been 
conducted,  and  to  the  independence  which 
their  Lordships  Lad  shown,  the  right 
rev.  Bench  having  shown  that  it  included 
some  of  the  first  orators  in  the  country. 
As  to  the  legal  profession,  that  stood, 
in  reference  to  peerages,  almost  in  the 
same  position  as  the  military  profession. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  uie  best  way 
would  be  for  the  Legislature  to  make 
«x  o^cio  legal  peerages,  and  confer  such 
peerages,  for  instance,  on  the  Chief  Jua> 
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tices  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland, 
the  Master  of  the  Kolla,  and  other  men 
eminent  in  their  profession.  This  would 
add  to  the  legal  strength  of  the  House, 
and  would  be  a  stimulus  to  the  Bar, 
while  the  peerages  being  &r  officio,  there 
could  be  no  inferiority  attached  to  them. 
For  the  sake  of  convenience  only,  and 
not  from  any  representative  view  or  for 
the  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
should  vote  for  the  Bill.  Shorn  aa  it 
was  of  its  fair  proportions,  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  worth  while  to  per- 
severe with  the  Bill,  and  he  much  re- 
gretted the  decision  of  the  House  in  the 
Weusleydale  case.  The  limitation  of  the 
life  peerages  to  two  in  a  year  would 
lead  to  a  canvass  and  to  pressure  being 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Government 
whenever  there  waa  one  left  open.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  the  noole  Earl 
that  there  would  not  be  much  eagerness 
in  accepting  those  peerages.  Still,  there 
might  be  men  who  dishked  undergoing 
contest  for  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  who  would  be  useful  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature.  He  remembered 
being  told  by  a  most  eminent  man,  the 
late  Sir  Chftrles  Metcalfe,  on  coming 
home  from  India,  that  he  had  every 
qualification  for  a  seat  in  Parliament, 
his  political  views  being  of  the  most 
extreme  kind,  as  they  were  then — twenty 
years  ag^o — considered.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  Ballot  and  household  suffrage,  and 
he  had  introduced  a  free  Press  in  India, 
and  had  done  other  things  which  every- 
body else  shrank  from,  but  somehow  he 
could  not  face  a  hustings  mob.  and  was 
thus  disqualified  for  a  seat  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  No  man  could  have  been 
more  fitted  for  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
luckily,  having  no  children,  he  was  able 
to  accept  an  hereditary  peerage,  but  had 
he  bad  a  family  he  could  not  have  done 
BO.  In  a  few  cises  of  this  kind  the  Bill 
would  prove  beneficial ;  but  the  annual 
creations  having  been  reduced  to  two, 
he  feared  it  would  be  of  very  httle  use, 

E\KL  STANHOPE  said,  that  having 
lately  addressed  their  Lordships  upon 
this  Bill,  he  would  trouble  them  with 
only  a  few  words  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  still  retained  the  opinion  that 
he  expressed  when  the  Bill  was  first  in- 
troduced ;  and  he  thought  that  with  the 
limitations  that  the  Bill  had  now  re- 
ceived, it  was  worthy  of  their  Lordships' 
support.  Kis  noble  Friend  who  had 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  (the 
J^l  of   Malmesbury)  had  laid  great 
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stress  upon  the  fact  that  "Ox.  Bright  had 
spoken  very  unfavourably  of  it.  He, 
however,  conceived  that  this  was  not  an 
argument  which  should  have  weight  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  In  the  first  place, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  tact  that  Mr. 
Bright  was  opposed  to  the  measure  would 
be  a  sufficient  argument  to  induce  their 
Lordships  to  persevere  no  further  with 
it,  for  he  feared  it  often  happened  that 
they  contemned  that  which  Mr.  Bright 
honoured  and  honoured  that  which  Mr. 
Bright  contemned-  But  further  still,  if, 
as  some  Members  of  this  House  seemed 
to  believe,  Mr.  Bright  were  in  truth  un- 
friendly to  the  hereditary  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  he  would  of  course  dislike 
and  gainsay  those  very  measures  by 
which  the  stability  of  that  branch  would 
be  best  promoted.  As  to  this  being  an  ex- 
periment, he  maintained  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  right  rev.  Bench  were,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  life  Peers.  It 
was  true  that  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby),  in  his  speech  on  going  into 
Committee,  while  approving  generally 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  contended  that 
Bishops  were  not  life  Peers,  because  their 
peerages  depended  upon  nominal  ba- 
ronies, but  uis  was  merely  a  technical 
distinction.  The  question  was  not  by 
what  tenure  a  Member  of  the  House 
sat,  but  whether  on  his  death  his  dignity 
and  seat  descended  to  his  heir,  and  if 
this  was  not  the  case  it  was,  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes,  a  life  peerage.  The  ex- 
ample, therefore,  of  the  right  rev.  Bench 
fiumshed  a  precedent  for  this  proposal, 
and  its  very  narrowness  ought  to  com- 
mend it  to  their  Ijordships,  since  they 
would  run  no  danger  of  being  led  on  fur- 
ther than  they  wished.  It  would  open 
the  doors  of  the  House  to  eminent 
men  of  the  legal  profession,  and  others 
who  were  highly  qualified  in  every  re- 
spect, but  were  not  possessed  of  a  sufB* 
cient  fortune  to  enable  them  to  accept 
hereditary  peerages.  Their  Lordships 
were  acquainted  with  the  case  of  a  most 
eminent  and  distinguished  ornament  of 
the  House  —  he  meant  the  first  Lord 
Deiunan — who,  for  a  long  time,  refused 
a  peerage  because  his  fortune  was  not, 
in  bis  judgment,  adequate  at  that  time 
to  the  support  of  hereditary  rank,  and 
there  were  other  cases  in  which  life 
peerages  might  be  useful.  There  had 
recenUy  been  a  discussion  whether  the 
Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  should  re- 
tain their  seats  in  this  House  after  the 
passing  of  the  Disestabliahment  Bill, 
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Now,  liad  the  principle  of  life  peerages 
been  in  operation,  the  Grown  might  have 
conferred  that  honour  on  the  two  Arch- 
bishops of  the  Irish  Church,  whereas, 
under  present  circumstanceB,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  for  Prelates  of  a  disostab- 
lisbed  Ohurcli  to  retain  their  seats  was 
repagnant  to  the  principle  of  disestab- 
lishment as  admitted  07  the  eecond 
reading.  He  said  this  with  regret,  in 
the  presence  of  one  of  those  most  rev. 
Prelates,  and  with  the  sincerest  wish  that 
by  Buch  a  system  as  that  of  life  Feere, 
be  might  continue  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
House;  but,  that  a  Prelate  of  a  Free 
Church  should  have  a  seat  in  this  House, 
oould  not  bo  defended  on  any  principle 
known  to  the  present  Constitution.  This 
question  was  determined  the  other  night 
without  any  divieion  being  taken ;  but, 
if  a  diviaion  had  been  called,  be  fjiould 
have  been  compelled,  with  whaterer  re- 
gret, to  vote  against  the  oontinuance  of 
the  Irish  Prelates  in  Parliament,  after 
the  passing  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill. 
He  Knew,  too,  that  several  Peers  on  his 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  took 
the  same  view.  The  Wensleydale  case 
was  the  first  question  to  which  his  at- 
tention was  directed  on  becoming  a  Uem- 
ber  of  this  House,  and  he  tliought  then, 
as  now,  that  an  unlimited  power  of  cre- 
ating hfe  Peers  would  be  fatal  to  the 
independence  of  the  House ;  but  when 
the  annual  creations  were  restricted  to 
two,  and  when  the  Government  would 
be  by  the  terms  of  the  Preamble  held 
reaponsible  for  the  selection  of  quali- 
fied persons,  he  oould  see  no  ground  for 
apprehension,  and  he  should,  therefore, 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  After  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Stgjihope)  in 
so  much  of  which  I  agree,  I  should  not 
have  risen  if  I  had  thought  there  was 
much  question  at  this  sti^  of  the  Bill 
of  discussing  its  merits  and  demerits, 
for  it  appears  to  me  we  are  beyond  that. 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  KuBsell),  not  merely  on  account  of 
personal  and  political  ties,  but  because  I 
think  he  has  been  treated  on  this  subject 
in  a  manner  which  he  had  no  reason  to 
expect.  There  was  a  debate  on  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  which  is  not  usual, 
and  there  was  another  debate  on  the 
second  reading.  On  the  latter  of  these  oc- 
casions the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Malmesbiuy) 
was  consistent,  for  he  objected  to  the  Bill, 
bat  otherwise  there  was  a  general  oon- 
ourrenoe  of  opinim  in  its  favour.     £LonI 


Dsmiix :  No  !]  It  was  shown  by  &m 
vote  in  its  favour.  With  regard  to  the 
speeches  made,  the  noble  Marquees  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  said  he  regarded 
the  Bill  as  sotmd  in  principle  [the  Har- 
quess  of  Sausbttry  :  Hear,  hear !]  ;  and 
though  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Cairns)  gave  a  much  less  cordial 
support  to  it,  he  said  it  depended  en- 
tirely on  its  details.  What  happened 
when  we  got  into  Committee?  For- 
midable Amendments  were  proposed  on 
different  sides,  but  after  a  long  disous- 
we  came  to  a  unanimous  compro- 
mise. Since  then  nothing  has  occurred 
that  I  know  of  which  should  induce 
your  Lordships  to  form  a  different 
opinion  respecting  the  Bill,  and  I 
cannot  therefore  understand  why  we 
are  now  asked  to  reject  it  altogether. 
Allusion  has  been  made  to  what  Mr. 
Bright  said  in  a  letter  which,  I  think, 
has  received  quite  sufficient  coneaderation 
in  this  House.  I  have  great  regard  for 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Bright,  bo^  as  a 
CoUeague  and  as  a  friend ;  but  I  earnestly 
protest  against  that  sort  of  omnipotenoo 
being  given  to  Mr.  Bright  that  if  he 
chooses  to  make  a  joke,  whether  your 
Lordships  think  it  good  or  bad,  on  any 
of  your  proceedings,  you  are  immedi- 
ately to  be  diverted  ham  a  course  whioh 
you  originally  thought  it  wise  and  expe- 
dient to  take.  Then  it  has  been  said 
— "  But  Mr.  Bright  is  a  Member  of  the 
Government,"  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  if 
this  Bill  diould  go  down  to  the  other 
House,  Mr.  Bright  would  certainly  voie 
for  it.  I  stated  from  the  first  that  Hda 
was  not  a  Government  measure,  my 
noble  Friend  having  introduced  it  as 
an  independent  Peer,  in  order  to  diveat 
it  of  any  party  bearing.  The  Govern- 
ment have  given  it  here  the  some  sap- 
port  which  it  will  receive  from  them  if 
it  goes  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  are  the 
grounds  on  which  your  Lordships  are 
asked  to  come  to  a  decision  exactly  con- 
trary to  that  at  which  you  arrived  on 
the  last  stage  of  the  Bill,  when  yoa 
unanimously  agreed  to  a  compromise. 

Lord  CAIB^S  :  The  remarks  of  tlie 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  coU  for  a 
few  observations  from  me.  This  Bill 
was  introduced  into  the  House  a  very 
long  time  ago — I  think  before  Easter — 
having  r^srd  to  the  length  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Session  ;  and  at  that  time  tlia 
attendance  in  your  Lordships'  Hoom 
was  by  no  means  so  large  as  it  hoe  since 
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become.  The  object  of  it  was  yery 
Borel,  for  eince  the  decision  in  the 
'Wenalej'dale  cose  this  quesdan  bad  en- 
tirely Numbered,  and  in  that  caee  tbe 
point  was  irhethor  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  had  been  rightly  exercised  or 
not,  and  not  whether  an  alteration  of 
the  law  should  be  made  enlai^iing  the 
power  of  the  Crown  for  the  creation  of 
life  PeerB.  Under  these  circumetancea, 
it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  the  opinions  of 
your  Lordfihips  were  Tory  much  nn- 
fcmned  on  the  subject,  and  that  toit 
little  debate  aroee.  On  the  seoond  read- 
ing, which,  I  think,  was  immediately 
sner  Easter,  I  remarked  that  the  Bill 
might,  under  certain  circumstances,  have 
some  advantagee,  that  it  depended  very 
much  on  the  detfdla,  and,  although  I 
should  think  it  my  duty  to  propose  some 
Amendments,  I  reBervod  to  those  around 
me — who,  I  believe,  were  very  few  at 
the  time — perfect  liberty  to  take  such  a 
course  as  they  might  think  fit  on  the 
third  reading.  I  have  never  concealed 
my  sentiments  on  this  Bill;  but  I  am 
not  going  into  the  matter  over  again. 
It  appeared  to  me,  in  the  first  jOace, 
that  tbe  Bill  had  this  about  it — that  yon 
would  by  it  be  creating  an  inequiUity 
that  is  at  present  ui^own  in  this 
House ;  for  I  do  not  admit  that  tbe  posi- 
tion of  the  right  rev.  Bench  is  at  all 
analogous  to  the  present  proposition. 
They  hold  their  seats  by  virtue  of  their 
offlees,  and  their  successors  in  office  ate 
their  eocoeesors  in  the  Peer^e.  Then 
the  next  objection  is  this — that  it  being 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  we  must  limit 
the  Bill  in  some  way,  it  was  agreed  that 
there  should  be  provided  an  annual 
limit  to  the  number  of  Peers  created, 
and  the  question  became  one  of  degree. 
In  the  case  of  hereditary  Peers,  we  all 
understand  that  there  are  at  all  times  a 
certain  number  of  applications  to  the 
Minister  for  the  favour  of  the  Crown. 
The  Minister  may,  however,  say — "I 
am  not  going  to  recommend  the  creation 
of  any  Peers  at  present,"  and  that  is  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  application ;  but 
when  you  say  that  the  Minister  shall 
have  power  to  recommend  the  creation 
of  two  life  Peers  in  any  year,  they  be- 
come much  more  like  offices  than  any- 
thing else.  The  inevitable  consequMice 
is  that  preeeuro  would  be  put  on  the 
Minister  every  year  to  go  np  to  the 
maximum,  and  if  towaids  the  end  of  the 
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year  two  Peers  had  not  been  made  there 
would  be  applications  to  which  he  would 
be  obliged  to  accede,  for  he  would  other- 
wise have  to  tell  them  the  reason  why 
be  did  not  recommend  them.  If  some 
iaithful  adherent  requests  the  favour  of 
tbe  Crown,  a  Minister  cannot  s^ — "  I 
have  great  reqiect  for  you,  but  I  must 
tell  you  that  you  are  not  the  sort  of  per- 
son these  life  peerages  were  intended 
for.  They  wero  intended  for  men  like 
Dr.  Jenner,  or  Bir  Joshua  Beynolds,  or 
Watt,  and  you  therefore  cannot  have 
this  life  peerage."  The  consequence 
will  be  that,  there  being  two  vacancies 
to  be  filled  up,  filled  up  they  will  be, 
whether  the  persons  promoted  are  those 
who  rise  to  the  standard  of  the  noble 
Earl  or  not.  My  third  objection  was, 
that  though,  in  some  possible  cases,  there 
might  be  benefit  &om  the  Bill,  it  is  ex- 
tremely small,  and  for  tbe  purpose  of 
obtaining  that  small  benefit  you  are 
opening  up  the  constitution  of  t^s 
House,  and  aendi^  it  down  for  discus- 
sion in  the  other  House.  I  should  not 
shrink  ftom  that  danger  if  there  were 
any  great  benefit  to  be  obtained  ;  but  it 
is  by  no  means  desirable  to  run  that 
great  risk  for  the  smallest  possible 
amount  of  benefit.  The  only  benefit 
suggested  is  that  there  might  be  some 
persons— for  it  has  never  been  proved 
that  there  would  be — who  would  be  very 
desirable  Members  of  this  House,  but 
who  might  be  unwilling  to  accept  an 
hereditary  peerage.  These  are  the  views 
I  have  always  entertained;  but  even 
with  these  views,  unfavourable  to  tbe 
Bill,  I  should  not,  on  the  third  reading, 
e^tedaUy  after  what  was  done  in  Com." 
mittee,  have  thought  of  voting  against 
the  Bill  but  for  what  has  nappened 
since.  I  do  not  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
has  not  pressed  the  Bill  in  every  way  in 
his  power ;  but  the  third  reading  is  not 
fixed  till  very  nearly  tbe  middle  oiC  July, 
the  House  of  Commons  is  veiy  much 
occupied,  and  will  probably  be  still 
more  occupied  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session.  If  it  goes  down  it  cannot  be 
considered  there  until  just  tbe  close  of 
the  Session,  and  if  alterations  are  made, 
those  alterations,  it  is  not  unlikely,  will 
be  questions  of  great  interest  to  your 
Lordships,  but  they  will  come  back  for 
re-conaideration  at  a  time  when  tbe  at- 
tendance bere  cannot  possibly  represent 
the  feelings  or  sentiments  of  the  House, 
That  is  very  imdeaiTable.    If  our  bust- 
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neas  v^re  bo  arranged  that  the  BOt 
could  go  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
for  'eoiiBideratioE  at  the  beginning  of 
next  SesBion,  and  could  come  back  to  us 
early  in  the  Session,  it  would  be  a  dif- 
ferent thing.  Another  circumstance 
which  has  changed  the  position  of  the 
question  is  this — It  was  understood  at 
an  early  stage  of  the  Bill  that  the  Go- 
Temment,  though  it  was  not  their  Bill, 
thought  great  advantage  would  result 
from  it  and  would  be  prepared  to  recom- 
mend it  elsewhere  with  the  whole  united 
force  of  the  GoTomment.  Upon  the 
Eeport,  however,  the  noble  Duie  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Ai^U)  pointed  out 
the  great  dangers  and  difficulties  of 
legislation  of  this  kind  in  a  very  able 
way,  and  though  he  did  not  annoimce 
his  intention  of  opposing  it,  he  took  eate 
to  say  everything  which  a  verypowerfiil 
speaker  could  say  against  it.  He  im- 
pugned the  reasons  on  which  many 
Members  of  the  Rouse  had  supported  it, 
and  argued  that  if  it  was  to  be  supported 
at  all  it  must  be  on  the  very  narrowest 
grounds — grounds  which  hardly  war- 
ranted supporting  it  in  any  degree. 
With  regwd  to  Mr.  Bright's  opinion,  I 
do  not  wish  to  say  anj^ning  invidious ; 
it  is  sufficient  to  know  that  a  Member  of 
the  Government  has  described  it  as  a 
childish  piece  of  tinkering.  These  two 
circumstances  show  that  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible that  it  can  be  commended  to 
the  other  House  by  the  united  support 
and  approbation  of  the  Government,  for 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  Members  of 
the  other  House  to  contrast  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  two  Members  of  ttie  Govern- 
ment. Tinder  these  circumstances,  we 
should  be  doing  a  dangerous  and  unwise 
thing,  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  to 
send  it  down  to  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and  for  these  reasons,  and  these  alone, 
I  shall  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Eajl  RUSSELL :  I  have,  at  previous 
stages  of  the  BUI,  explained  my  objects 
in  bringing  it  forwMd,  and  answered 
the  objections  which  were  taken  to  it. 
It  is,  therefore,  unnecessary  for  me  to 
travfd  over  that  ground.  With  regard 
to  raising  the  reputation  of  this  House, 
I  never  pretended  that  this  House  re- 
quired anything  of  the  kind,  and  after 
the  debates  which  we  have  lately  heard 
this  would  be  about  the  worst  moment 
for  questioning  its  capacity  or  character 
in  canying  on  legislative  business.  There 
Lord  Caimt 
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,  however,  persons  who  fi^3m  time  to 
time  would  be  very  considerable  orna- 
ments to  this  House,  and  not  only  so, 
but  would  be  very  useful  in  the  discus- 
sion of  certain  questions,  some  of  whom 
might  not  happen  to  have  sufficient 
means  to  enable  them  to  accept  the 
burden  of  an  hereditary  peerage.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbu^) 
says  such  persons  would  re^e  life 
peerages ;  but  I  do  not  see  why  this 
should  be  the  case.  The  noble  Earl 
mentioned  the  late  Lord  Elingsdown, 
who  was  a  great  ornament  to  this  House 
and  whose  presence  there  was  very  use- 
ful, but  who  for  some  time  refused  a 
peerage,  and  if  he  had  had  any  family 
would  probably  have  persisted  in  that 
refusal.  I  do  not  see  why  the  peer- 
age should  be  confined  to  those  who 
have  large  means,  and  to  those  who 
have  neither  large  means  nor  large 
&milies.  A  man  of  great  merit  and 
great  ability  may  happen  to  have  a 
small  fortune  and  a  lai^  fiuuily  of 
children.  I  do  not  pretend  that  &ore 
would  be  any  considerable  advant^e 
in  making  this  change  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  tms  House ;  but  there  are  ob- 
viously eases  in  which  it  would  prove 
very  useful,  and  some  of  those  who  ob- 
ject to  this  Bill  do  so  because  they  wish 
for  a  much  lai^r  change.  The  Wens- 
leydale  case  baa  been  alluded  to,  and 
I  must  say  that  the  resolution  which  the 
House  then  adopted  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary one.  It  appears  to  me  entirely 
arbitrary,  and  to  have  been  dictated  by 
the  spirit  of  party.  A  similar  attack  os 
the  Prerogative  <rf  the  Crown  was  made 
shortly  after  the  Union  with  Scotland, 
for  it  was  contended  that  no  Scotch  Peer 
could  be  created  an  English  Peer.  That 
Resolution,  however,  was  ultimately  re- 
versed. I  hope  that,  after  the  fiiU  con- 
sideration the  Bill  has  received,  your 
Lordships  will  not  reject  it  at  this  last 
stcu^e. 

Lord  PENMAN  said,  the  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  the  Bill  (Earl  Russell) 
had  been  compelled  to  produce  the  Abys* 
sinian  Papers  by  a  majority  of  only  1 ; 
and  if  there  had  been  one  soldier  life 
Peer  in  the  House  the  Motion  would 
have  been  defeated.  It  had  been  stated 
that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  the 
House  if  certain  Judges  were  to  sit  w 
o^eio.  He  knew  no  learned  Judge  who 
would  wish  to  sit  in  that  way.  There 
was  a  great  dearth  of  Law  Lords  in 
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the  House,  in  1856,  wben  the  queBlion 
of  life  peerages  woe  brought  forward, 
but  now  tJiere  were  a  rreat  number  of 
Law  Lords.  The  soble  Earl  (Earl 
BuBsell)  had  spoken  of  Hall  am  and 
other  eminent  persons,  moat  of  whom 
were  baehelora,  and  who  probably  would 
hare  declined  the  honour  of  a  life  peer- 
age ;  and  as  for  Mr.  Watt,  he  wa^  so 
interested  in  the  researches  which  he 
followed  that  he  would  not  be  liiely  to 

five  up  his  time  to  political  diecussioas. 
t  was  said  by  Mr.  Drummond  that  if 
he  were  for  any  reform,  it  would  have 
been  for  reforming  that  House,  and  he 
referred  to  the  authority  of  Sir  William 
Temple.  He  had  looked  into  Sir  William 
Temple's  works,  and  he  seemed  to  have 
wished  to  diminish  the  number  of  their 
Xiordships'  House,  instead  of  increasing 
it.  Sir  William  Temple  appeared  to 
think  that  no  Duke  should  have  less 
than  £8,000,  no  Marquess  less  than 
£7.000,  no  Earl  less  than  £5,000,  no 
Baron  less  than  £4,000,  entailed  on  his 
family.  In  1818,the  subject  of  diminish- 
ing the  Peerage  was  brought  forward 
with  the  assent  of  the  Sovereign ;  but 
an  ancestor  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
now  spoken  in  favour  of  life  peerages 
said  that  it  was  bo  distasteful  that  it  was 
put  off  for  a  year.  Perhaps  the  best 
course,  under  present  circumstances, 
■would  be  if  this  Bill  were  postponed 
for  twelve  months. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ? — Their  Lordships 
divided :  —  Contents  76 ;  Not-Contents 
106:  Majority  30. 
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BANKRUPTCY  BILL— (No.  Ifll) 

(7^  Lord  Chemeeikr.) 

BEOOND      BBADIHO. 

Order  of  the   Day  far  the    Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR 
bringing  this  Bill  before  the  attention 
of  your  Lordships,  I  fed,  in  the  first 
place,  that  a  few  'words  are  due  &om  me 
m  explanation  of  the  t&frt  that  the  mea- 
sure comes  to  ub  from  the  other  House. 
It  was  the  desire  of  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships, partiGularly  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Frieud  on  the  left  (Lord  Caims), 
that  the  Bill  should  hare  been  first  in- 
troduced into  this  House  early  in  the 
Session  instead  of  into  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but,  my  Lords,  the  motive 
which  influenced  me  to  adt^t  the  course 
puirsued  has  been  justified  by  the  re- 
sult. This  Bill  pre-eminently  oonoems 
the  interests  of  trade  and  commerce  ; 
and  not  only  hare  we  Gentlemen  in  the 
House  of  Commons  eminently  qualified 
to  consider  the  subject  in  those  interests, 
but  we  have  also  in  that  House  a  num- 
ber of  Gentlemen,  members  of  the  Bar 
and  solicitors  in  practice,  competent  to 
form  an  opinion  on  the  details  of  the 
Bill  as  affecting  a  mercantile  ooir 

nity,  and  also  upon  its  principles.  I 

my  Lords,  that  no  apology  was  needed 
for  having  brought  the  subject  of  bank- 
ruptcy under  the  notice  of  Parhament 
this  Session,  because  for  several  years 
past  Bills  have  been  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  the  law,  and  I  am 
thus  very  far  from  claimiag  any  special 
credit  for  the  particular  Bill  now  before 
us — upon  which,  however,  I  have  cer- 
tainly bestowed  great  attention — because 


I  have  pn^ted  in  my  consideration  of 
the  subject  by  proceedings  in  reference 
to  the  Bills,  first  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Eoundell  Pahner)  in  1866, 
then  of  Sir  John  Rolt  in  1867,  and  then 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
sits  on  my  left  (Lord  Caims)  in  1868. 
I,  therefore,  claim  no  credit  whatever 
for  proposing  any  new  scheme  or  eye- 
tem.  AU I  do  claim  credit  for  is  having 
most  seriously  oonddered  all  the  informa- 
tion that  I  could  obtain  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  simply  endeavoured,  from  the 
various  documents  placed  before  me, 
aided  by  the  results  of  my  experience, 
to  prepare  such  a  Bill  as  might  prove 
gener^y  acceptable  to  that  part  of  the 
community  who  were  more  particularly 
interested.  Hitherto  the  Government 
has  been  successful  with  this  measure, 
for,  thanks  to  the  very  clear  statement 
of  the  Attorney  General,  it  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  first  moment  to  the  last 
with  considerable  favour,  and  I  believe 
none  of  its  important  proviaons  have 
been  veij  seriously  modified.  Aftor  all 
the  consideration  the  subject  of  bank- 
ruptcy has  received  I  shall  not  weary 
your  Lordships  by  any  historical  disqui- 
sition upon  it,  but  will  rapidly  review 
the  course  of  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy 
since  the  year  1821,  when  the  law  was 
consolidated.  In  that  year  the  laws  re- 
lating to  debtors  engaged  in  trade— and 
it  is  to  be  observed  that  a  distinotion 
was  drawn  between  traders  and  non- 
traders — were  consolidated.  Up  to  that 
period  they  were  scattered  over  a  va- 
riety of  statutes  and  books  of  practice, 
but  were,  as  I  have  said,  consolidat«d 
at  that  time.  That  Bill  worked  well, 
and  without  any  very  great  dissatisfac- 
tion being  expressed,  up  till  the  year 
1831  ;  but  at  mat  period  dissatisfaction 
was  espreseed  at  the  constitution  of  the 
tribnnu  invested  with  the  power  of  de- 
ciding questioos  in  bankruptcy.  I  re- 
fer to  the  Commissioners  in  Bankruptcy, 
who  fulfilled  various  functions,  including 
that  of  being  Judges.  This  system  was 
very  much  £slikMl,  and  it  was  further 
found  that  the  assignees  did  not  answer 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended as  well  as  was  desirable.  Ac- 
cordingly, in  the  year  1831,  a  Bill  was 
introduced  by  Lord  Brougham  to  estab- 
lish a  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and  to  in- 
troduce official  assignees,  in  whom  it 
was  thought  the  general  creditors  might 
have  more  reliance.    After  this,  thing! 
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went  on  till  the  year  1849,  when  a  oon* 
sidarable  change  took  place  with  refer- 
ence to  the  whole  Bankruptcy  Law.  A 
new  consolidation  of  the  laws  was  ef- 
fected, and  there  was  introduced  a  prin- 
ciple which,  at  that  time,  was  thought 
desirable,  namely,  the  principle  of  ginne 
seyeral  classes  of  certi£cat«a  by  whii£ 
the  Judge  could  regulate  his  punish- 
ments and  inflict  whatever  measure  of 
it  he  thought  proper.  After  this  had 
been  done  the  Bankruptcy  Acts  were 
found  to  work  so  unsatieifactorily  that,  in 
the  year  1854,  a  Koyal  ConunisBion  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  causes  of 
the  great  diminution  of  the  tiinds  of 
bankruptcy  used  for  the  payments  of  the 
Courts,  and  also  to  decide  what  should 
be  done  with  reference  to  the  of&cial 
aseignees  who  did  not  proye  so  great  a 
Buccesfl  as  was  anticipated.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  near  me  (Lord 
Chelmsford)  introduced  a  Bill,  in  1859, 
founded  upon  the  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mission, well  calculated  to  remedy  those 
defects;  but,  although  it  was  read  a 
second  time,  a  change  of  Ministry  pre- 
Tented  its  farther  progress.  After  this 
Lord  Westbury,  in  1861,  introduced  a 
Bin,  which  passed  and  brought  about 
many   beneficial  reforms,  but  brought 

It  was  beneficial,  in  the  first  place,  by 
abolishing  the  distinction  between  tra- 
ders and  non-tiaders.  but  was  defective 
in  another  point.  Lord  Westbury  was 
very  desirous  that  the  debtor  himself 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  dedaring, 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  that  he 
felt  himself  involved  in  difficulties,  was 
unable  to  meet  hie  engagements,  was 
desirous  of  making  an  immediate  aban- 
donment of  hie  property  in  £aTour  of 
his  creditors,  and  was  desirous  of  making 
application  for  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy, which,  up  till  that  time,  it  was 
not  competent  for  him  to  do.  But,  un- 
fortunately, though  well  conceived,  the 
plan  was  found  to  work  unfavourably 
to  the  creditor,  because  it  left  a  loophole 
for  &aud,  and  of  this  lean  speak  trom  per- 
sonal experience,  as  president  of  a  Court 
of  Appeal  in  cases  of  bankruptcy.  The 
&aua  was  committed  in  this  way — A 
debtor  was  allowed  to  obtain  the  concur- 
rence of  his  creditors  to  wind  up  his 
affairs  by  arrangement,  instead  of  by 
passing  through  the  Court ;  and  it  hap- 
pened that  if  he  were  indebted  on  Bills 
of  Ejtohange  he 
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out  of  his  account,  on  the  plea  that  he 
could  not  tell  who  possessed  them,  and 
the  holders  of  them  were  not  included 
among  his  creditors.  Then,  every  creditor 
voted,  and  &aud  was  frequent  by  the 
bankrupt  having  given  security  for,  say, 
£2,000  to  a  creditor  for  some  £3,000, 
in  order  that  he  might  go  to  the  meet- 
ing and  vote  in  the  debtor's  favour 
against  those  wholly  unsecured.  To 
meet  this  defect  in  the  law  Mr.  Moffatt, 
who  was  then  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  selected  particular  clauses 
to  deal  with  this  particular  difficulty, 
and  in  1B6I  he  carried  a  Bill  providing 
that  in  all  these  arrangement  deeds  the 
debtors  should  not  merely  state  the 
amount  of  debts,  but  should  give  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  creditors  and 
swear  to  the  truth  of  the  statement.  This 
was  conBidered  to  be  necessary,  because 
it  was  found  that  fictitious  debts  had 
been  manufactured  in  order  to  enable  a 
debtor  to  pass  through  the  court  and  to 
be  whitewashed  of  his  debts.  That  thi< 
species  of  &aud  did  take  place  I  can 
prove  by  reference  to  some  Eetums  that 
have  been  drawn  up,  which  show  the 
number  of  persons  who  availed  them- 
selves of  these  deeds  before  and  after 
the  gentleman  I  have  referred  to  took 
the  matter  in  hand,  and  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  of  1B61  was  passed.  From  the 
nth  October,  1867,  tothellthJanuary, 

1868,  there  were  no  less  than  2,010 
deeds  executed;  while  from  the  11th 
October,     1868,   to    the    11th  January, 

1869,  only  604  were  executed.  During 
the  first  of  these  periods,  again,  only  33 
per  cent  was  divided  among  the  credi- 
tors ;  while  during  the  latter  66  per  cent 
was  divided.  These  figures  show  the 
extent  of  the  fraud  which  was  formerly 
perpetrated  and  the  advantage  gained 
by  the  passing  of  the  measure.     I  now 

Sroceed  to  state  what  it  was  led  me  to 
evote  my  attention  to  the  preparation 
of  this  one  measure  in  preference  to 
other  measures  of  legal  reform.  I  found 
that  there  had  been  all  the  measures 
upon  this  subject  which  I  have  named, 
and  when  I  was  called  upon  to  take  a 
part  in  public  affairs,  on  the  9th  Decem- 
ber, there  was  only  an  interval  of  ten 
weeks  before  the  Session.  With  the 
details  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  to  be 
considered,  I  did  not  feel  it  possible 
ke  more  than  one  other 
subject,  and  therefore  I  gave  my  atten- 
tion to  this.    Consulting  the  opinion  of 
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men  engaged  in  business, 
by  the  (Cambers  of  Commerce,  and 
having  regard  to  the  several  Bills  which 
had  been  introduced,  I  found  one  thing 
which  accorded  with  my  own  experience 
pretty  clearly  established,  and  it  was 
that  there  was  a  strong  desire  that  cre- 
ditors should  be  left  more  to  the  man- 
agement of  their  own  affairs,  and  that 
the  object  of  the  Court  should  be,  first, 
to  take  care  that  justice  was  rendered  to 
those  who  might  be  considered  weak— 
namely,  the  smaller  creditors,  who, 
though  a  majority  in  number,  might  be 
a  minorily  in  the  value  of  tbeir  debts ; 
and  second,  to  take  care  that  there  was 
a  full  disclosure  by  the  bankrupt  of  all 
his  assets  and  a  secured  realization  of 
them.  Subject  to  these  two  conditions, 
I  found  there  was  an  increasing  desire 
that  creditors  should  be  left  to  manage 
their  own  affairs  upon  a  principle  which 
was  adopted  some  time  ago  in  Scotland. 
For  the  sake  of  avoiding  £sappointment 
hereafter,  I  may  say  I  do  not  find  the 
Scotch  system  quite  so  cheap  as  it  has 
been  represented  to  be.  Aa  your  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  there  are  three  methods 
adopted  in  the  winding  up  of  companies  \ 
they  may  be  either  wound  up  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  or  wound  up  volun- 
tarily without  the  interference  of  the 
Court,  or  they  may  be  wound  up  volun- 
tarily under  the  supervision  of  the  Court; 
and,  as  the  result  of  my  experience  in 
every  case  that  comes  before  mo,  I  re- 
commend, and,  if  I  can,  I  enforce,  wind- 
ing up  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Court,  which  I  believe  to  be  the  best 
mode  to  adopt  in  the  winding  up  of  a 
company.  The  aim  in  bankruptcy  is  to 
eecure  a  man's  assets,  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible after  he  is  known  to  be  in  a  hope- 
less condition,  for  the  equal  benefit  of 
all  creditors ;  and  the  object  of  the  Bill 
which  sanctioned  deeds  of  arrangement 
was  to  encourage  a  man  to  come  for- 
ward, as  soon  as  he  discovered  he  was 
insolvent,  and  give  up  the  property 
which  was  no  longer  his  own  to  his  cre- 
ditors. Then  we  have  to  inquire  how 
you  may  best  induce  the  honest  debtor 
to  disclose  his  insolvency  and  prevent  the 
dishonest  debtor  from  withdrawing  any 
part  of  his  property.  We  thought  it 
best  to  allow  the  debtor  to  call  his  cre- 
ditors together,  but  not  to  put  the  Court 
in  motion  unless  they  decide  upon  doing 
BO.  We  fiirther  propose  that  any  creditor 
having  security  shall  veto  only  in  respeot 
ThtLord  ChmeeUor 
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of  the  unsecured  balance,  and,  further, 
secure  the  minority  of  the  creditors, 
propose  that  the  Court  may  approve 
disprove  the  deed  of  arrangement. 
We  proposed  that  a  debtor  should  bo 
entitled  to  his  discharge  when  he  had 
id  lOa.  in  the  pound ;  but  the  House 
Commons  fixed  the  limit  at  6s,  8rf.  in 
the  pound.  Ijord  Westbury  graphically 
described  the  swarm  of  people  who 
poured  down  upon  a  bankrupt  s  effects. 
There  are  the  messengers,  who  are  not 
wanted  at  all.  A  number  of  respectable 
firms  of  Liverpool  write  to  me  to  say 
that,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases,  no 
messenger  is  required.  They  say  that  in 
most  cases  the  bankrupt  can  be  left  in  poe- 
of  his  property.  They  say,  further, 
the  official  assignee  is  auseless  officer,  and 
they  need  neither  the  one  nor  the  other. 
The  course  we  have  adopted  is  to  leave 
it  to  the  creditors,  immediately  after  a 
bankruptcy,  to  make  an  application  for 
adjudication  in  bankruptcy ;  to  hold  a 
mooting  immediately  after  obtaining 
this  for  the  purpose  of  choosing  trus- 
tees, and  when  they  are  appointed  to 
hold  another  meeting.  But,  in  order  to 
secure  gainst  anyimproper  dealing  with 
the  bankrupt,  it  was  determined  to  get 
rid  of  the  messenger  immediately  after 
adjudication.  By  doing  this  we  think 
we  have  taken  a  good  means  of  securing 
the  realization  of  the  assets,  and  also 
have  held  out  inducements  to  the  bank- 
rupt to  meet  his  creditors  at  the  earliest 
possible  period  after  he  thinks  he  has 
become  bankrupt.  That  having  been 
done,  the  next  thing  to  be  considered 
was  what  was  to  be  done  after  the  dis- 
charge of  the  bankrupt.  The  Act  of 
1849  acted  with  great  severity  towards 
the  bankrupt  after  he  had  surrendered 
his  property.  Having  secured  the  assets, 
the  question  which  we  next  considered 
was  how  we  were  to  distribute  them  and 
not  punish  the  bankrupt  ?  If  he  is  to 
be  punished  at  all  he  should  be  punished 
in  a  different  way,  and  with  that  object 
I  shall  presently  say  a  few  words  on 
another  Bill  which  I  shall  introduce  to 
your  Lordships  by-and-by.  We  think 
that  the  question  of  awarding  punish- 
ment and  the  handing  over  the  assets  to 
tho  creditors  should  be  kept  entirely  dis- 
tinct, and  accordingly  we  have  confined 
the  power  of  imprisonment  to  the  cases 
where  the  bankrupt,  by  not  yielding  up 
his  property  or  neglecting  to  answer 
queatioiLS  put  to  him,  has  b«en  guil^  of 


,  COLH^IC 


Sanirvpieif  BiU—         { JuxT  8,  1 8< 


1409 

conteinpt  of  the  Court.  What  we  do  is 
tbie — We  place  the  property  of  the  bank- 
rupt in  the  haada  of  a  trustee,  who  is 
selected  by  the  creditors,  and  his  pro- 
ceedings are  subject  to  the  supervision 
of  inspectors,  who  superintend  what  he 
does;  and,  what  is  still  more  important, 
the  trustee  is  bound  not  only  to  render 
a  quarterly  account  to  the  inspectors, 
but  is  under  a  heavy  penalty  is  the 
fibape  of  increased  interest  to  hand  over 
all  moneys  belonging  to  the  banlcrupt's 
estate  within  ten  days  of  their  coming  in- 
to his  possession.  Again,  a  Controller  will 
be  appointed  to  superintend  the  whole 
of  the  districts  of  bankruptcy  through- 
out England,  and  he  will  be  required  to 
render  nis  account  yearly.  When  a  re- 
port is  made  to  the  Court  stating  that  no 
more  sums  remain  to  be  collected  on 
account  of  the  bankrupt's  estate,  the 
bankruptcy  will  be  declared  closed.  A 
bankrupt  whose  estate  pays  10<.  in  the 
pound  will  be  discharged  &om  further 
lability ;  and  the  creditors  themselves 
have  power  to  grant  a  release  where 
even  less  is  paid,  oy  coming  to  a  resolu- 
tion in  open  Court  that  die  bankruptey 
was  due  to  involuntary  misfortune,  and 
was  not  attributable  to  any  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  bankrupt.  If,  how- 
ever, the  bankrupt  be  not  dischai^d, 
and  the  bankruptcy  be  not  declared 
closed,  then  tliis  result  follows  —  We 
have  thought  it  right  to  recur  to  some 
extent  to  tbe  provisions  of  the  Insolvent 
Debtors'  Act.  As  your  Lordships  know, 
an  insolvent  was  never  dischai^ed  from 
his  liabilities,  and  Ms  future  property 
might  always  be  demanded  in  payment 
of  his  debts.  And  certainly  a  great 
scandal  has  arisen  from  the  fact  that 
men  who  have  paid  little  or  nothing  to 
their  creditors  have,  after  having  passed 
through  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  been 
able  subsequently  to  amass  considerable 
property,  while  tlieir  creditors  have  re- 
mained unpaid  and  been — what  I  believe 
it  is  but  just  to  term — defrauded.  We 
propose  that  the  bankrupt  shall  have 
three  years  in  which  to  rehabilitate  him- 
self, during  which  period  he  shall  re- 
main unmolested  by  his  creditors.  At 
the  end  of  the  three  years,  unless  his 
bankruptoy  shall  have  been  declared 
closed,  any  of  his  former  creditors  may 
apply  to  the  Judge,  and,  on  stating  that 
he  has  ascertained  that  the  bankrupt  is 
in  possession  of  conside>able  property, 
may  ask  for  an  order  sequestrating  a 
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portion  of  it.  I  think  that  this  will  ba 
a  proper  place  to  say  how  much  reason 
there  really  was  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  easting  system.  In  1868,  out  of 
9,125  adjudications  in  bankrupti^,  6,679 
were  on  debtors'  petitions — a  tning  which 
we,  of  coixrse,  propose  to  abollsxt — and 
817  on  the  petitions  of  the  creditors, 
others  being  made  by  the  registrars  of 
prisons,  and  others  in  /ormd  paitperia. 
There  were  1,714  cases  in  which  divi- 
dends were  paid,  and,  in  6,489  cases,  no 
dividend  at  all  was  realized.  It  is  ob- 
vious, therefore,  that  the  existing  system 
has  given  rise  to  a  gross  system  of  fraud. 
The  next  point  I  come  to  is  the  nature 
of  the  Court  which  we  propose  should 
preside  over  the  administration  of  mat- 
ters in  bankruptey.  It  is  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  Court,  as  knotty 
questions  demanding  solution  will  occa- 
sionally arise.  But  such  questions  as 
will  ordinarily  occur,  of  law  or  other- 
wise, may  be  settled  by  the  trustee,  who 
is,  however,  amenable  to  the  Court. 
While  upon  the  subject  of  deeds  I  ought 
to  mention  that  a  very  fruitful  source  of 
litigation  hitherto,  in  courts  both  of  law 
and  equity,  has  been  the  vahdity  of  the 
deeds.  We  propose  that  the  Judge  in 
Bankruptcy  shdl  settle  that  question 
once  for  all.  It  is  only  with  regard  to 
the  Court  that  ai^  change  has  been 
made  in  the  plan  1  drew  up.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  the  members  of  the  Judi- 
cature Commission,  though  this  particu- 
lar subjsct  did  not  come  under  their 
consideration,  that  it  was  desirable  in 
the  establishment  of  any  new  Court  that 
it  should  be  empowered  to  deal  vrith 
questions  both  in  law  and  equity.  Be- 
presentations,  too,  on  this  point  were 
made  by  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
from  Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  other 
lai^e  towns,  and  we  therefore  deter- 
mined that  the  Court  should  have  juris- 
diction on  all  matters  connected  either 
with  law  or  equity.  I  also  thought,  for 
the  same  reason,  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  one  of  the  Superior  Courts 
in  London  should  take  charge  of  bank- 
ruptey, and  I  found  upon  inquiiy  that 
a  Common  Law  Judge  was  to  be  pre- 
ferred. I  found  that,  in  London  as  well 
as  in  Uie  country,  there  was  a  strong  de- 
sire to  get  rid  of  a  peculiar  Court.  On 
this  point,  however,  let  me  not  be  mis- 
understood. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
any  complaint  was  urged  against  those 
by  whom  business  in  bankruptcy  is  ad- 
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ministered.  The  demand  in  this  direc- 
tion did  not  arise  irom  an;  dissatislao- 
tion  of  that  nature.  Kow,  my  Lords,  I 
thought  that  a  Common  Law  Judge  waa 
preferable  because  the  duties  oould  be 
performed  by  him  without  taking  him 
away  feom  hia  Court,  because  there  would 
be  an  easy  appeal  to  the  iTudKes  t»  haneo, 
and  because  the  plan  would  not  entail 
any  increased  expenditure,  inaamuoh  as 
the  Judge  would  be  relieved  from  at- 
tendance on  circuit,  and  would  thus  find 
ample  compensation  in  the  increase  of 
comfort  and  leisure  which  would  na- 
turally arise  from  this  arrangement.  Li 
the  House  of  Commons,  however,  Sir 
Boundell  Palmer  directed  attention  to 
the  abilities  of  the  learned  Judge  of  the 
existing  Court  of  Bankruptcy — and  in 
the  tribute  that  was  paid  to  that  learned 
Judge  I  entirely  concur — and  suggested 
that  that  learned  Judge  should  m  the 
first  instance  be  appointed  as  the  Chief 
Judge,  and  that  Uie  plan  I  originally 
drew  up  should  be  adopted  upon  his  va- 
cating his  office.  Of  course  the  Gorem- 
mont  had  no  objection  to  the  adoption  of 
that  course.  As  the  matt«r  now  stands- 
he  will  receive  the  same  remuneration  as 
he  now  does ;  but  that  arises  rather  from 
the  way  in  which  the  matter  was  in- 
troduced into  the  House  of  Commons, 
when  this  plan  was  recommended  on  tJie 
ground  that  it  would  not  be  accompanied 
by  any  increased  expenditure.  There 
will  then  he  one  Judge  instead  of  three, 
but  I  believe  that  under  this  Bill  there 
will  be  no  increase  in  the  amount  of  work 
that  he  will  be  called  upon  to  perform, 
although  if  there  should  foe  there  will  be 
no  difficulty  in  doing  what  is  right  and 
just.  Under  this  Bill  matters  will  to  a 
great  extent  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
creditors  themselves,  and  we  shall  con- 
sequently cease  to  witness  those  un- 
seemly disturbances  which  at  times  do 
occur  under  the  existing  system,  and, 
indeed,  as  were  witnessed  yesterday  in 
one  of  our  poUce  courts.  I  need  not  de- 
tain your  Lordships  by  going  further 
into  me  detaOs  of  the  Bill,  evet?  portion 
of  which  has  been  so  fully  discussed  in 
"  another  place."  I  may,  however, 
briefly  refer  to  a  Bill  which  is  a  coroUary 
of  the  one  to  which  I  have  been  referr- 
ing. The  Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill 
will  come  before  your  Lordships  im- 
mediately, and  there  ie  a  third  Bill — a 
repealing  measure — to  remove  all  the 
statutes  which  stand  in  the  ira;  of  the 
Tbi  Lord  Chmcdhr 
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be  found  to  require  much  consideration 
from  your  Lordships.  We  propose  to 
abolish  imprisonment  for  debt.  Where 
there  is  mere  doubt  we  propose  that  there 
should  be  no  imprisonment ;  but  where 
a  person  has  contracted  debts  fradulently 
there  we  give  a  power  of  imprisonment. 
At  present  the  County  Court  Judges  can 
imprison  debtors  against  whom  orders 
for  payment  have  been  made,  and  who, 
having  the  means  to  comply  with  thorn 
orders,  refuse  to  do  so.  Out  of  300,000 
cases  of  debt  coming  before  the  Oounl^ 
Court  Judges  each  year  about  7,000 
persons  are  ordered  to  prison,  or  about 
2^  per  cent  of  the  total  number  of 
debtors.  We  felt  that  either  the  powers 
of  the  County  Court  Judges  to  imprison- 
ment for  debt  should  be  abolished,  or  the 
principle  must  he  extended.  We  could 
not  hare  one  law  for  the  rich  and  the 
other  for  the  poor.  We  concluded,  there- 
fore, that  we  must  introduce  an  ana- 
logous power  in  the  case  of  larger 
debtors,  oecause  all  the  County  Cirart 
Jud^e  who  gave  any  opinion  on  the 
subject  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  very  dangerous  to  with- 
draw the  power  in  the  case  of  small 
debtors.  At  present  the  jurisdiction  <^ 
the  County  Court  Judges  in  respect  to 
imprisonment  reaches  only  to  debts  of 
£20.  Under  this  Bill  it  wiU  be  extended 
to  debts  of  £50,  and  the  Superior  Courts 
will  have  a  similar  jurisdiction  in  cases 
beyond  that  amount.  Uy  Lords,  I  do 
not  conceal  from  myself  that  it  ie  impos- 
sible to  assert  beforehand  the  success  of 
any  measure  like  this  Bankruptcy  BiU. 
I  nave,  however,  strong  hopes  of  its  suc- 
cess. In  the  House  of  Commons  it  re- 
ceived a  very  remarkable  amount  of  sup" 
port.  It  has  been  considered  and  ap- 
proved by  some  of  the  ablest  lawyers 
and  some  of  the  most  eminent  solicitors. 
Another  great  advantage  is,  that  owing 
to  the  ability  of  the  able  draftsmaa 
who  drew  it  up,  the  Bill  contains  only 
130  clauses,  and,  coupling  it  with  the 
Bill  for  the  Abolition  of  Lnprisonment 
for  Debt  and  the  repealing  Bill,  the  whole 
of  this  new  bankruptcy  code  comprises 
only  180  clauses — a  number  which,  I 
beheve,  will  be  considered  veiy  moderate 
by  all  those  who  remember  the  history 
of  our  past  legislation  upon  this  snltject. 
We  proceed  on  the  principle  of  saving 
to  the  oredttors — '  <  Take  the  whole  wiag 


1413  SoHin^tcj/  Bia~         { JvLT  8, 1869) 


in  yonr  own  handa.  We  enable  you  to 
put  in  motdoa  a  machmery  by  which  yoa 
may  realize  aaaete  for  yourself.  More 
thiol  that  the  LegiBlature  cannot  do." 
Uy  Lords,  if  this  attempt  &dls  I  do  not 
at  present  see  what  else  we  can  do  ;  but 
I  tiiink  there  is  everything  to  juBti^  us 
in  hoping  that  the  attempt  wm  be  buc- 
ceeeftu,  and  therefore  it  is  with  consider- 
able confidence  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2»." — {Thd  Lord  Chaneellor.) 

LoBD  OAIBXS:  My  Lords,  judging 
fi^im  the  appearance  of  the  HoufieTl 
think  the  subject  of  bankruptcy  as  years 
roll  on  is  not  growing  more  attractive. 
But,  be  that  as  it  n^i  knowing  the  diffi- 
culty of  preparing  Bankruptcy  Bills,  I 
congratulate  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  on  the  £m4 
that  this  measure  has  attained  the  stage 
it  has  DOW  reached.  Li  all  the  leading 
principles  of  the  Bill  I  entirely  concur. 
It  is  the  principle  on  which  the  last 
three  Banliuptcy  Bills  have  been  framed 
— namely,  that  the  creditors  should  be 
made,  as  far  as  they  can  be  made  so  with 
safety,  the  arbiters  and  masters  of  their 
own  business  and  their  own  property. 
^  other  words  that  there  should  be  a 
maximum  of  power  in  the  creditors  and 
a  minimum  of  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  Court.  I  must,  however,  make 
a  complaint,  not  against  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  but  against  the  course 
taken  by  the  Govemment  with  respect 
to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  Early 
in  the  Session  we  ui^ed  on  the  Oo- 
vemmeot  the  necessity  of  introducing 
the  Bill  in  this  House  in  the  first  in- 
stance rather  than  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  we  foretold  what  has  come  to 
pass — that  if  the  Govemment  did  not 
take  that  course  the  Bill  would  not  reach 
this  House  until  a  period  when  to  send 
it  to  a  Select  Conunittee — and  a  Bill  of 
this  character  ought  to  he  examined  by  a 
Select  Committee — would  be  tantamount 
to  rejecting  it.  Let  me  now  make  one 
or  two  observations  upon  the  details  of 
the  measure.  I  agree  with  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  that  it  is  a  pleasant 
thing  to  hear  of  a  Bankruptcy  Bill  of 
only  180  clauses.  But  we  should  deceive 
ourselves  if  we  judged  the  measure 
merely  by  the  number  of  its  clauses. 
This  is,  no  doubt,  shorter  than  other 
Bankruptcy  Bills ;  but  the  reason  of  that 
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is  that  it  is  not  a  Bankruptcy  Bill  in  the 
sense  of  containing  within  itself  the 
Law  of  Bankruptcy.  It  is  rather  one 
to  empower  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  to  make  a 
Bankrupt^^  Bill,  In  every  section  the 
word  "  prescribed"  occurs.  Almost 
everything  in  it  is  something  "pre- 
scribed," this  word  having  reference  to 
the  orders  which  were  to  be  framed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Chief  Judge. 
I  think  it  is  well  to  leave  a  good  deal  to 
be  done  by  means  of  gener^  orders,  but 
I  doubt  whether  this  Bill  may  not  carry 
that  principle  to  an  extreme  length. 
Again,  my  Lords,  while  in  the  B^ik- 
ruptcy  Bills  passed  from  time  to  time 
one  uniform  phraseoli^y  had  been 
adopted,  an  entirely  new  phraseology  is 
introduced  into  the  banlmiptcy  system 
by  the  BUI  now  before  your  Lordships. 
I  think  it  would  have  been  well  to  pre- 
serve the  old  phraseology,  because  by 
the  introduction  of  these  new  terms  we 
run  the  danger  of  rendering  the  whole 
of  the  previous  decisions  on  questions  of 
bankruptcy  perfectly  useless.  The  ques- 
tion is — what  is  this  House  to  do  with 
the  Bin  ?  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  says  that  it  deserves 
our  most  careful  consideration.  That  a 
measure  of  this  nature  deserves  the  best 
consideration  thai  your  Lordships  can 
give  to  it  Ls  tmdoubted ;  but  it  appears 
to  me  that,  with  questions  of  importance 
arising  upon  almost  every  clause,  the 
Bill  could  only  receive  due  consideration 
before  a  Select  Committee.  To  refer  the 
Bill,  however,  to  a  Select  Committee  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  would  be 
tantamount  to  saying  that  it  should  not 
pass  this  Session,  and  therefore  I  do 
not  propose  to  ask  your  Lordships  to 
adopt  that  course.  I  cannot,  however, 
help  feeling  painfully  that  this  Bill  will 
pass — if  it  does  pass — through  this 
House  without  receiving  that  amount  of 
consideration  which  it  deserves  at  your 
Lordships'  hands.  I  have  to  express  my 
satisfaction  with  the  excellent  change 
which  was  effected  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  by  which  Mr.  Commissioner 
Bacon,  the  present  head  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  in  London,  is  to  be  ap- 
pomted  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Court,  in  place  of  one  of 
the  Common  Law  or  Equity  Judges.  It 
is  with  no  want  of  respect  to  the  learned 
Common  Law  and  Equity  Judges  that  I 
say  that  in  point  of  ability,  efficiency  and 
2Z2  ,^[c 
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great  and  varied  experience  in  bank- 
ruptcy matters,  no  better  selection  could 
have  been  made  thaa  that  to  which  I 
have  referred.  By  some  oversight,  how- 
ever, the  Bill  provides  that  the  salary  of 
the  learned  Judge  who  is  to  be  appointed 
to  fill  this  responsible  and  arduous  office 
shall  only  be  the  same  as  that  he  now 
receives ;  while  the  other  Commissioners 
— happy  men — are  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
tire ana  receive  their  salaries  for  doing 
nothing.  This  is,  however,  evidently  a 
mere  oversight,  and  will  doubtless  be 
remedied  in  Committee.  I  also  think 
that  the  question  of  the  compensation  of 
the  other  bankruptcy  officers  both  in 
London  and  in  the  country  should  be 
considered  in  Committee,  as,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Bill  as  it  stands  proposes  to 
treat  them  rather  hardly.  Under  the 
Bill,  as  it  was  originally  introduced  into 
the  other  House,  all  those  officers  who 
held  their  situations  during  good  be- 
haviour were  to  retire  upon  their  full 
salaries ;  but  just  before  the  Bill  had 
passed  through  Committee,  on  the  Motion 
of  a  Member  of  the  Government  (the 
Becretary  to  the  Treasuty)  an  entire 
change  was  effected  in  the  treatment 
they  were  to  receive  under  the  Bill.  I 
feel  assured  that  your  Lordships  will  not 
approve  this  method  of  treating  servants 
of  the  public,  and  that  you  will,  in  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill,  see  that  they  have 
justice  done  them.  In  conclusion,  I  may 
state  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  offer  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  all  the  assist- 
ance in  my  power  towards  rendering 
this  Bill  a  satisfactory  measure. 

Lord  fiOMILLY:  I  rise  merely  to 
express  my  general  concurrence  in  what 
has  fallen  fiom  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  &om  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite.  I  may, 
however,  point  out  that  the  orders  to  be 
issued  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  under  this 
Bill,  if  not  found  to  work  satisfactorily,  can 
be  varied  with  greater  facility  than  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  could 
be.  There  are,  however,  many  matters 
in  this  Bill  which  demand  serious  atten- 
tion. 1  am  unable  to  understand  why 
any  distinction  is  made  in  freedom  &om 
imprisonment  depending  on  the  amount 
of  the  debt.  The  power  of  imprisoning 
the  debtor  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
the  payment  of  deots  recovered  in  the 
County  Courts  appears  to  me  to  be  very 
objectionable,  ana  to  encourage  tally- 
men and  an  injurious  system  of  credit. 
I  admit  that  all,  or  nearly  all,  the  iTudges 
Zori  Cuiriu 
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of  these  Courts  are  strongly  in  favour  of 
preserving  to  them  that  power ;  but  thty 
are  not,  in  my  opinion,  the  best  judges. 
And  it  should  be  remembered  that  no 
adage  of  the  law  is  more  earnestly  dung 
to  by  Judges  than  that — 

"BoDijudioiB  aat  unplian  jnriadiotioDem." 
Nor  is  there  one  which  oiight  to  be  more 
carefully  watched  and  denned.  I  hope 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  will  appoint  such  a  day  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill  as 
will  give  those  noble  Lords  who  desire 
to  do  so  ample  time  for  preparing  the 
Amendments  upon  the  measure  which 
they  may  desire  to  propose. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD :  I  feel  dis- 
posed simply  to  echo  the  observationa  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down ;  but  I  may  be  permitted 
to  remark  that  when  I  introduced  a  Bill 
upon  this  subject  some  time  since  the 
eommeroial  world  appeared  to  be  divided 
in  opinion  as  to  whether  the  creditors 
should  be  permitted  to  have  the  entire 
control  of  uie  bankrupt's  estate,  or  whe- 
ther the  matter  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  creditors  altogether, 
and  the  power  of  deahng  with  the  bank- 
rupt's  estate  he  given  to  the  Court. 
From  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  how- 
ever, it  would  appear  that  the  oommer- 
cial  world  has  now  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion to  place  the  matter  altogetiier  in  the 
hands  of  the  creditors,  leaving  the  Court 
only  a.  minimum  of  power  to  superviso 
their  proceedings.  I  can  assure  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that  I  will  do 
my  best  to  assist  him  in  making  this 
Bill  as  satisfactory  as  possible. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  I  have 
to  express  my  thanks  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lords  for  the  kind  consideration 
they  have  promised  to  give  to  this  BilL 
The  reason  for  the  provision  as  to  gene- 
ral orders  is  that  those  orders,  if  found  un- 
satisfactory in  practice,  may  be  altered. 
With  regard  to  the  phraseology  of  the  Bill, 
I  may  observe  that  it  has  been  approved 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  and  by  lar^ 
numbers  of  eminent  members  of  the  Bar, 
and  by  solicitors  generally.  In  order  to 
afford  ample  time  for  the  preparation  of 
Amendments  by  your  Lordships,  I  will 
fix  Friday  week  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  acoord- 
and  eommilttd  to  a  Committee  of 
lole  House  <m  Friday  the  16M 
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MUNICIPAL    FRANCHISE    BILL. 

[Tt^Earto/Lic/ifield.) 
(no.  125.)      HBOOND   BEASINO. 

The  Eabl  of  UCHFIELD,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
Baid,  that  it  proposed  an  innovation  in 
giving  to  women  the  right  to  exercise  the 
municipal  franchise ;  hut  when  they  paid 
the  rates  they  bad  the  same  interest  in 
an  economic^  administration  of  muni- 
cipal funds,  and  in  the  efficient  manage- 
ment of  municmal  afiairs,  as  any  other 
inhahitantB.  The  Bill  would  a£Ford  con- 
siderable convenience  to  persona  claim- 
ing the  right  to  vot«,  because  they  would 
^  before  one  court  instead  of  two,  and 
it  would  be  attended  with  a  saving  to 
the  rate -payers. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Titeedag  next. 

CONTAOIOUS  DISEASES    PREVENTION 
(UEPROFOLIS)   BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  the  bstler  preTeotion  oF  Contogii 
Drtmies  in  Ihn  Chj  of  London  and  nilhin  tha 
MvtropolitaD  Police  Diatriot — Wu  preunted  \>j 
Iba  HtrqMU  Towmiuiiid  ;  rad  1>.    (Ns.  176.) 

Hddui  a^jonrned  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 

o'oloclt,  till  To-marrov,  half 

pa>(  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkurtday,  %tkJuly,  1869. 

MINDTES]  —  SiLEoi  CoMHiTTit  —  Report  — 
WitneHM  (name  of  Commona]  [So.  SOS] 
Conlagioua  Diacam  Act  (1806)  [No.  300] 
Clrrkof  A>aiie[No.  313]. 

SurpLT — M]aoii.i.tniDUi  EsTiiit m — Retolationi 
[28(hJiinB]  reported— Coaiidf red  ill  t'ommil- 
Ue—Cmi.    SiB»iox    Eatiuiiia. 

PoBuo  BiLLa— /fefoJirftun  in  C'omniitttfe— Ware- 
houiing;  of  Wines  iind  Spirilt,  ta. 

OrOered^Firii  ReacUog  —  Va\A\o  Worka  (Ire- 
laniJ)»[30S]:  Clerk  of  Awl  lo  •  [203];  Waro- 
hauaing  of  Winn  and  Spirilt,  ibo.  ■  [201]. 

Firtl  Reading— RniXiAAv  Kighta  •  [BOl], 

Setoiut  Reading— iMii  Tax  Law  Amendment, 
4o.  •  [188] ;  'I'nrnpike  Act*  Continuance,  dio.  • 
[ISl];  BailKar  ConatruolioQ  Faoilitiea  Act 
(1661)  Amendment*[gi]. 

CmnnulU«— Valuation  of  Property  (Matropolia) 

CanimiiU^ — Beporl — Local  GoTemment  Sapple- 
menlal  (No.  3}-  [lD2] ;  High  Coaaublea' 
OfBce  Abulition,  Ac.*  [ISS]. 

BepOTt—Vitneatea  (Honaa  of  Commona)*  [129]. 

Cvtuideted  ai  amended  —  Sunday  and  Bagged 
School*  •[170]. 


Third  Reading— VanmMj  TeaU*  [IB];  Pen- 
liona  Commutatinn  •  [187]  ;  Stipendiary  Magia- 
tnloa  (Deputioa)*  [17«fi  Ilijth  ConMnblea" 
Office  AbolilioD,  Aa.*[l{l5];  Medical  Offloer* 
SuperaoDuation  (IreUnd]*[l8S],  KoApaiud. 

IMOU.— BARRACTiS  AT  UORAR. 

QDESIION. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDERBTJRN  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
a  large  expenditure  has  been  incurred  in 
erecting  permanent  Barraclis  at  the  can- 
tonment of  Morar,  near  Owalior,  with 
the  view  of  making  Morar  the  principal 
Mihtary  Station  in  Central  India  for 
European  as  well  as  Kative  Troops  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  are  satis- 
fied that  the  climate  of  Qwalior  is  such 
as  to  permit  of  Europeans  being  safely 
quartered  there  in  force  ? 

Ma,  GEANT  DUFF :  It  having  been 
determined,  in  1864,  by  the  then  Go- 
vernment that  for  military  and  political 
reasons  it  was  most  desirable  to  have  a 
strong  British  force  cantoned  at  or  near 
Morar,  a  very  carefully  composed  Com- 
mittee was  ordered  to  examine  into  the 
question  of  site.  A  paragraph  Irom  the 
Iteport  of  that  Committee  is  the  best 
answerthat  I  can  give  to  myhon.  Friend, 
and  will  show  that  the  extremely  im- 
portant point  which  he  has  raised  has 
been  carefully  considered — 

"Themembera  nnanimonaly  ooncuirad  in  opl- 
iiioD  that  tha  force  ahauld  be  locnied  at  the  pi'e- 
aenl  cnntonrnent  of  Morar,  xhich  muat  neceaMnly 
be  greatly  extended.  In  thui  rcoommending  tha 
extenaion  of  Morar,  they  desire  lo  pinee  promi- 
nenllyon  record  the  individual  opinion  ot  Surgeoiv 
Major  Lning,  not  only  beenuie  that  officer's  niedienl 
reputation  atinda  ao  high  lliat  any  prorvsaionol 
opinion  giien  bj  him  nn  aanitary  ninileis  mnat, 
jper  te,  be  of  great  weight,  but  also  because  lia, 
being  aalrangerat  Morar,  brings  to  bear  on  the 
subject  a  mind  unbiaaied  and  Tree  from  prrjudica 
for  or  iigainat  Ihe  locality.  After  a  careful  eia- 
niination,  tbia  oCBcer  recorded  his  opinion  that  he 
lind  seldom,  within  bis  Indian  experience,  seea 
ground  which,  taken  na  a  whole,  poaseiaed  in  a 
higher  degree  Ihe  essentiHlt  requisiiu  lor  a  healthy 
location  tor  troops.  Dr.  Auchiuleck,  who  haa  I'ad 
two  years'  experience  of  the  place,  concun-ed  in 
this  opinion,  and  gnie  the  weight  of  h 
In  faTonr  of  the  salubrity  of  tba  plaoi 


CATHOLIC  CHILDREN  IN  W0RKII0DSB3. 

QUESTIOlf. 

Mb,  KEKEWICH  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  what- 
ever in  the  assertion  made  at  a  meeting 
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of  the  Gtiardians  of  tlie  Marylebone 
Union,  on  the  report  of  a  Cockermouth 
paper,  respecting  some  boys  in  the  Union 
there,  who  were  ordered  by  tiie  Poor  Law 
Board  to  be  sent  to  the  Bomon  Oatholic 
Schools ;  that  the  hoys  told  the  priest 
that  they  did  not  believe  the  Boman 
Cathohc  faith,  and  would  not  go  ;  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  it  is  reported,  then 
ordered  the  boys  to  he  whipped? 

Mr.  GOSCHEK:  Sir,  the  cock  and 
bull  etoiy  about  the  whipping  of  these 
two  little  boys  having  been  ordered  by 
the  Poor  Law  Board  is  one  of  t" 
gantic  falsifications  which  seem  to  grow 
with  more  rank  luxuriance  on  the  field 
of  religious  controversy  than  anywhe: 
else.  It  has  not  even  that  eubstratum 
truth  which  generally  underlies  the 
grossest  exaggeration.  The  facts  "  ''' 
case  are  these  —  A  little  urchin, 
man  Catholic  inmate  of  the  Cockermouth 
Workhouse,  on  reaching  the  ripe  age 
of  twelve,  went  to  his  priest  and  informed 
him  that  he  had  changed  his  religion, 
and  that  he  had  the  authority  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  for  withdrawing  himself 
from  the  priest's  religious  instruction. 
This  is,  however,  not  exactly  the  caae. 
The  law  has  made  a  difference  between 
children  of  twelve  and  children  of  four- 
teen years  old.  The  latter  may  change 
their  religion  at  their  pleasure,  but  the 
former  only  if  the  Poor  Law  Board  con- 
sider them  competent  to  form  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  subject.  There  was  m 
tho  same  workhouse  another  boy  oi 
thirteen,  who  had  also  changed  his  re- 
ligion. The  Poor  Law  Board  despatched 
an  Inspector  to  examine  these  two  boys 
with  regard  to  the  drcumstanceB  of  their 
conversion,  and  on  their  theological 
knowledge.  The  Inspector  reported — 
and  I  was  not  surprised  to  hear  it — 
that  they  were  utterly  incompetent  to 
form  a  judgment.  But  several  drcum- 
stanceB came  out  at  this  inquiir,  and  at 
a  previous  inquiry  held  by  the  (3uar- 
dians,  throwing  light  on  the  conversion. 
There  had  been  no  pressure  put  on  the 
boys  by  tho  workhouse  authorities,  and 
there  had  been  hut  little  tearing  on  the 
part  of  the  other  hoys.  But  the  Pro- 
testant boys  used  to  he  taken  eveiy 
Sunday  evening  to  a  neighbouring 
diurch,  dressed  m  their  Sunday  clothes, 
and  there  was  music,  which  the  hoys 
h'ked  very  much.  Meanwhile,  the  two 
little  Roman  Catholic  boys  were  left  at 
home  by  UiemBelvea,  and  were  fright- 
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ened  and  unhappy  at  being  in  the  yard 
alone.  On  one  occasion  oneofthemhad 
been  found  crying.  So  they  changed 
their  religion  in  order  to  change  their 
clothes,  and  go  with  the  other  boys  to 
hear  the  music  in  the  church.  The  Poor 
Law  Board  informed  the  Guardians  that 
they  considered  the  boys  theolc^cally 
incompetent,  and  added — 

"Tfae  Baud,  therefore,  eonaider  it  adviubla 
thut  the  boyi  in  questioa  ihanld  reoar  to  the  re- 
ligion! inatnjolion  which  they  were  receiiing  up 
to  the  time  of  their  alleged  oonreriion,  and  t*- 
qneit  that  the  neoeaurj  inatruotioDa  taMf  b« 
given  to  the  irorkhouaa  muter  for  the  porpoae  of 
Beeniing  thi»  objeot." 

This  was  the  whole  of  the  pressure  ^nt 
by  the  Board  on  the  Guaraians,  which 
has  been  distorted  into  the  story  that 
the  boys  were  to  he  whipped.  The 
Guardians  replied — "  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances tiiey  must  respectfully  de- 
cline to  use  forcible  means  to  compel 
the  hoys  to  att«nd  the  Boman  Catholic 
chapel."  This  letter  appears  to  have 
been  a  ciril  paraphrase  of  a  speech  by 
one  of  the  Guaraians  of  Cockermouth. 
He  is  reported  to  have  said — 

"  I  moie  that  the  Poor  Law  Board  be  infbrmed 
that  tlie  GeardJaDa  cannot  imttj  ont  their  order 
with  regard  to  the  bo]ia,  and  if  the  Poor  Law 
Board  require  them  to  be  sent  back  to  the  Ca- 
Ihollo  Church  and  to  be  whipped,  thef  muit  Mod 
aomehodf  down  to  do  both." 

It  is  easy  to  see  how  anyone  who  did 
not  scruple  to  omit  the  word  "  if"  could 
twist  this  speech  into  an  extravagant 
Btory.  The  hypothesis  of  the  Guai^an 
of  Cockermouth  looked  like  history  to 
the  Guardians  of  Marylebone,  and  the 
Chairman  of  their  School  Committee 
read  the  foUowing  to  an  excited  meet- 
ing— 

"  He  read  a  report  from  a  Cookemealh  pa- 
per reapeoling  lome  boj»  In  the  Union  there  who 
ware  ordered  bj  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  be  aeot 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  ■cboola.  The  bojra  told 
the  prieau  thej  did  not  believe  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholie  faith,  tod  would  not  go.  The  Poor  Law 
Board,  it  waa  aaeerted,  then  ordered  that  the 
bo^a  were  to  be  whipped  if  thej  did  not  go,  and 
the  Gaard<ani  aent  hack  word  that  if  tba  Board 
required  the  Guardiana  to  do  whipping  thejr 
oonld  oome  and  do  It,  Tor  the  Guardiana  wootd 
not.    Thla  was  aoandalou*-" 

Scandalous,  if  true,  but  the  House  will 
judge  in  how  far  it  is,  if  not  scan- 
dalous, yet  most  improper,  that  anyone 
should  make  bad  blood,  by  giving  pub- 
licity to  such  a  story  without  is^tutii^ 
into  ita  tratiL 
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Hk.  EEKEWICH  said,  the  auBver 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  was  veiy 
Batufactoiy. 

ARMT— RELIEF  OF  KEGtMENTS  IN 

INDIA^ftUESTION. 

Ma.  STACPOOLE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
"Whether  any,  and  what,  BtopB  are  being 
taken  for  the  more  speedy  relief  of  Eegi- 
ments  at  present  aerring  in  India,  which 
proceeded  thither  for  the  supproBBion  of 
the  Mutiny  in  1657,  and  have  not  le- 
tomed  home  Bince? 

Caftaik  ViVlAN  replied,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  large  number  of  regi- 
menta  Bent  out  to  India  during  tde 
Mutiny  in  1857  and  1858,  it  was  found 
impoBsible,  aB  only  fire  regiments  could 
be  relieved  per  annum,  to  bring  home 
all  the  regimenta.  But  in  selecting  the 
order  in  which  the  regiments  should 
return  home,  Mb  Boyal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  had  shown  the 
greatest  consideration  to  them.  By  con- 
tinuing tiie  relief  at  the  rate  of  five 
regiments  per  annum,  all  the  regi- 
ments which  went  out  in  1857,  with  Uie 
exception  of  two,  would  be  relieved  by 
the  end  of  1871,  and  by  the  end  of  the 
following  year  all  the  regiments  which 
went  out  in  1856  would  be  relieved.  If, 
however,  more  than  five  regiments  were 
relieved  every  year,  a  htuiiship  would 
be  infiicted  upon  regiments  serving 
u^on  other  foreign  stations.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  must  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
tiiat,  although  the  battalions  bad  re- 
mained in  India  during  this  long  period, 
there  were  very  few  officers  or  men  left 
there  who  went  ont  in  1857. 

IRELAND—CLERK  OF  THE  CBOWIT  FOR 
KING'S  COnKTr.— QUESTIONS. 
Sir  PATRICK  O'BEIEN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  "Whether  the  office  of  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  hoa  not  hitherto  been 
garded  as  patronage  appertaining  to  the 
focal  Members  for  the  County  when  sup- 
porting the  Govemment;  whether  the 
joint  recommendation  of  the  Members 
for  the  King's  County  has  not  been  dis- 
regaided  in  the  late  appointment ;  whe- 
ther such  disregard  haa  arisen  &om  any 
deficienty  in  personal  character,  or  of 
any  want  of  professional  aptitude  to  fill 
an  oGGce  involving  the  performance  of 
nominal  duties,  or  if  it  had  arisen  &om 
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want  of  social  status  or  professional 
standing  ?  "Would  he  state  his  reasons 
for  supposing  Mr.  Bergin  deficient  in 
these  respects ;  whether  Mr.  Dalton,  the 
gentieman  now  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for 
the  King's  County,  is  connected  other- 
wise than  by  his  appointment  with  the 
King's  County;  and,  if^he  has  been  re- 
commended by  Members  of  Farhament 
or  Members  of  the  Government,  will  ho 
state  who  they  are  who  have  interfered 
with  the  County  Members'  patront^; 
and,  whether  Mr.  Betmn,  who  was  re- 
commended by  the  County  Members, 
received  a  certificate  &om  the  head  of 
the  legal  profession  in  Ireland — the  Lord 
Chancellor — through  his  Lordship's  Se- 
cretary, which  was  forwarded  to  the  Chief 

SecretajT?   

Mr.  CHICHESTER  POETESCUE : 
Sir,  in  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  I  have 
to  say  that  the  patronage  of  the  office  of 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  pertains  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  It  is,  of  course,  usual  to 
consider  the  wishes  of  the  County  Mem- 
bers supporting  the  Government,  and 
those  wishes  were  very  carefully  con- 
sidered on  the  present  occasion.  It 
was,  indeed,  a  matter  of  deep  regret 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  myself  that 
in  this  particular  case  we  were  not  able 
to  agree  in  the  view  taken  by  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  King's  County  j  but  I  must 
remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  wishes 
and  recommendationB  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament, however  important,  do  not  bind 
the  discretion  of  the  Executive ;  nor  can 
they  do  so,  inasmuch  as  they  in  no  degree 
relieve  the  Executive  from  the  responsi- 
bility which  falls  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  filling  up  public  offices.  "With  respect 
to  the  next  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question,  I  must  say  tJiat  I  regret  he 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  ask 
it,  and  I  must  dedine  to  answer  it,  be- 
cause it  requires  me  to  explain  in  the 
minutest  detail  the  reasons  which  have 
iufiuenced  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  the 
performance  of  a  most  responsible  dut^. 
Such  an  answer  would  be  one  which  it 
would  be  as  improper  as  invidious  in  me 
to  give.  As  to  the  next  part  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Questions,  I  have  to  state  that 
I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Dalton  is  con- 
nected with  the  King's  County  beyond 
the  fact  that  he  was  the  conducting 
agent  of  one  of  the  Members  for  that 
county  at  the  late  election — the  Colleague 
of  the  hon.  Baronet.  In  reply  to  the 
next  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  simply 
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to  obserre  that  I  am  not  aware  tliat  any- 
one has  committed  the  crime  of  having 
interfered  with  the  County  Members' 
patronage.  So  far  as  I  know,  in  the  first 
instance  Mr.  Dalton  recommended  him- 
self, but  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on  full 
inquiiy,  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  in 
choosing  him  out  of  the  list  of  candi- 
dates before  him  he  had  done  what  was 
best  for  the  public  service,  and,  to  put 
the  matter  on  a  lower  footing;,  eren  what 
■was  best  for  the  general  interests  of  the 
party  with  which  my  hon.  Friend  and 
myself  are  connected.  AstoMr.  Dalton's 
want  of  connection  with  the  county,  I 
must  remind  my  hon.  Friend  tiiat  it  is  by 
no  means  an  unprecedented  event  that 
clerkships  of  the  Crown,  particularly  in 
counties,  should  be  filled  by  gentlemen 
not  otherwise  connected  with  the  county. 
In  the  case  of  the  King's  County  itseu, 
the  last  occupant  of  the  office  but  one — 
who,  I  believe,  was  appointed  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  hon.  Baronet,  at  a  time 
when  Lord  Lieutenants  and  Chief  Secre- 
taries were  more  fortunate  than  they 
happen  to  be  at  this  moment,  and  than, 
I  hope,  they  will  be  in  future,  in  being 
able  to  comply  with  the  request  of  my 
hon.  Friend — had  no  connection  with  the 
county  except  that  he  was  his  own  con- 
ducting agent  at  the  previous  election. 
In  answer  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion I  have  to  state  that  a  letter  has  been 
communicated  to  me,  written  by  the  pri- 
vate secretary  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
which  is  of  a  most  formal  kind,  and 
does  not  at  all  come  up  to  the  de^crip- 
tion  of  a  certificate. 

INDIA— APPEALS.— QUESTION. 
Sm  CHAELES  WINGFIELD  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  hia  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  aLetter  in  the  "Times" 
newspaper  of  the  25th  June,  from  Mr. 
Forsyth,  in  which  it  is  stated  that,  owing 
to  the  want  of  a  sufficient  staff  of  trans- 
lators, a  period  of  four  or  five  years 
generally  elapses  after  the  admiesion  of 
an  appeal  from  India  to  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil before  the  report  reaches  England, 
and  that  at  the  present  moment  there 
are  between  two  hundred  and  fifty 
and  three  hundred  appeals  from  the 
President^  of  Bengal  alone  awaiting 
transmission  to  England ;  and,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of 
Stato  for  India  to  direct  any  measures  to 
be  taken  to  expedito  Uie  transmiseion  of 
appeaU  to  this  Country  P 
Jfr.  CkiehtiUr  Forleicw 
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Me.  grant  duff  said,  in  replir, 

that  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
lately  called  the  attention  of  the  Bombay 
Government  to  delays  in  the  transmia- 
sion  of  appeals  from  the  High  Court 
there,  and  he  intended  presently  to  ad- 
dress the  Government  of  India  as  to  the 
expediency  of  hastening  the  transmiseion 
of  appeals  from  all  the  High  Courts. 


INDIA— BAILWATS.—(jnESTION. 

Mr.  KINNAIBD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
India,  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  construction  of  Railways  in  India, 
If  he  will  include,  with  the  De^atchea 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  the  Minutes 
of  the  Members  of  Council  thereon  ? 

Me.  grant  duff  said,  in  reply, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  was  evidently  un- 
der a  misconception.  It  was  not  the 
practice  for  Members  of  Council  to  write 
Minutes  on  despatches.  They  had  the 
right  to  record  ifissents  from  proceedings 
in  Council,  and  these  dissente  were 
entered  in  a  Minute  Book.  None  had 
yet  been  entered  with  reference  to  this 
railway  question.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
waa  pointing  at  anything  which  existed 
he  must  be  pointing  at  certain  confi- 
dential opinions,  given  long  before  these 
despatehes  arrived,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  by  Members  of  Council  for  his 
information.  These  were  private  docu- 
ments, just  as  private  as  anyone's  pri- 
vate letters. 


moiA—UEDAL  FOR  BHOOTAN. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  EINNAIRD  said,  he  would  alao 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  there  is  any  euffi- 
cient  reason  why  the  Frontier  Medal 
should  not  be  given  to  the  Officers  and 
Men  engaged  in  the  Bbootan  War  in 
1S64  and  1B65,  which  Medal  has  been 
awarded  to  Officers  and  Men  engaged 
in  the  Frontier  Wars  of  a  aimilar  cha- 
racter? 

Mb.  grant  duff  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  North -West  Frontier  Medal, 
about  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  asked 
him,  was  conferred  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Government  of  India,  but  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  had  not  recom- 
mended the  grant  of  any  medal  for  the 
Bhootan  War. 
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about  to  make,  and  %rould  oome  to  tlie 
conclusion  that  he  could  best  serve  the 
interests  inrolved  in  this  great  question 
by  refraining  from  asking  the  House  to 
discuss  the  question  at  this  period.   The 


Ma.  BAZLEY  said,  in  the  absence 
o£  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Akroyd),  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire,  ■  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  received  any 
intimation  that  the  Spanish  Qovernment 
is  billing  to  enter  into  negotiations  for 
B  Treaty  of  Commerce,  to  be  baaed  upon 
a  reduction  of  their  Duty  on  British 
Goods,  accompanied  by  a  modification 
of  OUT  Duties  on  Spanish  Wines  above 
26  degrees  of  Moof? 

Mb.  OTWAY,  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
true  that  tbe  Spanish  Govemment  had 
lately  expressed  their  willingness  to  ne- 
gotiate a  commercial  trealy  with  this 
country.  One  of  the  bases  of  that 
treaty  was  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
Spanish  wines.  The  question  was  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govem- 
ment, and  no  reply  had  been  made  to 
the  Spanish  proposal  up  to  the  present 
moment. 

RECENT  NEGOTIATIONS  WITH  THE 
UNITED  STATES,— OBSERVATIONS. 
Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  by  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  he  wished  to 
be  allowed  to  make  an  i»>peal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Sir  Henry  Bulwer),  in  whose 
name  a  Notice  stood  on  the  Paper  for 
to-morrow  evening,  to  the  effect  Uiat  he 
meant  to  call  attention  to  the  recent  ne- 
gotiations between  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  that  of  the  United 
States,aad  to  move  an  Address  for  Papers. 
He  must,  in  the  first  place,  render  his 
acknowledgments  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vemment to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for 
the  considerate  manner  in  which  he  had 
hitherto  regulated  himself  upon  this 
subject,  he  having  more  than  once  post- 
poned the  Motion  in  consequence  of  re- 
presentations made  to  bim  on  tlie  part 
of  the  Government,  founded  on  what 
they  believed  to  be  the  public  interest, 
and  a  period  of  the  Session  had  now  ar- 
rived when  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
in  a  position  to  ask  either  that  they 
should  offer  no  further  impediment  to 
his  Motion — even  in  the  shape  of  an 
appeal  to  postpone  it — or  give  sufiScient 
reasons  why  tfiey  thought  it  would  not 
be  advisable  to  bring  it  forward.  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  re- 
ceive favourably  the  overture  he  was 


grounds  upon  which  he  made  this  ap- 
peal were  these — The  House  was  wSl 
aware  that  it  was  the  general  rule  of 
Parliament  not  to  discuss  matters  of 
foreign  negotiation  while  they  were  in 
progress.  Some  montiis  ago  the  import- 
ant matter  in  question  reached  a  new 
stage  by  the  rejection  of  the  treaty  origi- 
nally framed  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments, and  at  first  sight  this  had  the  as- 
SBct  of  the  cessation  of  the  subject.  The 
-ovemment  of  the  United  States  brought 
on  that  cessation;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  United  States  Government  regarded 
the  question  as  having  been  definitely 
dropped,  because  it  was  known  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  thought  it  highly  de- 
sirable that  some  intervd!  should  elapse, 
in  reference  to  the  state  of  opinion  and 
feeling  in  that  country,  before  any  ne- 
gotiationB  on  the  subject  should  be  re- 
sumed. He  was  inchned  to  think  that 
it  was  their  duty  to  concur  in  that  senti- 
ment of  the  Govemment  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  iavour  the  prevalence  of 
the  view  upon  which  they  had  acted. 
He  might  also  observe  that  that  was  not 
only  the  view  of  the  Executive  in  that 
country,  but  it  was  the  fact  that  this 
important  and  delicate  subject  had  not 
been  made  the  theme  of  discussion  in 
either  of  the  branches  of  the  L^slature 
of  the  United  States.  He  was  well 
aware  that  a  speech  of  great  length  was 
delivered,  expressing  the  views  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  that  speech,  delivered  in 
confidence,,  was  afterwards  published  by 
license  of  the  Senate,  but  no  general 
debate  had  been  held  in  the  two  Houses 
of  the  American  L^;islature  on  the  ques< 
tion.  Under  these  circumstances  he  felt 
— and  he  thought  the  House  would  sym- 
pathize vrith  him  in  the  feeling — that  it 
was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
as  it  was  their  anxiotis  desire,  to  en- 
deavour that  nothing  might  occur  to 
impede  the  resumption  of  the  negotia- 
tions between  the  two  Governments  witli 
favourable  prospects  at  the  proper  time. 
It  therefore  became  his  duty  to  renew 
the  application  he  had  on  former  occa- 
sions made  to  the  right  hon.  Qeatleman, 
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and  to  request  that  he  'Wonld  re&ain 
&om  now  asking  the  House  to  enter  on 
the  ^nerttt  discussion  of  this  case,  which 
was  still  substantially  pending  between 
the  two  Governments. 

Sib  HENET  BULWEK  :  Sir,  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  feel  that  I  am  moat 
desii^uB,  on  personal  and  public  grounds, 
to  comply  with  any  request  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  is  the  head  of 
the  Government  and  responsible  for  its 
acts.  But,  Sir,  I  think  I  may  say  with- 
out presumption  that  I  am,  perhaps,  not 
altogether  unqualified  to  form  an  opi- 
nion for  myself.  I  have  wished  to  form 
an  opinion  conscientiously,  and  I  have 
been  somewhat  strengthened  in  the 
opinion  I  have  formed  by  looking 
back  to  those  which  I  have  previously 
expressed,  and  finding  that  they  have 
been  found  correct  Now,  Sir,  I  say 
this,  because  upwards  of  two  years  ago 
I  had  a  conversation,  which  I  think  I 
may  repeat,  as  it  relates  to  a  pub- 
lic matter,  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  who  is  not  now  in  his  place,  on 
these  very  affairs  of  America;  and  every- 
thing I  said  at  that  time  has  proved 
true.  When  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Clarendon)  accepted  the  appointment 
of  Minister  of  Foreign  Afairs,  I  took 
the  liberty  of  requesting  an  interview 
with  him,  and  fiim  my  experience  in 
the  affairs  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  I 
impressed  upon  him  my  opinion  that  the 
negotiations  which  we  were  then  carry- 
ing on  with  Mr.  Johnson  in  this  country 
would  not  be  brought  to  a  successful 
close.  Now,  Sir,  I  say,  with  the  same 
confidence  with  which  I  expressed  that 
opinion  to  my  noble  Friend  at  that  time, 
that  I  am  convinced  that  if  we  leave  the 
question  ae  it  now  stands  between  ns 
and  the  United  States  of  America,  we 
shall  have  cause  to  repent  our  silence 
and  inactJon.  I  am  for  leaving  well 
alone,  but  I  am  not  for  leaving  ill  alone. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  be  discussing  the  subject,  though 
there  is  no  question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  think  the  House 
will  allow  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
reasonable  latitude ;  but  I  think  also  that 
I  must  lay  emphasis  on  the  word  "  rea- 
sonable." 

8iE  HENET  BULWER ;  As  I  desire, 
if  necessary,  to  put  myself  in  Gon£»mity 
Mr.  eiadttotu 


with  the  forms  of  the  House,  I  might 
say  that  I  would  conclude  with  a  Mo- 
tion ;'  but,  after  having  this  Notice  fre- 
quently before  the  House,  and  having 
stated  that  I  would  bring  it  under  dis- 
cussion, I  think,  in  justice  to  myself 
and  my  feelings,  and  in  justice  to  my 
duty  to  my  country,  I  should  be  al- 
lowed to  state  why,  if  I  do  give  way  to 
the  wish  of  the  Pnme  Minister,  it  will 
be  with  extreme  reluctance. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  may  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  rules  of  &e  House  that 
he  should  enter  now  upon  the  discussion 
of  a  question  on  which  ne  proposes  a  dis- 
cussion on  a  future  day.  He  is  limited 
to  an  answer  to  the  question  which  has 
been  put  to  him,  with  a  reasonable  lati- 
tude for  explanation. 

Sib  henry  BULWER  :  I  perfectly 
understand  that,  and  I  have  not  the  least 
intention  of  speaking  on  tike  general 
matter.  All  I  wish  to  address  myself 
to  is  the  suggestion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Am  I  in  Order?  ["Hoar, 
hear ! "]  Well,  then,  I  give  as  my  rea- 
son for  thinking  that  this  matter  ought 
to  be  discussed,  that  without  discussion 
it  is  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition. 
I  do  not  attach  much  importance  to  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Sumner,  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  alluded,  or  to  tiie  re- 
jection of  the  IVeaty  by  the  United 
States ;  but  what  I  do  attach  great  im- 
portance to  is,  that,  as  the  question  now 
stands  before  the  public,  one  country 
thinks  it  has  suffered  a  great  wrong  for 
which  no  redress  has  been  offered,  whilst 
die  other  considers  that  a  most  exagge- 
rated demand  has  not  been  abandoned, 
but  merely  suspended,  to  be  brought 
forward  at  any  time,  when  it  would  be 
as  dishonourable  as  now  for  ns  to  grant 
it,  and  more  dangerous  fbr  us  to  refuse 
it.  When  I  refer,  moreover,  to  past  ne- 
gotiations in  which  our  Qovernment  has 
exhibited  almost  every  variation  &om 
the  extreme  of  reststanoe  to  the  extreme 
of  concession,  I  cannot  but  feel  that  it  is 
time  for  this  House  to  steady  the  policy 
which  we  should  henceforth  pursue, 
and  leave  no  doubt  with  the  Amerioaa 
people  as  to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Great  Britain.  At  Uie  same  time,  I 
admit  that  it  is  for  the  House  itself 
to  judge  of  this  matter,  and  I  should 
be  exceedingly  sorry  to  bring  before  it 
any  subject  wbioh  it  was  not  well  dis- 
posed to  receive,  and  which,  exeroiaiiig 
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the  Bame  judgment  as  myself,  it  thoueht 
it  was  iiiexpMient  at  this  time  to  dis- 
cuss. Of  coxiree,  I  camtot  expect  any 
very  great  party  support,  because  all 
parties  were  mixed  up  in  these  matters, 
and  perhaps  some  of  the  acts  which 
they  committed  I  should  not  be  indis- 
posed to  condemn.  But  I  shall  bow 
to  the  general  sense  of  the  Gentlemen 
around  me ;  and  if  it  is  the  general 
desire  that  I  should  not  now  bring  this 
question  forward,  certainly  I  stuul  not 
do  BO.  But  then  I  must  add,  that  if  I 
am  BO  unfortunate  as  to  prove  a  true 
prophet — as  I  have  done  on  one  or  two 
occasions  before — I  must  throw  the  re- 


I  have  to  make  on  the  past  conduct  of 
preceding  AdmintstrationB  those  which 
I  may  feel  myself  called  on  to  make  on 
the  conduct  in  this  instance  of  the  pre- 
sent one. 

SDPPLT— MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES 
BEBOLTinoNB  [28th  J0Ne]  befobtes. 

First  Five  Besolutions  agrted  to. 

Sixth  Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  be  rose  to  move 
that  the  Vote  for  altering  the  edifices  of 
llie  Houses  of  Parliament  and  decorating 
the  walls  of  the  central  hall  with  mosaic 
work  be  reduced  by  £5,500.  A  similar 
Amendment  had  been  moved  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  bythe  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  White),  though  the 
Amendment  was  different,  and  be  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  had  challenged  the  decision  of 
the  Chairman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevro),  but 
there  was  considerable  conliision  at  the 
time,  and  the  Chairman  passed  to  the 
next  Vote.  The  Tote  was  for  "  increas- 
ing light,  decorating  walls,  and  other 
service ; ' '  but  he  did  not  think  we  ought 
to  decorate  these  walls  any  more,  his 
impression  being  that  they  were  over- 
decorated  already.  The  experiments  in 
Art  in  this  building  had  not  been  so  suc- 
cessful as  to  encourage  them  to  go  further 
in  the  same  direction ;  and  he  objected 
to  the  Vote  also  because  it  seemed  to  be 
the  beginning  of  an  attempt  to  pull  the 
House  about  in  a  way  wMch  might  lead 
to  a  much  larger  expenditure  than  that 
DOW  proposed.  If  the  central  hall  were 
altered  materially,  other  parts  of  the 
structure  must  be  altered,  and  there 
would  be  an  outlay  of  whidi  they  could 
not  foresee  the  end.  The  Chief  Com- 
:  Works,  lie  believed,  was 


willing  to  reduce  this  Tote  1^  a  small 
amount,  but  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  that ;  he  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  proposed  expenditure  on 
the  central  hall.  An  enormous  sum  of 
money  had  been  spent  on  the  build- 
ing ;  it  was  proposed  now  to  roend  mudk 
more  money  in  providing  additional  ac- 
commodation, which  was  very  much 
wanted,  and  he  moved  the  reduction  of 
the  Tote  with  a  view  to  resist  expendi- 
ture for  mere  decoration.  If  anything 
was  wanted  for  the  necessary  repair  St 
the  walls,  let  the  money  for  that  be 
voted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"£34,026,"  in  ordertoinsert  "£28,626," 
instead  thereof. — (Jfr.  LiUayn.) 

Mb.  BENTINCK,  who  had  given 
notice  of  a  similar  Motion,  supported 
thereductionof  the  Tote.  He  said  there 
had  always  been  an  understanding,  since 
the  Fine  Art  CommisBion  was  brought  to 
a  close  in  1663,  that  no  great  scheme  for 
the  decoration  of  the  House  should  be 
proposed  by  the  Government  without  a 
full  explanation  of  what  was  intended 
to  be  done.  The  present  Tote  had  taken 
the  House  by  surprise,  especially  since 
it  was  accompanied  by  no  explaiiation. 
The  Members  of  the  Govemment,  at  the 
hustings  and  elsewhere,  declared  that 
they  were  great  friends  of  economy,  and 
yet  this  addition  of  £8,000  to  the  Esti- 
mates was  proposed  without  any  expla- 
nation. On  investigation,  he  believed, 
it  would  he  found  that  a  great  part  of 
that  amount  was  to  be  spent,  not  in  ar- 
chitectural work,  but  in  decorationB  of 
the  central  halL  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  proposed  alterations  were  unneces- 
sary ana  mischievous.  The  central  hall 
was  one  of  the  best  features  of  tha 
building.  There  was  no  want  of  light, 
and  if  more  was  required,  tlie  vest  win- 
dow overlooking  St.  Stephen's  Hall, 
could  be  easily  altered  at  very  little  ex- 
pense. Additional  light  for  the  tele- 
graph and  other  offices  round  the  hall 
could  also  be  provided  at  very  small  cost. 
What  made  this  expenditure  more  objec- 
tionable was  that,  even  according  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Layard)  himself, 
a  style  of  decoration  with  which  he  was 
unacquainted  was  to  be  resorted  to.  This 
matter  really  required  more  inquiry ; 
this  new  experiment  in  decoration  ought 
not  to  be  attempted  without  full  expla- 
nation on  the  part  of  the  QoytfnassaA, 
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with  tbe  beginning,  middle,  and  end  of 
wheA  was  proposed  set  before  tbe  House. 
The  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  originated  in  a  Teiy 
uubusinesB-like  manner,  for,  in  reply  to 
the  Question  he  had  put,  the  First  Com- 
missioner said  he  coiud  not  produce  any 
Estimate,  because  the  money  had  not 
been  voted,  whereas  he  had  always  un- 
derstood that  the  first  thing  to  determine 
was  whether  the  proposed  work  was  pro- 
per to  be  done,  and  then  how  much 
should  be  voted  for  it.  He  should  Tot« 
with  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  LAYAKD  said,  he  regretted  he 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  formerly  of 
fully  esplaining  this  Vote,  in  conse- 
gueace  of  a  division  having  been  called, 
and  he  had  not  anticipated  the  discus- 
sion. He  desired  to  be  perfectly  frank 
with  the  House  in  his  explanations  with 
regard  to  the  matter.  Some  years  ago 
a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  completion  and  decoration 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  they 
made  a  very  elaborate  Report,  which 
was  drawn  up  _  under  the  presidency  of 
the  Prince  Consort,  recommending  cer- 
tain things  to  be  done  to  complete  the 
ornamental  part  of  the  building.  Since 
the  Report  was  made  each  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works  in  his  turn  had  car- 
ried out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Report ;  and  it  was  not  accurate  to  state 
that  the  House  had  determined  that 
nothing  more  should  be  done  without  its 
direct  sanction.  On  the  contranr,  many 
new  works  had  been  commenced — such, 
for  instance,  as  the  crypt  and  others — 
without  coming  to  the  House  for  their 
sanction.  "Whenever  that  House  had  in- 
terfered— and  it  had  only  done  so  on 
or  two  occasions — it  had  been  not  to 
check  the  First  Commissioner  in  carry- 
ing out  that  scheme,  but  to  augment  the 
remuneration  given  to  celebrated  artists 
— Mr,  Maclise  and  Mr.  Herbert, 
example — for  the  very  remarkable  works 
they  bad  executed  for  the  House.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  milwyn)  was  altogether  opposed 
to  decorations,  both  in  that  House  and 
elsewhere.  Objecting  altogether  to  the 
interference  of  the  Government  for  the 
promotion  of  the  Fine  Arts,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  always  voted  against  South 
Kensington,  which  was  one  of  the  glories 
of  the  country.  He  could,  therefore, 
understand  the  objection  of  the  Member 
for  Swansea.     "When  he  (Mr.  Layard) 


EiUmattt. 


1432 


Mr.  Smtinck 


came  into  the  Office  which  he  bad  now 
the  honour  to  fill,  he  foimd  that  the 
Queen's  robing  room  had  just  been 
finished,  and  fliat  the  chamber  of  ac- 
cess between  the  robing  room  and  the 
House  of  Lords  had  been  finished  with 
the  exception  of  certain  ^lanels  which  still 
remained  to  be  filled  with  frescoes,  and 
had  become  a  very  magnificent  apart- 
ment. There  remained,  however,  some 
other  things  to  be  done,  and  amongst 
them  was  the  decoration  of  the  centoal 
hatlandtheQueeu'sstaixcase.  Hisatten- 
tion  was  called  to  the  state  of  the  stair- 
case and  the  central  hall  by  Mr.  Bany, 
who  showed  h''"\  that  the  latter,  which 
was  the  very  turning  point  of  the  whole 
building,  was  in  a  very  unsatisJactory 
state.  Mr.  Bany  pointed  out  that  the 
spaces  intended  for  paintings  were  co- 
vered over  with  paper,  which  was  peel- 
ing off;  that  the  haJl  was  so  dark  that  a 
large  expenditure  of  gas  was  constantly 
required,  and  that  the  columns  and  walls 
had  been  most  unfortunately  painted  in 
a  very  disagreeable  manner.  He  (Mr. 
Layard)  was  compelled  to  admit  that  all 
which  Mr.  Bany  said  upon  these  points 
was  correct;  and  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  advisable  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  central  hall,  the  only  point 
in  question  being  what  should  be  done. 
The  EoyalConunission  had  recommended 
that  the  blank  spaces  in  the  hall  should 
be  filled  up  by  paintings  in  fresco ;  but 
his  experience  of  paintings  in  fresco  had 
led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  they  were 
not  suited  for  decorations  in  this  coun- 
try, and  much  money  had  already  been 
thrown  away  upon  them  within  the  walls 
of  that  House.  Not  relying  on  his  own 
judgment,  however,  he  tilled  Dr.  Percy 
and  Mr.  Barry  into  council,  and  with 
them  he  examined  with  the  greatest 
care  all  the  firescoes  in  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  regretted  to  say  that 
the  result  of  the  examination  was  that 
they  did  not  find  one  which  did  not  show 
some  signs  of  decay.  I>r.  Per^-  further 
made  a  Report  to  his  (Mr.  Layard'sJ 
Department  upon  the  subject  of  wall 
painting,  in  which  he  stated  his  de- 
liberate opinion  that  no  vail  pain  ting 
could  exist  in  London,  owing  to  the 
action  upon  the  lime  of  the  sulphuric 
acid  generated  in  the  air  by  coal  smoke 
and  gas.  The  question  then  was, 
what  was  to  be  done  ?  and  Mr.  Barry 
suggested  that  it  might  be  advisable 
to  tiy  the  mosaic  method  of  decora- 
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tion.  His  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  mosaic 
work  as  being  a  new  experiment ;  but 
he  must  surely  bo  aware  that  it  was 
not  so.  In  order  to  satiafy  bimself  as 
to  its  merits,  he  (Mr.  Layard)  had  exa- 
mined that  magiiificent  structure,  the 
Wolsey  Chapel,  at  Windsor,  and  more 
recently  the  Frince  Consort  Memorial  in 
Hyde  Park.  The  result  was,  that  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  mosaic  vork 
would  be  both  effective  and  durable.  It 
was,  moreover,  a  cheaper  method  than 
fresco  painting ;  for  no  artist  of  estab- 
lished fame  would  consent  to  fill  one  of 
the  large  spaces  in  the  central  hall  with 
a  painting  without  receiving  a  very  large 
remuneration  for  doing  so.  They  could, 
however,  get  an  artist  of  recognized 
merit  to  make  a  drawing,  and  they  could 
have  that  drawing  re-produced  me<Jiani- 
cally  and  executed  at  one-third  or  one- 
fourth  of  tiie  cost  of  a  fresco.  It  was 
alleged  that  he  had  entrueted  the  work 
to  artists  who  were  unknown.  That, 
however,  was  not  the  case.  He  had 
asked  Mr.  Moore  and  Mr,  Poynter  to 
supply  the  designs  for  these  mosaics, 
and^  though  Mr.  Moore  was  personally 
unknown  to  him,  he  had  been  led  to 
give  him  the  commission  from  seeing 
some  very  able  works  of  his  in  the  Boytu 
Academy;  whilst  the  very  remarkable 
painting  which  Mr.  Poynter  had  exhi- 
bited two  years  ago,  and  which  had 
been  adapted  to  a  well-known  polidual 
caricature — he  meant  the  picture  of 
"Israel  in  Egypt" — would  be  remem- 
bered by  most  hon.  Gentlemen.  Both 
these  artists  were  young  men,  but  both 
were  men  of  genius  in  their  profession, 
and  he  thought  that  it  was  time  the 
younger  men  had  a  turn  in  the  decora- 
tion of  the  building.  He  was  almost 
ashamed  to  teU  the  House  what  he  was 
paying  these  gentlemen  for  making 
their  cartoons;  Dut  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  honour  of  taking  part  in  the 
decoration  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment was  itself  of  some  value.  As  to 
the  roof  of  the  central  hall,  Mr.  Bany 
had  suggested  to  him  that  dayli|:ht 
should  oe  admitted  into  the  bulldmg 
by  opening  the  lantern.  "Why  daylight 
should  ever  have  been  excluded  he 
was  imable,  he  confessed,  to  make  out. 
It  appeared,  however,  that  there  was  a 
ddiberate  attempt  to  exclude  it  from  the 
building  and  to  substitute  gaslight.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  carrying  out  of 
this  alteration  in  the  hall  would  not  only 
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be  a  great  improvement  in  the  haU  it- 
self, but  would  effect  a  cousiderable  sav- 
ing in  the  gas,  which  had  now  to  bum 
morning,  noon,  and  night  ia  that  part  of 
the  building.  Mr.  Barry  had  also  sug- 
gested that  the  columns  which  had  been 
painted  in  so  disagreeable  a  manner 
should  be  removed,  and  re-placed  by 
marble  columns.  This  was  the  only 
structural  alteration  in  the  hall  which  it 
was  proposed  to  make.  He  thought  that 
the  House  would  be  surprised  \o  learn 
that  the  total  cost  of  the  whole  of  the 
alterations  and  decoration  in  the  central 
hall  would  be  £8,000.  Did  the  House 
know  what  the  two  small  corridors  be- 
tween that  House  and  the  House  of 
Lords  had  cost  for  frescoes  only  ?  The 
amount  had  been  nearly  £12,000,  and 
he  had  been  asked  this  year  to  give 
another  £1,000  for  glazing  the  frescoes, 
which,  however,  he  had  refused  to  do.  He 
would  like  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  state  of  the  Eadmatea. 
That  building  was  one  of  the  great  at- 
tractions of  Loudon,  sometimes  as  many 
as  30,000  persons  visiting  it  in  a  single 
day,  and  he  thought  that  no  one  would 
doubt  that  they  ought  to  make  the  cen- 
tral part  of  the  biulding  worthy  of  the 
whole  structure.  In  1856-7  the  estimate 
for  works  in  the  House  was  £49,000 ;  in 
1866-7  it  had  risen  to  £61,000;  in  1867-8 
it  had  fallen  to  £55,000;  in  1868-9  it 
was  £54,900;  and  he  had  reduced  it  this 
year  to  £60,056.  Upon  works  alone  he 
had  reduced  the  Estimate  irom  £33,948 
to  £17,085,  and  this  year,  for  works  of 
Art',  instead  of  £3,000,  only  £1,450  was 
asked  for.  He  had  gone  most  carefully 
into  these  Estimates,  which  had  been 

Proposed  before  he  acceded  to  Office,  and 
ad  done  his  best  to  reduce  them  as 


bound  to  admit  that  Mr.  Barry,  in 
the  hope  of  getting  the  work  finished 
during  the  coming  Becess,  had  entered 
into  some  arrangements  which  no  doubt 
led  him  to  incur  certain  liabilities.  He 
(Mr.  Layard),  however,  must  alone  be 
considered  to  blame  in  that  matter, 
and  if  they  cut  off  the  Vote  now  the 
responsibility  must  rest  upon  him.  He 
was  prcMred  to  meet  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  White)  by  reducing  the  Vote  for 
Coals  and  Candles  by  £500,  and  be  would 
endeavour  to  reduce  the  expenditure  as 
much  as  he  possibly  could,  though  he 
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did  not  tlunlc  tliat,  upon  the  whole,  it 
was  prudent  to  reduce  it  to  too  low 

amountj 

Ms.  WHITE  explained  that  he  had 
originated  the  discuesion  by  proposing 
in  Committee  of  Supply  that  £2,500 
ahoold  be  deducted  £rom  the  Vote.  In 
doing  BO  he  did  not  intend  to  effect 
merdy  a  cheeseparing  reduction. 
did  it  from  an  apprehenedon  of  the 
Bequences  of  embarking  in  a  new  sch 
of  decoration.  He  also  thought  the 
HoUiBo  should  have  been  consulted  on 
the  subject.  He  made  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  proposal  to  admit  light 
to  the  central  hall.  .  On  the  contrary,  he 
Bympathized  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  that  point.  He  only  wished  to 
oppose  the  putting  of  mosaic  in  the  blank 

LoBD  JOHN  MiNKEES  said,  that 
after  the  touching  explanation  of  the 
First  CommiBBioner  that  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  contracts  entered  into  if  the 
House  did  not  agree  to  the  Vote,  it 
would  Bcarcdy  be  proper  to  divide  the 
House  against  it.  At  the  same  time, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  if  the  incidents 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  so 
franhly  related  to  the  House  had  oc- 
curred whilst  he  (Lord  John  Manners) 
was  in  OflSce,  he  felt  perfectly  certain 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Secretary  for  the  Treasuir  (Mr.  Ayrton) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat 
next  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would  have 
been  very  loud  indeed  in  denouncing 
such  a  course  as  that  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  great  credit  to  himself  for  having 
reduced  the  Yote  for  decorative  works ; 
but  in  the  early  part  of  his  speech  he 
had  very  fairly  and  properly  said  that 
in  the  Queen's  robing  room,  the  Peei-s' 
corridor,  and  various  other  parts  of  the 
Palace,  works  which  had  been  in  pro- 
gress for  a  number  of  years,  had  now 
come  to  an  end.  In  the  Vote  taken  last 
year  for  decorativo  works  there  was  a 
sumof  £1,S00  to  pay  Mr.  Macliae,  ac- 
cording to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Itoyal  Commission.  If  thoy  took  away 
that  £1,SOO,  the  House  would  see  that 
even  last  year  there  was  no  greater  sum 
voted  for  decorative  purposes  than  was 
proposed  to  be  taken  in  the  present 
Estimates.  He  did  not  wish,  however, 
to  press  that  controversy  further.  He 
xegretted  that  more  time  and  opportunity 


had  not  been  given  to  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  mosaic  would  be  a  desir- 
able and  useful  decoration.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
some  good  reasons  why  the  House  should 
E^ree  to  the  Vote ;  and  he  hoped  that, 
under  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, they  would  see  the  central  hall 
and  other  parts  of  the  building  decorated 
in  a  creditable  and  lasting  manner. 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  all  foreigners 
agreed  that  the  central  hall  was  the 
finest  part  of  the  building,  and  in  this 
opinion  he  entirely  concurred.  He  was 
sorry  to  see  it  remain  unfiniBhed ;  bat 
he  ^ould  be  equally  unwilling  to  see  a 
new  style  of  decoration  adopted.  The 
Hall  was  octagonal,  four  mdes  being 
lighted  with  enormonB  windows,  and 
the  other  four  being  blank  spaces,  which 
were  intended  to  be  filled  in  with  frescoes, 
but  which  were  now  simply  papered, 
and  presented  a  most  discreditable  ap- 
pearance. Some  decoration  ought  to 
be  applied,  and  the  mosaics  of  Profesoor 
Salviati  had  been  largely  and  Buccess- 
fully  used  in  Borne  and  other  places. 
He  feared  the  experience  gained  had 
shown  that  English  artists  £d  not  un- 
derstand frescoes,  and  that  a  style  of 
decoration  which  had  been  very  success- 
ful in  Italy  had  failed  here.  He  must 
protest,  however,  against  any  change  in 
the  architecture  of  the  central  hall.  He 
would  remove  every  fragment  of  paint 
and  paper,  but  he  would  introdnce  no 
marble  columns  into  it.  He  quite  con- 
curred in  the  proposal  to  open  the  lan- 
tern, which  would  give  increased  light 
and  render  the  gas  less  necessary.  He 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  four  panels 
filled  in,  so  long  as  no  alteration  wa8 
made  in  the  magnificent  architecture  of 
the  central  hall. 

Mk.  hunt  said,  he  did  not  enter  into 
the  question  as  a  matter  of  taste,  but  he 
wanted  to  ask  a  queBtion  with  respect 
to  the  financial  responsibility  incurred. 
What  he  understood  from  the  aiimisaion 
of  the  right  hon.  Clentleman  was,  that 
he  had  contracted  for  the  work  before 
Parhament  had  given  its  sanction  to  ita 
being  done.  He  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  de- 
fend that  course  ? — for  it  was  one  that, 
except  under  very  extruordinaiy  circum' 
stances,  the  House  had  a  right  to  resent, 
wanted  to  know  wheOier  applica- 
tion was  made  to  the  Treunuy  to  eaoo- 
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Haa  tliat  expenditure ;  and,  if  ao,  what 
KDBwer  was  given  by  iiie  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  Alcebmait  LUSE  said,  lie 
thooglit  that  all  new  works  ought  to  be 
discnssed,  and  their  plans  laid  before 
the  House  before  contracts  were  entered 
into  and  agreements  made  that  were  bind- 
ing, instead  of  ooming  for  a  Vote  after  this 
was  done.  When  the  Yote  was  previoosly 
before  the  House  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  it  was  a  question  of 
light ;  but  it  now  turned  out  that  it  was 
not  a  question  of  light  at  all,  but  of  de- 
coration. It  was  not  fair  to  take  a  Yote 
of  the  House  for  one  purpose,  when 
another  purpose  was  intended.  He 
would  reoommend  that  this  Yote  should 
stand  over;  for  he  believed  that  this 
new  decoration  was  but  the  beginning 
of  fresh  expense,  and  would  prove  to  be 
like  the  letting  oat  of  water. 

Mb.  HFATiT.AM  said,  he  did  not 
^mpathize  with  the  strong  language 
that  was  often  used  in  that  House  with 
r^ard  to  the  decoratiime  of  the  House 
—he  thought  much  of  it  was  very  good. 
With  regard  to  the  question  now  before 
tiiem,  be  understood  it  meant  the  sub- 
stitution of  mosaic  for  fresooes  in  the 
decorations  of  the  central  hall.  Now,  he 
had  examined  the  mosaics  in  the  build- 
ings to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  re- 
£^^ ;  and  relying — not  upon  his  own 
judgment,  but  upon  that  of  competent 
friends  —  he  considered  that  the  effect 
was  very  fine,  end  that  it  might  be  pro- 
perly introduced  into  that  House.  He 
thought,  after  the  clear  statement  that 
had  been  made  by  his  right  hon  Friend, 
the  work  should  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Ma.  BEBE8F0ED  HOPE  trusted 
that  the  bon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
DiUwyn)  would  not  persist  in  going  to  a 
division,  after  the  fair  and  dear  exposi- 
tion they  had  beard  from  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  This  was  not  opening  the  flood- 
gatos  of  a  new  expenditure,  as  some 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  think.  It  was  the 
decoration  of  one  specific  apartment,  the 
very  central  apartment  of  this  palace, 
which,  from  the  very  beginning,  was  in- 
tended to  be  decorated.  A  cheap  mode 
of  doing  so  had  now  bees  discovered, 
which  had  not  only  been  introduced  at 
Windsor,  but  in  the  octagon  chapel  at 
St.  Paul's,  under  the  sanction  of  the  late 
I>ean  Ttfiln""! ;  and  all  who  had  seen  the 
process  spoke  of  it  with  admiration.  No- 
thing brought  this  country  more  into 
lidicole  and  disrepute  abroad,  aothing 
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more  tended  to  fix  upon  ns  the  reproach 
of  being  a  nation  of  shopkeepers,  than 
the  habit  of  baiting  the  Minister  for 
every  new  decoration  in  the  capital,  whe- 
ther inparks  or  gardens,  or  public  build- 
ings. Ihis  habit  went  on  year  after  year 
in  Committee  of  Supply — certain  Mem- 
bers attending  for  the  purpose  from 
seven  to  nine  —  while  the  rest  of  the 
House  was  engaged  in  the  more  rational 
amusement  of  eating  their  dinner.  But 
when  the  same  habit  was  brought  up  at 
that  hour,  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair, 
it  was  hardly  creditable  to  the  character 
of  tiie  House.  A  question  had  been 
asked — it  was  answered — and  to  ean^  it 
further,  would  be  injurious  to  the  oua- 
racter  of  this  House, 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  that  a  larger  prin- 
ciple was  involved  in  this  question  than 
the  mere  voting  of  £5,500.  The  ques- 
tion raised  was  this : — ought  the  public 
money  to  be  disposed  of,  before  it  was 
vot«d  by  that  House  ?  It  was  not  long 
since  he  had  made  an  appeal  on  behaK 
of  some  overseers  at  Birmingham,  who 
had  been  distrained  upon  for  £12,  spent 
in  assisting  some  paupers  to  emigrate, 
and  the  answer  he  received  from  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  was 
that  they  ought  not  to  have  spent  the 
money  tiJl  it  was  voted  to  them.  Now, 
what  was  sauce  for  the  goose  was  sauce 
for  the  gander.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bad  exceeded  hia  expenditure, 
they  could  not  help  it.  The  present  was 
only  one  example  of  the  wasteful  expen- 
diture which  was  going  on,  with  or  with- 
out the  sanction  of  Parliament,  in  every 
Department  of  the  Government,  and 
which  could  no  longer  escape  the  notice 
of  that  House.  With  regard  to  the  ar- 
chitectural character  of  the  House,  and 
the  estimation  in  which  it  was  held  by 
foreigners  who  visited  it,  he  would  con- 
tent himself  with  repeating  what  he  bad 
heard  that  very  day  from  a  foreigner  in 
the  lobby — who  said  to  him,  "  I  wonder 
that  you  English,  who  think  yourselves 
the  moat  practical  people  in  Europe, 
should  spend  such  vast  sums  upon  orna- 
ment in  this  place,  when  you  have  not  a 
House  fit  to  hold  you."  If  an  alteration 
in  the  building  was  to  be  made,  let  it  be 
done  all  at  once,  instead  of  by  these  odds 
and  ends,  which  were  a  constantiy-re- 
curring  source  of  expense.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  car- 
ried his  Amendment  in  this  instance,  its 
eiFect  would  be  most  salutary. 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
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0«ittlflinan  wbo  had  juat  sat  do^m  said 
vith  great  truth  that  that  question, 
which  raised  the  question  of  the  gene- 
ral relations  of  the  House  to  the  public 
expenditure,  and  to  its  control  over  that 
expenditure,  was  of  more  importance 
than  the  eum  in  dispute,  though  that 
was  not  insignificant.  He  had  poBtponed 
answering  the  questiou  of  the  right 
hoQ.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  (Mr. 
Hunt)  till  the  arrival  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(who  had  just  entered  the  House).  On 
his  authority — for,  of  course,  he  had  uo 
knowledge  of  the  matter  himself  —  he 
had  to  say  that  the  expenditure  in  ques- 
tion was  recognized  by  the  Treasury  as 
a  fit  one  to  submit  to  the  House  in  the 
Estimates.  That  was  an  answer  to  the 
first  question  put  by  the  right  hon.  G«n- 
tleman.  The  more  important  question 
related  to  the  subject  of  contracts — whe- 
ther they  ought  to  be  entered  into  be- 
fore a  Vote  of  the  House  was  taken  upon 
the  expenditure.  Now,  with  respect  to 
that  subject,  he  must  guard  himself  by 
saying  that,  though  nothing  could  be 
more  easy  than  to  lay  down  a  general 
and  inflexible  rule  upon  this  subject, 
yet  it  would  not  be  wise  to  lay  down  the 
general  and  inflexible  rule  with  regard 
to  all  our  public  Departments  that  it 
ehould  be  atwolutely  necessary  before  a 
contract  for  any  service  is  entered  into 
that  a  Vote  of  Parliament  should  be 
taken  for  that  particular  -  sum.  That 
was  a  matter  of  great  delicacy  and  im- 
portance to  determine ;  and  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  House  itself  at  any  time 
would  institute  an  inquiiy  and  endea- 
vour to  define  more  accurately  than  had 
ever  yet  been  done  by  authority  what 
the  descriptions  of  contracts  were  which 
might  be  entered  into  on  the  discretion 
of  the  responsible  Departments  before 
a  Vote  of  that  House  had  been  taken. 
Subject  to  certain  exceptions,  he  thought 
the  practice  that  had  hitherto  prevaued 
was  improper,  and  ought  not  to  be  con- 
tinued. Now,  let  them  apply  the  irule 
as  fairly  as  they  could.  He  did  not  claim 
this  to  be  an  exceptional  case,  as  the 
noble  Lord  thought.  What  he  took  to  be 
the  state  of  the  case  was  this  —  Where 
the  service  was  continuous,  and  carried 
on  Ixom  year  to  year  —  where  the  ser- 
vices were  well  defined,  and  where  they 
involved  no  novelty,  either  in  principle 
or  action — then,  though  he  was  for  from 
Baying  that,  even  in  such  cases,  contracts 
Mr.  eiaittm* 


ought  to  be  entered  into  before  theVotes 
of  the  House  were  taken,  yet  such  had 
been  the  practice,  and  therefore  he 
thought  that,  whether  it  was  right  or 
wrong,  they  ought  not  to  visit  with  se- 
verity that  particular  case.  Where  there 
was  any  service  to  which  a  novel  cha- 
racter was  attached,  it  was  beyond  the 
discretion  of  any  official  or  of  any  De- 
partment, except  under  very  pecohu 
ciroumstancea  indeed,  to  order  the  exe- 
cution of  any  part  of  the  work  before  a 
Vote  of  the  House  was  taken.  Now, 
how  did  this  apply  to  the  two  questions 
before  the  House — the  decorations  and 
the  alterations  in  the  structural  arrange- 
ment? The  question  of  decorations  feU 
under  the  first  of  these  classes,  whfle 
the  structural  arrangement  did  not.  The 
decorations  were  authorized  by  a  series 
of  annual  Yotes  of  that  House,  all  of 
which  originated  in  the  recommenda- 
tions of  a  Boyal  Commission  appointed 
twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  in  reference 
to  the  decorations  of  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. He  was  aware  that  a  question 
had  been  raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  veiy 
recently  as  to  the  kind  of  decoration, 
and  whether  they  should  adopt  a  pio- 
cesB  other  than  that  of  frescoes.  That 
was  a  question  upon  which  a  Vote  of 
this  House  might  fairly  be  taken  if  the 
House  thought  fit;  but  in  respect  of 
contracts  for  decoration,  when  Votes  had 
been  granted  from  year  to  year,  and 
when  there  was  nothing  unusual  in  the 
extent  of  the  decorations  contemplated, 
they  assumed  the  character  of  a  con- 
tinuous work,  and  though  it  might  be 
wise  to  establish  prospectively  a  more 
stringent  control  over  contracts  made  in 
such  cases,  yet,  as  the  habit  and  custom 
were  established,  he  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  exercise  its  power  severely 
in  this  particular  instance.  With  respect 
to  structural  alterations,  however,  he 
drew  a  broad  distinction.  If  it  were  in- 
tended to  cut  out  the  ribs  or  piers  in 
the  central  hall,  that  would  he  a  struc- 
tural change  of  a  totally  new  character, 
and  be  did  not  think  the  House  could 
be  called  upon  to  acquiesce  in  a  contract 
formed  with  regard  to  it  before  a  Vote 
of  that  House,  or  when  only  a  Vote  on 
Account,  had  been  taken,  for  it  would 
strike  at  the  very  foundation  of  Vote* 
on  Account  if  the  House  had  not  a  se- 
curity on  the  responsibihty  of  the  Go- 
yenunent  that  money  voted  on  Acoouot 
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should  only  be  applied  for  the  estab- 
lished serviceB,  and  not  by  any  meana 
for  new  works.  The  proposition  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  founded  upon  a 
principle,  because  he  undertook  that  the 
alterations  which  had  been  referred  to 
should  not  be  executed ;  and  the  Tote 
was  eiiaply  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  that  princi^e.  In  r^ard  to 
the  continuation  of  a  series  of  decora- 
tione,  the  case  was  wholly  different.  The 
Govenunent  thought  the  series  ought  to 
be  continued,  and  if  any  partial  contract 
had  been  entered  into  with  respect  to  it 
it  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  a  matter 
for  retrospecti've  censure,  and  therefore 
he  recommended  the  House  to  accept 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  tendered  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend, 

Mr.  hunt  said,  he  would  repeat  the 

auestion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
16  First  Commissioner  of  Works  had 
not  answered.  Whether  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  the  contract  he 
made  application  to  the  Treasury,  and 
whether  the  Treasury  gave  their  sanc- 
tion? He  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Treasmy  ap- 
prored  of  the  Vote  being  submitted  to 
I^liament ;  but  he  asked  if  the  Treasury 
was  concerned  in  the  contract  ? 

Mb.  LATABD  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  application  had  been  made  to 
the  Treasuiy  before  the  conclusion  of  the 

contract.  

Mk.  SCLATER- booth  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  fallen  into 
an  error  in  saying  that  the  decorations 
were  ever  made  the  subject  of  contract 
previous  to  the  Vote  of  that  House.  He 
beheved  that  on  examination  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that  the  Vote 
was  always  taken  before  the  contract 
was  made.  He  therefore  doubted  whe- 
ther the  decorations  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  a  continuous  Vot«. 

Question,  "That  '£34,026'  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Besolution,"  put,  and 
fugatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That '  £28,526 ' 
bo  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LAYABD  moved  that  the  sum  be 
£31,026. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
proposed  Amen^ent,  by  leaving  out 
"£28,526,"  and  inserting  "£31,026," 
— {Mr.  Layard,) — instead  thereof 
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Mb.  BONHAM-CABTKB  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  the 
name  of  the  artist  who  had  been  con- 
tracted with.  But  he  had  not  told  them 
what  the  nature  of  the  contract  was. 
This  was  the  more  important  as  they  had 
not  hitherto  been  fortunate  in  the  Fine 
Arts.  They  did  not  want  any  more 
statues  which  were  too  large  for  their 
niches  and  which  had  to  be  placed  some- 
where else.  He  wanted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  teU  them  who  was  to 
execute  the  mosaic. 

Mb.  TiATAR.n  said,  the  question  was 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  two  gentle- 
men he  had  named.  The  artist  was  to 
furnish  the  drawing,  and  to  prepare  the 
cartoon,  and  Mr.  Bany  was  to  see  it 
carried  out.  The  mosaic  work  was  purely 
mechanical. 

Mb.  HUNT   said,   he  thought  this 

rstion  had  now  assumed  a  serious 
pe.  It  was  not  a  question  of  mosaio 
or  fresco ;  it  was  a  question  as  to  the 
relations  between  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  of  Commons  in 
matters  of  finance.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  laid  down  too  vaguely 
the  rules  with  respect  to  contracts  for 
works  which  had  not  been  sanctioned  by 
Parliament,  and  in  his  opinion  prece- 
dents would  not  warrant  such  doctrines 
at  all.  He  did  not  say  tiiat  there  might 
not  be  circumstances  in  which  the  Go- 
vemment  might  enter  into  a  contract 
without  consulting  the  House.  It  might 
be  necessary  that  part  of  some  works 
should  be  executed  m  one  year  and  part 
in  another,  and  under  such  circumstances 
a  Departmentwouldbe  justified  in  mak- 
ing a  contract  with  the  consent  of  the 
Treasury,  the  Government  taking,  of 
course,  all  the  responsibihty.  This 
power,  however,  ought  to  be  exercised 
as  seldom  as  possible.  Could  anyone 
say  that  the  public  service  would  suffer 
if  this  Vote  had  been  postponed  for  an- 
other year  ?  If  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Worts  had  applied  to  the 
Treasury  for  their  sanction  and  they  had 
granted  it  they  would  have  done  wrong. 
But  here  they  found  a  subordinate  De- 
partment entering  into  a  contract  with- 
out referring  the  matter  to  the  Treasuir 
at  all.  [Mr.  Layaed  made  some  remark 
across  the  table.]  It  might  not  have 
been  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
but  it  was  done  in  his  Department,  and 
•  ■     "  r  it.     He  could 
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hardly  conoeive  tliat  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Treasury  oi 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  given  their  sanction  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding Tchen  they  found  a  subordinate 
Department  thue  entering  into  contracts 
without  authority,  and  for  which  there 
was  no  necessity.  It  was  a  case  on 
which  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to 
put  down  its  foot. 

Ur.  LATABD  confessed  he  had  done 
wrong  in  permitting  Mr.  Barry  to  enter 
into  the  contract — which  he  had  done, 
however,  without  his  (Mr.  Layard'a) 
knowledge.  But  Mr.  Barry  had  repre- 
sented to  him  that  by  entering  into  these 
contracts  and  making  his  preparations,  he 
would  be  able  to  complete  the  work  dur- 
ing the  Kecoss,  and  thus  save  much  in- 
convenience to  Members ;  the  scaffolding 
oould  be  put  up  the  very  day  the  House 
adjoumea,  and  the  work  would  be 
finished  before  they  eat  again. 

Mr.  BOUVEEIE  said,  he  regretted 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  left  this 
matter  so  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Barry.  In  former  times  complaints  used 
to  be  made  of  the  elder  Mr.  Barry  hav- 
ing been  allowed  to  carry  on  works  with- 
out sufficient  supervisioa.  In  the  present 
ease  his  right  hon.  Friend  confessed  that 
he  had  committed  great  irregularity.  It 
would,  he  thought,  be  unreasonable, 
after  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
to  give  what  would  look  something  like 
a  vindictive  Vote,  and  because  his  right 
hon.  Friend  Uie  First  Commissioner  of 
"Worka  had  made  a  slip,  to  refuse  to 
grant  the  money. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  if  the  House  were  to 
refuse  to  a^ree  to  the  Vote  they  would 
be  punishmg,  not  so  much  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  as  those  inno- 
cent persona  who  had  undertaken  the 
work  in  question  under  the  contract.  It 
was  absolutely  neceBsary  for  the  public 
service  that  the  House  should  support 
those  who  were  its  agents,  for  otherwise 
the  credit  of  the  Government  would  be 
greatly  injured.  He  had  also  a  word  to 
say  to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Hunt)  who  was  so  severe  on 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he, 
when  in  Office,  was  not  a  party  to  the 
granting  of  a  certain  sum  of  £53,000 
&r  increasing  the  Industrial  Museum  at 
Edinburgh  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
maintained  that  the  Govemm«st  ought 


not  to  enter  into  a  contract  without  the 
consent  of  the  House,  and  that  was,  no 
doubt  with  some  exceptions,  a  very  sound 
doctrine  to  lay  down.  But  what  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  done  ? 
He  had  undertaken  that  if  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Edinburgh  widened  certain  streets, 
he,  on  his  part,  would  give  an  additional 
sum  to  increase  the  Industrial  Museum 
in  that  city.  The  people  of  Edinburgh 
put  themselves  in  a  position  to  perform 
their  part  of  the  contract,  and  held  the 
Gtovemment  to  their  bai^ais,  and  the 
result  was  an  expenditure  of  £53,000  on 
the  contract  entered  into  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  wi&out  the  consent  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  hunt  said,  that  the  contract 
which  he  had  made  was  this — that  if  the 
Corporation  of  Edinbui«h  would  widen 
certein  streets  he  would  eubmit  a  Vote 
to  Parliament  for  increasing  the  grant  to 
enable  the  trustees  of  the  Edinburgh 
Indnstrial  Museum  to  add  another  sec- 
tion  to  that  building. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  suggested  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Vote,  which  was  asked 
for  merely  to  try  an  experiment  in  a 
prominent  part  of  the  building.  If  such 
experiment  were  neceEsaiy  he  thought 
it  ought  to  be  made  in  some  other  por- 
tion of  the  building. 

Mb.  T.  BAPING  said,  the  zeal  ques- 
tion  was  not  whether  the  conduct  of  the 
First  Commissioner  was  or  was  not  open 
to  censure  ;  but  whether,  the  contract 
having  been  made,  those  who  had  entered 
into  it  should  be  compelled  to  sustain  an 
injury. 

Mb.  SINCLAIE  AYTOUN  said,  that 
if  he  had  had  any  doubt  as  to  support- 
ing the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  doubt  would  have  been  removed. by 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
ExchequM'.  If  the  House  overlooked 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  on  the 
grounds  steted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  Iktal  blow  would  be  struck  at 
the  responsibility  of  the  Executive  to 
Parliament. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  protested 
against  an  experiment  being  made  in 
decoration  on  such  a  place  as  the  central 
hall.  One  of  its  advantages  was  not 
certainly  abundance  of  light. 

Mr.  W.  H.  GEEGOEY  said,  it  was 
clear  that  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
rejecting  the  Vote  tooif  that  course  not 
BO  much  because  of  teethetical  oonaidera- 
taons  as  beoaoseof  an  iiregulatity  vhkh, 
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howdvet,  be  muat  remind  them  was  not 
likely  to  occui  again. 

Question  put,  "  That '  £28,526 '  stand 
part  of  the  eaid  proposed  Amendment." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  97 ;  Noes 
187;  Majority  90. 

£31,026  inserted. 

Beeolution,  as  amended,  offrud  to. 
SUPPLT. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  XeaTe  the 
Chair." 

CANADA   RAILWAY   LOAN. 

BESOLDTIOII. 

Me.  SINCLAIE  ATTOXTN,  in  rinng 
to  call  attention  to  the  manner  in  whiti 
a  portion  of  the  money  authorized  to  be 
raised  under  "  The  Canada  Eailway 
Loan  Ad,  1((67,"  had  been  applied, 
eaid,  in  1867  an  Act  was  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  British  North 
American  Frovinees  to  imite  themselves 
under  one  Goyemment.  The  House 
was  told  that  it  was  essential  to  the 
Confederation  of  these  Provinces  that 
the  railway  communication  sb^uld  be 
completed  between  Halifax  and  Quebec. 
Amongst  other  provisions  contained  in 
that  Act,  it  was  enacted  that  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury 
should  be  empowered  to  grant  a  loan  of 
£3,000.000,  to  be  raised  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pleting the  Intercolonial  BaDway.  Cer- 
tain conditions,  however,  were  imposed 
by  the  Act — one  for  the  conveyance  of 
troops;  another  that  the  line  selected 
should  be  approved  by  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Prinapal  Secretaries  of  State ; 
and  a  third  that  the  Treasury  should 
not  guarantee  the  loan  until  the  Legis- 
lature of  Canada  had  passed  an  Act  for 
the  appropriation  and  expenditure  of 
the  money  upon  the  works  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  A  Bill  was  accord- 
ingly passed  in  the  Dominion  providing 
for  the  fulfilment  of  the  conditions  re- 
quired by  the  Imperial  Act.  Mr.  Rose, 
Uie  Financi^  Minister  of  Canada,  was 
in  London  in  June  and  July,  1868,  and 
expressed  his  wish  that  the  British  Oo- 
veromeut  would  afford  the  means  of 
speedily  raising  the  money  sanctioned 
by  Parliament.    He  statfid  that  he  was 
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informed  that  the  condition  of  the  money 
market  was  favourable  for  raising  the 
loan.  In  consequence  of  communica- 
tions addressed  to  the  Colonial  Office  and 
to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Escliequer 
(Mr.  Hunt),  the  Duke  of  Buckiugham 
approved  the  line,  and  the  loan  was  then 
guaranteed.  In  a  Memorandum  to  the 
Governor  General  of  the  Dominion,  Mr. 
Boss  stated  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  lay  out  the  money  obtained  under  the 
guarantee  at  interest  unless  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  were  prepared  to 
accept  a  very  insignificant  rate  of  inte- 
rest, and  he  thought  a  preferable  plan 
would  be  to  employ  a  portion  of  the 
money  in  redeeming  the  debts  of  the 
Domiaion.  That  Memorandum  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Governor  General,  and 
the  plan  was  carried  out.  It  appeared 
from  the  Budget  speech  of  Mr,  Rose  to 
the  Parliament  of  the  Canada  Dominion 
that  he  had  invested  in  the  sinking  fund 
at  6  per  cent  270,000  dollars.  He  paid 
off  the  Imperial  loan  for  constructing 
canals,  681,830  doUars,  and  had  paid 
985,562  dollars  due  to  Messrs.  Glyn,  and 
2,600,000  to  the  Montreal  Bank.  Alto- 
gether he  had  thus  employed  5,808,595 
dollars,  being  an  annual  interest  of 
350,000  dollars  of  the  money  raised 
under  the  Imperial  guarantee,  and  he 
stated  that  there  had  been  a  total  gain 
of  over  126,000  dollars  in  the  interest 
account.  He  (Mr.  Aytoun)  contended 
that  such  a  disposition  of  the  money  was 
in  contravention  of  the  Canada  Loan 
Act,  the  condition  of  the  granting  of 
that  Act  being  the  appropriation  of  the 
money  to  the  construction  of  the  line 
of  railway  in  question.  He  did  not  call 
in  question  Mr.  Eose's  conduct,  because 
Canada  was  virtually  an  independent 
country,  and  Mr.  Rose  was  only  respon- 
sible to  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  All 
he  wished  to  show  was  that  Mr.  Rose 
had  contravened  the  Act  of  Parliament 
in  spending  the  money  raised,  and  that 
if  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was  to  bo 
made,  it  must  be  made  out  of  other 
money  than  that  raised  on  the  Imperial 
guarantee.  The  very  fact  that  Mr.  Rose 
talked  of  recouping  m&  loan  showed  that 
he  had  appropriated  it  to  other  pur- 

S>se8.  The  late  Government  were  in 
ffice  at  the  time  of  these  transactions, 
but  they  were  not  responsible  for  the 
non-compliance  with  the  conditions  of 
the  Act  of  1867.  The  principle  of  that 
Act  was  that  the  Une  should  be  approved 
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nature.  What  was  to  become  of  the 
control  of  that  House  over  the  public 
ezpenditure  if,  a&ei  Acts  passed  provid- 
ing  for  that  expenditure  on  particul^ 
objects,  or  guaranteea  of  money  to  be 
expended  in  a  particular  manner,  the 
conditions  under  which  those  Acts  were 
passed  were  disregarded  ?  He  therefore 
hoped  the  House  would  not  re&se  to 
express  ita  disapprobation  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  money  raised  under  this 
Act  had  been  applied.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  the  Hesolntion 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
Mb.  UONK  seconded  the  MotJon. 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  le»e  out  fhim  th«  word  "  Thit "  to  tb« 
end  of  the  QaeatioD,  io  order  to  add  tb«  wordi 
''this  Hoan  ia  of  opinion  tb>t  the  applioktion of 
monef  raised  uadw  the  ImperiaJ  gatnatta,  in 
puranuice  of  '  Tbo  Canada  Railway  Loan  Act, 
ISST,'  to  the  redemption  of  a  portion  of  the  debt 
of  the  Canadian  Dominion  is  oontrar;  to  the  in* 
tention  of  that  Aot ;  and  that  no  liirther  guanutte* 
should  be  gijea  by  the  Commiiiiansn  of  Her 
Majeitj's  Treaaary  under  the  abOTe  Aot,  except 
in  mch  form  and  manner  aa  ahall  enlnre  the 
direct  application  of  the  mono;  so  guaranteed  to 
tbe  oonaCruotion  of  the  Intercolonial  Riailway," — 
(ifr,  Situtair  Aytoua,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  should  merely 
call  attention  to  the  provisionfl  of  the 
Act  under  which  the  loan  was  guaranted, 
and  according  to  which  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury  imder  the  late 
(Jovemment  had  acted.  The  Act  pro- 
vided that  the  CommisBioners  of  the 
Treasury  were  to  guarantee  a  loanat  4  per 
cent  of  a  sum  not  to  exceed  £8,000,000, 
to  bo  raised  for  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways within  the  Canadian  I>omimoii, 
provided  they  were  satisfied  certain  con- 
ditions specMed  in  the  Act  had  been 
complied  with.  Under  that  Act  it  was 
the  Canadian  Government,  and  not  the 
Imperial  Qovenunent,  that  was  con- 
cerned in  raising  the  loan.  If  the  con- 
ditions named  in  the  Act  were  found  to 
have  been  complied  with,  then  theTrea- 
sury  was  to  give  the  guarantee,  and  it 
appeared  to  nJTn  that  the  condittons  had 
been  complied  with.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Aytoun)  stated  tiiat  the  Trea- 
sury had  acted  strictly  in  conformity 
witti  the  Act ;  but  that  instead  of  gnaran- 
teeing  this  large  sum  to  be  raised  at 


by  the  Secretary  of  State.  That  was 
done,  and  the  Act  of  the  Canadian  Par- 
liament was  passed,  containing  a  clause 
for  the  raising  and  appropriation  of  the 
money ;  but  the  late  Government  would 
have  acted  in  a  more  judicious  manner 
if  they  had  followed  precedent,  and 
raised  the  money  here  in  small  instal- 
ments, sending  it  over  as  required.  At 
the  same  time  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  they  in  any  way  sanctioned 
the  mode  of  appropriation  adopted  by 
Mr.  Bose.  lliey  had  acted  strictly 
within  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Act,  and  could  not  be  blamed,  nor  could 
the  present  Government  be  held  respon- 
sible for  what  was  done  by  Mr.  liose ; 
but  what  appeared  extraordinary  and 
reflected  littlo  credit  on  our  public  De- 
partments was  this,  that  the  Uemoran- 
dtun  recommending  the  application  of 
this  money  in  the  redemption  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  debts  of  the  Dominion  was 
submitted  to  the  Governor  G«neTal,  and 
approved  by  him  in  August,  1868,  with- 
out bis  communicating  the  fact  to  the 
Government  at  home.  Another  circum- 
stance which  was  not  creditable  was  this 
— that  while  the  4th  section  of  the 
Csjiada  Eailway  Loan  (1867)  Act  re- 
quired that  there  should  be  laid  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  within  four- 
teen days  of  the  beginning  of  every  Ses- 
sion, a  statement  and  account  showing 
what  had  been  done  from  time  to  time 
in  execution  of  the  powers  of  the  Act  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Parliament  and  Government  of 
Canada,  no  such  statement  had  been 
laid  before  Parliament  till  within  a  very 
few  weeks.  He  had  put  a  Question  to 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Treasuiy  on 
the  subject,  and  the  answer  he  received 
was  that  the  Session  having  commenced 
in  November,  and  sat  only  a  few  days, 
there  had  not  been  time  to  lay  the  ac- 
count on  the  table.  Now  this  appeared 
rather  an  extraordinary  way  of  inter- 
preting an  Act  of  Parliament — to  say 
that  because  a  thing  could  not  be  done 
within  a  certain  tune  it  should  not  he 
done  at  all.  The  statement  ought  to 
have  been  laid  on  tiie  table  in  February, 
or,  at  all  events,  in  March.  He  had  now 
stated  to  the  House  the  facts  of  this  case, 
and  his  reasons  for  thinking  that  there 
had  been  a  contravention  of  the  Canada 
Eailway  Loan  (1867)  Act.  If  he  was 
right  in  his  conclusions,  the  occurrence 
-appeared  to  be  one  of  a  very  serions 
Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun 


H49 


Canada 


ODce,  it  sliould  harre  been  byinstaliueiitfi. 
It  -was  left  under  the  Act  to  the  Cana- 
dian OoTemment  to  raise  tlie  money, 
and  not  to  the  Imperial  Government ; 
and  they  thought  they  acted  in  accord- 
ance with  their  intereate,  and  in  further- 
ing the  interests  of  Canada,  by  enabling 
Canada  to  raise  the  money  on  the  most 
&vourable  terme.  It  was  stated  to  the 
Imperial  Oovemment  that  the  then  state 
of  the  money  market  was  exceedingly 
favourable  for  the  raising  of  the  money, 
and  it  was  also  advantageous  both  to 
this  country  and  Canada  that  the  money 
should  be  raised  on  good  terms.  Under 
these  circumstances  Sie  late  Govermnent 
did  not  hesitate  to  accede  to  the  request 
of  Mr.  Eose  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  that  the  money  should 
be  raised  on  our  guarantee  in  the  way 
it  was  done.  The  question  raised  was 
whether  it  was  the  duty  of  this  Govern- 
ment to  see  to  the  ad  interim  investment 
of  the  money  ?  That  queation  was  con- 
sidered by  the  Gtovemment,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  them  that  the  Act  did  not  cast 
that  duty  upon  them,  and  that  if  they 
had  imposed  that  condition  it  would 
have  put  terms  upon  Canada  in  addition 
to  those  imposed  by  the  Act.  The  late 
Government  maintained  that  the  Act 
imposed  no  such  duty  upon  them,  and 
no  such  condition  upon  Canada ;  and  if 
the  bonds  had  been  given  with  that  con- 
ditional guarantee  they  would  have  been 
much  prejudiced  in  the  market.  The 
late  Government  being  satisfied  that  the 
conditions  had  been  duly  complied  with, 
considered  it  was  their  duty  to  give  an 
absolute  guarantee,  so  that  no  question 
should  be  raised  in  the  money  market. 
That  was  the  view  taken  by  the  Treasury 
at  the  time,  and  he  had  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  was  not  a  sound  view. 
He  did  not,  however,  understand  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  impugned  the  con- 
duct of  the  late  Govermnent  in  that 
matter,  but  the  question  was  whether 
Canada  had  actod  in  violation  of  the 
Act.  It  was  unfortunate  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  brought  forward 
this  question  before  the  Papers  on  the 
subject  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Hunt)  had  no  official  know- 
ledge of  what  had  been  done  in  the 
matter;  but  he  understood  that  two 
most  important  documents  that  contained 
a  full  statement  of  what  had  actually 
taken  place  had  reached  this  country, 
but  that  they  were  not  before  the  Hou^, 
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and,  consequently,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  form  an  opinion  upon  the  subject 
until  he  had  seen  them.  He  thought 
the  Canadian  Government  were  justified 
under  the  Act  in  investing  the  money 
they  did  not  actually  want  at  the  time 
for  the  railways,  in  good  seeurities ;  but 
in  the  absence  of  official  infonnatioQ  he 
was  not  prepared  to  give  a  positive  opi- 
nion. Ho  had  stated  &ankW  what  had 
taken  place  under  the  late  Government 
in  that  matter,  and  what  were  the  con- 
siderations which  had  infiueneed  them 
reference  to  it,  and  he  hoped  that 
statement  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House.  He  regretted  that  he  had  been 
compelled  thus  early  to  address  the 
House ;  becatise  if  the  conduct  of  the 
late  Government  in  respect  to  the  matter 
was  impugned,  he  would  be  prevented 
by  the  forms  of  the  House  from  address- 
ing them  again  upon  this  subject. 

Me.  T.  BAEING  said,  he  had  not 
gathered  &om  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  brought  forward  that 
question  anything  but  these  two  points 
— first,  that  he  condemned  the  mode  in 
which  Mr.  Bose  had  employed  the  money 
obtained  by  the  loan;  and,  next,  that 
he  wished  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  exercised  a  stronger  control 
in  the  matter.  It  was  imnecessary  to 
go  into  the  history  or  objects  of  that 
k>au.  It  was  well  known  that  our  North- 
American  Provinces  held  an  intorcolonial 
railway  to  be  a  necessary  condition  of 
their  imion.  It  waa  thought  in  those  pro- 
vinces that  their  union  would  strengUien 
their  power,  and  at  home  that  it  would 
lessen  their  dependence  upon  this  coun- 
try. When  the  loan  for  the  making  of 
the  raUway  was  proposed  to  be  guaran- 
teed by  the  Imperial  Government,  the 
idea  was  scouted  that  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment should  exercise  any  interfer- 
ence in  the  disposal  of  the  money.  It 
was  stated  that  we  should  give  the 
guarantee  for  the  loan ;  but  that  we 
should  not  be  responsible  for  its  disposal 
— that  Canada  must  dispose  of  it  and 
would  employ  it  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  given.  It  was  hardly  just, 
and  certainly  not  generous,  to  throw  a 
suspicion  upon  the  Canadian  Dominion 
as  to  the  application  of  that  money. 
Canada  had  shown  its  power  to  redeem 
it,  and  its  readiness  to  meet  its  engage- 
ments fully  after  the  loan  of  1842.  Every 
penny  of  that  loan  had  been  re-paid ; 
this  country  had  not  lost  a  fraction  by 


;,  Cookie 


1451 


CanoA 


{COMMONS} 


Bailway  Loan. 


1452 


that  adTBnce  to  Canada,  and  there  'waa 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  same  course 
■would  be  pursued  in  the  present  instance. 
Then,  how  was  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
to  mate  contracts  for  an  expenditure 
of  £4,000,000  sterling  without  harinff 
something  more  than  a  promise  to  send 
the  money  ?  The  money  must  he  there, 
and  must  be  forthcoming  when  wanted. 
Contracts  had  been  entered  into  in  va- 
rious quarters  of  the  Dominion  to  the 
extent  of  about  £1.000,000  sterling.  By 
the  Act  the  raising  of  the  money  was 
left  entirely  at  the  option  and  decision 
of  the  Government  of  the  Dominion.  It 
was  not  attempted  to  borrow  the  whole 
amount,  but  one-half  of  it,  or£2,000,000 
Bterhng;  and  a  more  favourable  time 
for  raising  it  could  not  have  been  chosen. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  supposed  that  all 
the  money  had  been  disbursed,  and  that 
there  would  be  nothing  at  the  command 
of  the  Canadian  Minister ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  whole  amount  would  he 
at  the  command  of  that  Minister,  who 
had  placed  it  in  aecuiities  on  which  he 
could  borrow  again  if  desirable,  or  which 
he  could  sell  whenever  he  wanted  the 
money.  Supposing  the  case  were  the 
case  of  this  country,  and  they  had  a 
large  loan,  say  for  the  West  Indian  In- 
demnity, or  for  the  relief  of  the  Irish, 
or  for  fortifications.  JChe  money  raised 
by  the  Government  would,  he  supposed, 
in  the  interim,  before  it  was  wanted  for 
its  specific  purpose,  be  employed  in 
some  way  or  other;  and  what  better  in- 
vestment could  they  have  for  it  than  the 
security  of  the  country  itself?  The 
credit  of  Canada  was  good  ;  there  could 
be  Qo  doubt  that  that  money  was  avail- 
able and  would  bo  forthcoming  when 
wanted ;  and  the  contracts  that  had 
been  made  would  be  gradually  met. 
Mr.  Rose,  the  Finance  Minister,  had, 
he  thought,  acted  very  judiciously  in 
the  way  in  which  he  had  employed  the 
money.  K  the  guarantee  had  been  ac- 
companied by  such  restrictions  as  the 
hon.  Member  thought  desirable,  either 
the  guarantee  would  have  been  declined 
and  the  whole  arrangement  upset,  or,  if 
it  had  been  accepted  on  those  terms, 
this  country  would  have  made  it  more 
onerous  for  Canada  to  carry  these  ope- 
rations into  effoel,  and  more  difficult 
for  her  to  fulfil  the  objects  of  the  Act. 
The  object  was  to  facilitate  the  opera- 
tions of  the  country  in  obtaining  the 
money  on  the  best  terms.  In  conse- 
Mr.  T.  Baring 


auence  of  the  operations  df  Mr.  Rose, 
le  charge  incurred  in  consequence  of 
the  loan  would  be  much  hghtened,  and 
he  might  add  that  the  general  result  of 
the  transactions  had  been,  up  to  the 
present  time,  extremely  successfuL  It 
was,  he  thought,  unjust  for  them  to  ex- 
hibit constant  suspicion  and  distrust 
with  regard  to  the  colonies  in  mattors 
of  that  kind.  He  believed  that  the  Eng- 
lish people  did  not  approve  of  such  a 
course,  and  he  was  confident  that  the 
people  of  Canada  deserved  different 
treatment.  As  to  Mr.  Bose,  those  who 
knew  him  must  be  perfectly  aware  of 
his  personal  worth ;  and  anyone  who  had 
watched  his  political  career  must  know 
that  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  violate 
the  law,  or  do  anything  inconsistent  with 
good  faith.  He  (Mr.  T.  Baring)  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  House  should  know 
that  the  raising  of  this  question  of  mo- 
rality— for  such  it  was  viewed  in  Ca- 
nada—  in  this  country  had  created  a 
feeling  of  soreness  in  the  Dominion 
which  it  was  most  desirable  to  remove. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt)  had  not  much  to 
say  on  this  subject,  I  think  I  have  still 
less  to  say.  But  there  are  two  purposea 
for  which  I  rise.  One  is  to  state  what  I 
conceive  to  be  the  nature  of  the  question 
now  raised.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  repHed  with  a  warmth 
and  generous  feehng,  which  everybody 
must  commend,  to  the  attacks  made 
upon  the  Government  of  Canada,  and 
has  deprecated  a  repetition  of  such  at- 
tacks ;  but  I  apprehend  that  he  has  been 
making  an  answer  rather  to  criticisms 
which  have  been  made  elsewhere  than 
to  anything  said  in  this  House.  I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  Friend  intended  in 
any  manner  to  impugn  the  good  faith  of 
the  Government  of  Canada;  and  I  hope 
it  will  he  understood  that,  as  far  aa 
Canada  is  concerned,  there  is  no  quea- 
tion  of  imputation  or  aspersion,  great  or 
small.  Indeed,  I  should  no  more  think 
of  casting  douht  upon  the  good  faith  of 
the  Government  or  Ministers  of  Canada 
than  I  should  of  casting  douht  on  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government  or  Minis- 
ters of  this  countij.  In  that  place  both 
Governments  ought  to  be  recognized  as 
standing  upon  one  and  the  same  footing,  . 
and  topics  of  such  a  nature  ought  to  be 
excluded  from,  discussions  Uke  the  pre- 
sent. It  is  perfectly  true,  however,  that 
there  ia  such  a  thing  as  punctuality  in 
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Temment,  and  the  total  inadequacy  of 
the  information  possessed  by  ua.  The 
second  part  of  his  Alotioo  say»^ 

"  That  no  furllier  giinmntpc  nhoulil  bp  giien  hf 
the  Comniifsionen  of  llrr  Mnjosly'i  TrBasurj 
undsr  tbu  Hbove  Act,  except  iii  lUBh  foim  nnd 
manlier  aa  shalJ  eniure  Ilia  direcL  iippliciition  of 
the  monrj  m  gnamileed  lo  tha  coDilruclioD  of 
the  InLereoloniul  Kailvaj." 

I  think  it  Tould  be  very  unwiee  for  the 
House  to  commit  itself  upon  this  latter 
part  of  the  Motion,  because  the  House 
is  very  imperfectly  acquainted  with  the 
dealings  of  the  Canadian  Oovemment, 
and  BtiU  more  unacquainted  vith  the 
proceedings  of  the  Goyemment  at  home. 
The  Ot)vemment  at  home  have  thought 
it  their  duty  to  examine  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  all  the  proceedings  have 
been  conformable  with  perfect  regu- 
larity, and  whether  the  intention  of  the 
Act  has  been  complied  with ;  and  that 
being  a  legal  question,  we  intend  to  be 
ruided  by  legal  advice,  They  are  in 
deliberation  at  the  present  time.  With 
regard  k»  the  form  of  the  loan,  of  course 
they  will  be  responsible  on  that  subject 
to  my  hon.  Friend  and  to  the  rest  of  the 
House.  Considering  that  these  proceed- 
ings have  not  been  Drought  to  a  close,  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  satisfied 
with  that  assurance.  One  word  more  in 
relation  to  the  Government  of  Canada, 
in  addition  to  what  I  have  said  with  re- 
spect to  the  unquestionable  good  faith 
of  that  country.  This  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment itself,  I  must  own,  is  not  a  very 
clear  and  satisfactory  Act  of  Parliament. 
I  am  not  casting  any  blame  on  anyone. 
I  do  not  know  at  what  time  the  Act  of 
Parliament  was  drawn,  but  I  think  it  is 
drawn  in  less  distinct  terms  than  it 
ought  to  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  said,  truly,  the  main  question 
was  respecting  the  first  of  the  conditions 
iu  the  Srd  clause — that  is,  the  condition 
that  the  Treasury  should  not  give  a 
gUEirantee  under  the  Act  until  an  Act 
had  been  passed  in  Canada  providing 
for  the  appropriation  and  espenditure 
of  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing the  railway.  I  cast  no  censure 
upon  the  late  Government,  nor  do  I 
know  whether  the  late  Government  were 
cognizant  of  that  to  which  I  am  about 
to  refer;  but  if  the  late  Government 
were  cognizant  that  this  money  was  to  re- 
main in  the  custody  of  private  firms 

LMr.  HtiNT  said,  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  cognizant  of  it.] — I 
understood  tlley  were  not  cognizant  of 


complying  with  the  provisions  of  an  Act, 
and  any  neglect  in  such  comj^ance 
might  deserve  the  censure  of  the  House. 
But,  indepeudeutly  of  any  reference  to 
Canada,  it  is  no  doubt  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  watch  strictly  over  the  appli- 
cation of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  moat 
of  all  over  those  which  deal  with  the 
subject  of  guarantees.  This  subject 
will,  doubtless,  be  brought  forward 
again  at  some  fiiture  time,  and  I  wish  to 
say,  on  the  part  of  myself  and  my  Col- 
leagues, that  if  any  of  the  correspond- 
ence now  going  on  between  the  different 
Departments  of  the  Government  and  the 
Government  of  Canada  should  appear,  I 
hope  it  will  be  considered  subject  to  tie 
general  principle  I  have  laid  down — 
namely,  that  the  whole  qneation  raised 
is  one  of  technical  and  strict  compliance 
with  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  raise  the 
question  ;  but  they  have  raised  it  simply 
as  a  matter  of  business,  without  in  the 
slightest  degree  impugning  the  good 
&ith  of  the  Canadian  Government.  In- 
dependently of  that,  I  desire  to  point 
out  to  my  hon.  Friend  some  reasons  why 
he  should  not  take  a  vote  on  his  Motion 
to-night.  In  the  first  place,  the  Motion, 
tliough  it  does  not  directly  impugn  the 
|;ood  iaithof  the  Government  of  Canada, 
18  certainly  in  the  nature  of  a  censure  on 
the  proceedings  of  that  Government. 
My  hon.  Friend  Is  not  justified,  how- 
ever, in  taking  up  such  a  position,  be- 
cause he  is  not  in  possession  of  the 
information  necessaiy  to  enable  him  to 
form  a  correct  judgment  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Gtovemment  of  Canada.  In 
his  Motion  my  hon.  Friend  speaks  of  a 
reduction  of  a  portion  of  the  debt  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  as  a  thing  to  be  cen- 
sured ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
opposite  (Mr.  Baring),  who  is  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  speaks  not 
of  a  reduction  of  debt,  but  of  investment 
and  security ;  and  he  saj-s  it  was  quite 
right  that  the  Government  of  Canada 
should  provide  that  its  balances  should 
not  lie  idle.  My  right  hon.  Friend  near 
me  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  is 
a  Commissioner  for  the  Seduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  is  one  of  the  largest 
holders  of  his  own  securities,  but  he 
does  not  thereby  redeem  any  portion  of 
his  own  debt.  The  two  things  are  per- 
fectly distinct.  I  think  my  bon.  Friend 
will  do  well  not  to  press  his  Motion  al 
tiie  present  time,  on  the  simple  ground 
of  the  respect  doe  to  the  Ctuutdian  Go- 
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it,  but  there  was  nothing  in  the  Act  o1 
the  Canadian  Parliament  to  prevent  it, 
because  it  left  an  entire  discretion  as  to 
the  management  and  investment  ol 
loan ;  and  if  that  Act  of  Parliament 
judged  satisfactorily  here,  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  the  Canadian  Oovemment 
should  not  have  taken  upon  themselves 
to  question  it.  AJl  they  were  required 
to  do  was  to  paas  an  Act  that  would 
meet  the  approval  of  the  Government 
here;  and  whether  their  proceeding 
were  consistent  with  the  Act  or  not,  it  is 
no  wonder  that  they  should  use  without 
control  their  discretion,  as  if  we  had 
thing  to  do  with  it  whatever.  The  ques- 
tion is  not  ripe  for  discussion.  U  di 
cuBsion  shall  at  any  time  be  required- 
on  which  I  give  no  opinion  at  all — ^but 
if  a  discussion  should  arise,  it  is  a  ques- 
tion more  particularly  connected  with 
the  duty  ol  the  House  respecting  the 
custody  of  public  trust  funds  than  a 
subject  bringing  under  censure  the  con- 
duct of  the  Legislature  and  Ministers  oi 
the  Canadian  Dominion. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  &om  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Baring) 
as  to  the  credit  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. Nothing  less  than  an  act  of 
bankruptcy  coiUd  prevent  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  sum  of  money  equivalent  to 
the  loan  which  had  been  guaranteed  by 
this  country  on  the  formation  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  A  portion  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  Motion  stated — 

"  TbBt  tbi>  Houas  ii  of  opinion  that  tbe  Kppli- 
MtiOQ  of  monef  raiud  ander  tha  Imperial  gua- 
ranlee,  in  puraunnoe  of  '  Tlio  Caoida  KaUwar 
Lonn  Aot,  1867,'  to  the  redemption  of  a  portion 
of  tbe  debt  of  the  Canadian  UomioioD  wai  con- 
trary to  the  inteution  of  that  Aot," 

and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  House  had  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  In  the  Papers 
laid  upon  the  table  the  House  had 
no  information.  They  were  indebted 
to  (he  Press  of  this  country  and  of 
Canada,  and  to  a  speech  of  Mr.  Eoae  for 
the  information  they  possessed,  Mr. 
Bose  said  that  the  Government  of  Ca- 
nada invested  a  portion  of  the  guaran- 
teed loan  in  the  Intercolonial  Fund  at 
6  per  cent,  thus  reducinff  their  debt  by 
270,500  dollars,  and  thenne proceeded  to 
Bay  that  they  paid  off  the  Imperial  loan, 
the  advances  from  Messrs.  Baring  and 
61yn,  and  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  bear- 
ing 7  per  cent  interest,  and  the  balance 
owing  to  the  Ontario  Government.  Now, 
Mr.  QladtioM 


1456 

if  tliat  was  not  a  redemption  of  debt,  he 
did  not  know  what  was.  Instead  of 
being  applied  to  the  construction  of  the 
railway  it  had  been — temporarily  he 
ffranted — applied  towards  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  debt.  That  conld  not  ha 
controverted,  as  it  had  been  stated  by 
Mr.  Bose  himself.  The  fact  was,  that 
the  Canadian  Government  found  itself 
in  the  possession  of  considerable  funds, 
and  they  thought  it  would  be  a  con- 
venient opportunity  for  reducing  their 
debt.  He  believed,  with  ^e  informa- 
tion furnished  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  per- 
fectly justified  in  bringing  forward  the 
subject ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  House  should,  at 
the  present  moment,  eiprese  any  opinion 
upon  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtkdramn. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  Uie  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVIOE    ESTMATES. 

Supply — eotuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £91,045,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Post  Office  and  Inland  Eevenue  Build- 
ings. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk, 

Mk.  LAYABD  said,  the  General  Post 
Office  in  St.  MartinVle-Grand  was  not 
e^ual  to  its  requirements,  and  an  en- 
tirely new  office  was  to  be  erected  oppo- 
site to  the  present  building. 

Mk.  Aldesmah  LUSK  aaked  what 

IS  to  be  done  with  the  present  building  ? 
Was  any  part  to  be  utilized  for  extra 
offices  that  would  now  bo  required  for 
telegraphic  purposes  ? 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  it  would  be  kept 
up.  The  new  building  was  to  be  in 
addition  to  the  existing  one. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £58,475,  to  complete  the  enm  for 
Harbours  of  Befiige. 

Mr.  Aij)EB3un  LUSK  observed  that 
last  year  the  Committee  was  told  only  a 
few  thousands  more  would  be  wanted ; 
he  could  not,  therefore,  understand  why 
demand  was  bore  again  made  for  £22,000. 
The  original  Estimate  for  Aldemey  Har- 
bourwas  £755,000;  but  £1,324,000  had 
been  spent  upon  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  L£FEV:BE  said,  this  ynm 
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the  tafit  Yoto  that  vould  be  required  for 
harbours. 

Mr.  DODDS  Baid,  he  was  delighted 
to  hear  it.  In  the  North  of  England 
people  were  ^iug  begging  for  means  to 
improve  really  iisefiu  huboure,  vhiie 
vast  sums  were  being  frittered  away  to 
no  purpose,  comparatiTely  speaking. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £3,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Fortliiud  Harbour. 

Me.  BOWEINQ  said,  it  was  worthy 
of  notice  that  this  harbour  had  cost 
£14,000  less  than  the  original  estimate. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £7,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(5.)  £19,839,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Bates  on  Govemment  Property. 

Mr.  At.hf,rmah  LUSKsaid,  thatwhile 
the  whole  Vote  for  four  years  past  had 
only  amounted  to  £27,000,  it  was  this 
year  £2,000  more.  Moreover,  an  office 
seemed  to  have  grown  up  in  connection 
with  the  Vote,  and  that  office  and  the 
salaries  it  involved  cost  £900  a  year.  He 
wished  some  en)lanation  about  this 
office,  or  he  would  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £900. 

Mr.  AYETON  assured  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  he  was  in  error  in  his  reading 
of  the  Votes.  The  rates,  during  some 
years  past  on  Government  property, 
amounted  to  £36,000,  and  the  diSerent 
appearance  the  Vote  assumed  now  arose 
from  a  transfer  of  part  of  the  charge  to 
another  Vote.  The  total  charge  on  this 
account  amounted,  as  the  explanatory 
Vote  showed,  to  £39,175,  which,  how- 
ever, was  not  a  real  increase  on  recent 
Votes.  The  Glovemment  long  since 
agreed  with  the  House  that  it  would  de- 
cide at  what  rate  public  property  should 
be  assessed  to  local  rates,  instead  of 
leaving  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  local 
officials.  To  carry  out  this  arrangement 
an  officer  in  the  Board  of  Worts  was 
appointed  with  assistants,  aa  described 
in  the  Vote ;  but  the  arrangement  led 
to  a  vast  amount  of  circui^ocution  in 
cases  of  rating  property  belonging  to 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  bett«r  to  have  the 
officer  in  the  Treasury,  and  settle  the 
matter  without  departmental  correspon- 
dence. It  had  been  decided  to  charge 
the  rates  to  the  Department  whose  pro- 
perty was  rated,  ana  next  year  the  items 
would  api>ear  in  the  Amy  and  Navy 


Estimates.  He  could  not  say  he  liked 
separate  establishments,  and  ho|»ed  in 
time  to  get  the  officer  and  his  assistants 
incorporated  in  the  Treasury;  but  De- 
partments were  sometimes  stronger  than 
reformers,    and     prevented    beneficial 


Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  did 
not  know  what  the  hon.  Member  meant 
by  "Departments  being  stronger  than 
reformers,"  and  ho  did  not  know  to 
what  Department  he  referred ;  but  the 
Office  of  Works  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  rating  of  Government  property,  and 
had  become  mixed  up  in  the  matter  only 
because  the  Government,  in  casting  about 
for  an  officer  to  superintend  and  control 
that  novel  service,  found  Mr.  Austin,  the 
then  secretary  of  the  Office  of  Works, 
who  was  experienced  in  rating  and  had 
also  gained  experience  in  the  office  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  appointed  him 
to  the  office.  When  Mr.  Austin  retired 
from  the  Office  of  Works  the  connec- 
tion between  that  Office  and  this  Vote 

Me.  Au)EaMAM  W.  LAWEENCE 
said,  that  his  objection  was  not  to  the 
largeness  of  the  Vote ;  but  that  the 
public  offices  did  not  contribute  their 
fair  share  to  the  taxation  of  the  metro- 
polis. He  wished  to  know  upon  what 
Principle  offices  occupied  by  the  Civil 
ervice  were  entitled  to  exemption  ?  The 
Home  Office  and  the  new  Foreign  Office 
had  the  advantage  of  good  drainage, 
bnt  they  did  not  contmute  anything 
towards  it. 

Mn.  0ANDLI8H  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  some  reform  was  contem- 
plated in  the  matter  of  this  Vote.  It 
appeared  to  h'Tn  that  the  Government 
offices,  as  well  as  all  other  offices,  should 
pay  a  feir  proportion  towards  tiie  local 
rating.  As  to  the  Departments  being 
stronger  than  the  Treasury,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  uie  Treasury 
was  all-powerful  in  that  Department, 
and  surely  an  inspector,  his  clerk,  and 
an  extra  clerk  were  not  too  formidable 
for  the  prowess  and  courage  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman?  He  hoped  that  the  item 
for  the  salaries  of  these  officers,  who 
existed  to  investigate  claims  for  contri- 
butions, would  disappear  from  the  Votes, 
and  that  we  should  have  a  general 
rating  Bill,  applying  to  every  species  of 
property,  not  excepting  Sunday  schools. 
Ma.  M'LAEEN  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment property  in  Edinburgh  waa  not 
rated,  and  no  contribution  was  made  at 
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all  by  it.  Tliat  principle  he  considered 
to  be  most  anjust.  Government  pro- 
perty everywhere  should  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  in  regard  to  rates. 

Me.  CAETHEt  said,  Qoremment  es- 
tablishments ought  not  to  be  exempt 
from  rates,  for  in  many  instances  they 
contributed  lai^ely  to  pauperism.  No 
doubt  there  were  many  large  establish- 
ments that  would  like  to  appoint  their 
own  ofB.cers  to  determine  what  rates  Uiey 
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"  Thitt  It  nm,  not exmeding  £95.45S,  ba  granted 
to  Her  Mnje'lj',  to  complato  the  lum  recCTwrT  le 
ivinj  ihe  Chiii'^  whifli  wil[  oome  in  ceorM  of 
pnjmcnc  during  Uifl  ycsr  uniting  on  the  3t«  iaj 
of  Mnrcli  1870,  for  Krwling,  Repiiing,  Knd 
Mninlfiining  tile  several  PubLio  Buililingi  in  ihs 
lirpnrtment  of  tlie  Conmutionen  of  Pablia 
Work*  in  IraUnd." 

Mr.  GANDLISH  said,  that  this  iras 
a  lai^  Vote,  and  contained  a  vast  num^ 
ber  of  items.    He  desired  to  know  how 
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he  hoped  the  Government  officers  would 
be  abolished,  whether  they  were  com- 
penaa.ted  or  not,  and  that  all  Govern- 
ment establishments  would  be  subjected 
to  all  rates,  local  and  Imperial. 

Ma.  CAWLEY  said,  that  Salford  con- 
tained a  large  extent  of  Govemmeat 
property,  and  received  nothing,  although 
the  streets  around  the  barracks  had  been 
paved.  He  should,  therefore,  like  to 
knoiv  on  what  principle  txtntributiona 
were  made  ? 

Me.  A1.DER1IAK  LTJSK  complained  of 
the  Tote  being  increased  over  that  of 
last  year.  He  should  move  that  it  be 
reduced  by  £1,000,  unless  some  satis- 
factory explanation  was  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Me.  AYRTON  said,  he  had  not  the 
rules  with  him,  but  there  were  rules, 
and  they  were  strictly  administered ;  but 
the  chief  consideration  was  the  propor- 
tion which  Government  property  bore 
to  the  whole  amount  of  property  in  a 
parish,  and  it  was  in  cases  in  which  a 
certain  proportion  was  exceeded  that  a 
contribution  was  made.  When  the  sys- 
tem was  re-arranged  each  Department 
Would  bo  responsible  for  the  expenditure 
which  belonged  to  it,  subject  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  Treasury. 

Me.  EYLANDS  said,  he  was  not  sa- 
tisfied with  this  explanation.  He  thought 
that  Government  property,  wherever 
situated,  should  be  made  liable  to  the 
payment  of  its  fair  proportion  of  local 
rates.        

Mb.  CAWLET  trusted  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  would,  at  some  future  time, 
explain  to  the  House  the  rules  by  which 
these  matters  were  regulated. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £1,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Wellington  Monument. 

(7.)  £267,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Palme  rston  Monument. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

Mr.  3tLarm 


pared,  and  what  machinery  existed  for 
.thoroughly  analyzing  them  before  they 
came  into  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury?  He  observed  £46,362  for 
New  Works  and  Alterations  in  Ireland. 
Athough  there  was  a  reduction  in  the 
sum  total  from  the  Vote  of  last  year, 
therewasacousiderable increase  amount- 
ing to  £7,788  in  sub-sections  B  C  D  E 
and  F.  Believing  that  the  Department 
would  not  suffer  if  the  amount  granted 
did  not  exceed  that  a^ed  for  last  year, 
he  should  move  the  decreaee  of  the  Vote 
by  £7,788. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tbtl  asam,  not  8ieen]ing£8T,HT,  be  granted 
to  Her  MnjeBtf,  lo  ecmpUte  the  sum  neceiMr]!  to 
ilvfrnj  the  Climge  vhich  will  oome  in  oourn  of 
pnjnieiit  during  (he  ;ear  ending  on  [lie  3ltl  daj 
.if  Mktch  ISTO,  for  Elating.  Ri'p.lring.  and 
Mninlaining  the  eeveral  I'ulilta  liuildiiigi  en  the 
DepnrlmaDl  of  ibe  Commiaslnnpra  o(  FabUo 
Work*  in  IreUnd."— <lfr.  Caami\.) 

Ub.  MONE  asked  the  meaning  of  the 
£500,  which  for  the  first  time  was  asked 
for  on  account  of  "  ttontingenciee"  in 
connection  with  Fhcenix  Park,  Dub- 
lin  ?  It  was,  of  cotirse,  impossible  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  investigate 
such  Votes  as  these,  complicated  as  Uiey 
were  by  so  many  items;  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  question 
asked  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  was  a  very  pertinent  one, 
and  that  was,  under  whose  supervision 
were  these  Votes  prepared,  and  who 
guaranteed  the  oocuracy  of  the  sunu 
which  the  oountiy  was  thus  called  ap<m 
to  pay? 

Ma.  ATRTON,  in  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Candlish),  said,  that  the  original 
estimate  was  prepared  by  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland^  a  Board  which  exer- 
cised in  regard  to  Ireland  functions  very 
similar  to  those  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  performed  in  England.  That 
Board  waa  in  direct  communication  with 
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tlie  indiTldual  establiehmeiits  on  whoBe 
behalf  this  expenditure  was  called  for, 
It  received  from  Ihem  a  statement  of 
their  iudiyidual  requirements.  These 
statements  it  carefully  investigated,  and 
then  a,  schedule,  very  much  more  in  de- 
tail than  the  stateoiont  in  the  Votes,  was 
prepared,  coulaining  an  explanation  of 
every  minute  item.  The  Chief  Commis- 
sioner in  Ireland  came  to  London  with 
this  mass  of  papers,  and  he  (Mr.  Ajrton) 
went  through  every  item  with  him,  act- 
ing on  the  principle  that  it  was  for  him 
to  show  the  necessity  of  each  item,  and 
challenging  him  to  make  good  every 
claim  upon  the  public  purse.  Many  of 
the  items  originally  demanded  were 
struck  out,  in  consequence  of  the  expla- 
nation proving  unsatisfactory.  It  was 
only  those  against  which  he  could  find 
no  objection  that  he  had  allowed  to  re- 
main. The  original  claim  was  much 
larger  than  it  now  appeared,  and  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  examination  to  which  it  had 
been  submitted  had  created  great  dis- 
satisfaction ,in  Ireland,  With  regard  to 
the  items  of  increase,  one  increase  was 
occasioned  by  a  change  having  been 
made  in  the  supply  of  water  necessary 
for  Dublin.  The  £500  for  contingencies, 
however,  had  hitherto  been  voted  under 
the  head  of  "  Civil  Contingencies,"  and 
had  been  re-paid.  The  Vote  for  contin- 
gencies was  put  into  this  Estimate  rather 
flian  into  a  supplementary  one.  If  no 
contingency  arose  the  money  would  stand 
to  the  good. 

Mb.  carter  asked  an  explanation 
of  the  item  of  £  170  for  Irishtown  Church, 
and  the  item  of  £18  for  furniture  and 
fittings  of  the  said  Church  ?  He  believed 
that  in  the  Army  Estimates  a  Vote  was 
taken  for  the  salary  of  a  clerg^an,  a 
clerk,  and  a  sexton  of  the  Irishtown 
Chureh. 

Mk.  M'LAREN  said,  he  thought  the 
item  of  £14,835  for  ftimiture  for  the 
public  buildings  in  Ireland  &  very  ex- 
travagant one.  Last  year  the  amount 
under  the  same  head  was  £10,168, 
making  a  sum  of  about  £25,000  for  two 
years.  No  such  amounts  were  ever  asked 
for  public  buildings  in  Scotland,  though 
that  country  contributed  £2,000,000  an- 
nually to  ihe  Imperial  Revenue  more 
than  was  contributed  by  Ireland. 

Mr.  AiJ>EitUAii  LUSK  called  atten- 
tion to  the  item  of  £1,777  for  mainten- 
ance and  repairs  of  metropolitan  police 
courts  and  stations  in  Dublm,  in  addition 
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to  the  large  sum  voted  last  year.  The 
total  amount  required  for  courts  and 
stations  was  £7,916.  Ho  found  that  for 
the  Chief  Secretary's  lodge  and  gardens 
in  the  Phoenix  Part  £1,432  was  required, 
though  £1,465  had  been  voted  for  them 
last  year. 

Mb.  Sebjeakt  DOWSE  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  Scotland  contributed  more 
towards  the  Imperial  Revenue  than  Ire- 
land, but  he  did  know  that  Ireland  had 
more  inhabitants  than  Scotland,  and  he 
presumed,  therefore,  that  the  Irish  re- 
quired moi-e  furniture  than  the  Scotch. 
It  was  a  subject  of  complaint  in  Ireland 
that  the  people  there  did  not  receive 
enough  of  the  public  money.  Since  he 
entered  Parliament  he  had  frequently 
been  asked  by  his  constituents  and  others 
to  whom  was  to  be  attributed  the  Im- 
perial stinginess  towards  Ireland.  He 
thanked  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasiiry  for  enabling  him  to  an- 
swer the  question.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
Alderman  Luek)  would  show  the  same 
economical  spirit  when  the  Votes  for  this 
metropolis  came  to  be  considered  as  he 
was  manifesting  in  the  case  of  those  for 
the  Irish  metropolis. 

Mb.  HIBBKRT  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  expenses  of  the  police  courts  in 
London  would  receive  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lusk).  He  thought  some  ex- 
planation was  required  as  to  why  the 
expenses  of  the  sis  prisons  had  been 
placed  in  this  class,  rather  than  in  the 
one  to  which  the  prison  departments 
more  properly  belonged. 

Mb.  MONK  inquired  how  it  was  that 
all  educational  Votes  for  Ireland  did 
not  come  under  the  general  educational 
Votes? 

Mb.  RYLANDS  remarked  upon  the 
large  sum,  £3,165,  required  for  furnish- 
ing the  Dublin  poHce  courts. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  that  the  offices 
in  Dublin  must  regularly  sell  their  fur- 
niture on  the  last  day  of  December  and 
purchase  new  on  the  first  day  of  January 
each  year  to  require  £l4,000perannum 
for  movables. 

Mr.  AYETON  said,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  him  to  carry  in  his  head 
the  details  of  all  the  items  of  the  Vote, 
which  bad  been  considered  at  the  time. 
With  regard  to  the  item  for  fumitui-e, 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Edinbui^h  (Mr.  M'Laren)  so  strongly 
objected,    he   might   remind  him  that 
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^ !  as  well  ae  famiture  were  in- 
cluded, such  aa  glass  cases  for  museums 
aad  the  flttdugs  of  new  buildings.  Under 
the  system  which  prevailed  in  Ireland, 
all  requirements  for  buildings,  furniture, 
and  fittings  were  placed  under  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works,  and  it  therefore  became 
necessary  to  group  them  in  some  such 
way  aa  they  appeared  in  the  Estimate. 
With  regard  to  the  item  for  the  Church 
he  had  not  taken  upon  himself  to  com- 
mence the  work  of  disestablishment,  and 
therefore  he  had  continued  the  Vote 
which  had  been  annually  granted  ever 
since  the  Union.  Dublin  was  suppHed 
with  water  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  hsed  the  amount  of  the  rate  to 
be  charged. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £2,362,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Ulster  CanaL 

(10.)  £26,810,  to  complete  ^the  sum 
for  Lighthouses  Abroad, 

Mb.  CANDUSH  complained  that  no 
account  had  been  rendered  to  the  Audit 
OfBce  of  the  expenditure  of  the  money 
Toted  for  1868. 

Me.  AuiBKMAM  LU8K  asked,  why  it 
was  that  there  was  every  year  a  re-Vote 
of  some  £10,000  or  £20,000;  and  he 
also  asked  whether  it  was  the  Board  of 
Trade  or  the  Trinity  House  that  was  re- 
sponsible forspending  this  money  ? 

Mk.  8HAW  LEFEVEE  rephed  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  spent  the  money, 
though  the  Trinity  House  was  occasion- 
ally employed  to  render  services.  The 
contracts  were  made  abroad,  and  that 
often  led  to  delay,  and  caused  a  re-Vote 
of  the  money.  The  cause  of  the  acconnts 
of  expenditure  not  having  been  ftimished 
for  1868  arose  from  some  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  Indian  Qovermnent. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  Tbit  B  sam,  not  exoeediag  £067,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majeatji,  to  complete  the  lorn  n«eenu7  to 
defrer  the  Charge  irhich  nill  cone  in  ooane  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ii(  d>; 
of  March  18T0,  for  the  Maiatenance  and  Repaira 
of  Embauf  Iloiuea  Abroad." 

Mh.   pollard  -  UEQUHART   ob- 
served that  a  large  sum  was  asked  for 
year  after  year  for  the  Embassy  House 
at  Paris,  and  ho  thought  it  better  that 
Mr.  Ayrfon 
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certain  fixed  amount  should  be  allowed 


Mb.  W.  fowler"  said,  that  if  they 
went  on  spending  money  in  this  fashion 
on  the  Mnbassy  House  at  Paris  the 
building  would  soon  be  full  of  nothing 
hut  furniture.  A  clerk  of  works  waa 
also  constantly  employed  at  the  Embassy 
House,  at  a  salary  of  £185  a  year.  To 
bring  these  things  under  the  notice  of 
the  Committee,  he  would  more  that  the 
Vote  be  negatived. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  thoi^ht  that  the 
sum  of  £1,787  for  the  repairs  of  the 
Embassy  House  at  Paris  waa  more  than 
they  should  vote.  For  an  annual  rent 
of  that  amount  an  excellent  house  for 
the  puipose  might  be  obtained. 

Bib  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  said,  that 
the  Embassy  at  Paris  required  a  house 
of  a  high  character,  aod  some  years  ago, 
as  the  charges  for  the  Embassy  House 
were  great,  the  QoTemment  undertook 
to  make  whatever  changes  in  it  might 
be  necessary  gradually.  However,  it 
was  one  thing  to  spend  money  for  re- 
pairs and  another  to  keep  an  officer  in 
Paris  as  clerk  of  the  works ;  and  if  these 
works  were  carried  on  by  contract,  the 
permanent  officer  in  Paris  might  be  dis- 
pensed with,  and  an  officer  of  the  Board 
of  Works  might  occasionally  visit  Paris 
to  survey  the  works,  providing  himself 
with  a  return  railway  ticket  for  a  month. 

Mr.  LAYABD  said,  the  hou.  Member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  waa  greatly 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  a  fit  house 
could  be  obtaineil  for  a  rent  of  £1,700, 
for  in  Paris  the  rents  were  higher  than 
in  London.  He  had  been  over  to  Paris 
lately,  and  he  was  thoroughly  ashamed 
of  the  state  of  the  furniture  in  the  upper 
rooms  of  the  Embassy  House.  It  was 
an  expensive  house  to  keep  up,  and  con- 
stantly required  r^airs,  and  perhaps 
the  best  plan  would  be  to  have  a  new 
house.  A  clerk  of  the  works  had  been 
appointed  for  some  years,  because  the 
House  desired  that  there  should  be  some 
one  in  Paris  to  look  afler  the  e^>endi- 
ture ;  but  he  woiUd  consider  whether 
arrangements  might  not  be  made  for 
sending  a  person  to  Paris  occasionally 
to  inspect  the  building. 

Mk.  CAIf  DLI8H  said,  he  thought  the 
statement  just  made  was  discouraging. 
There  was  £3,600  spent  in  1868,  £1,900 
in  1 869,  and  now  £  1 ,  700  more  was  asked 
for.  He  should  like  to  know  what  se- 
curity they  had  that  the  sum  they  were 
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a«ked  to  vote  for  that  'building  would 


Me.  MOKK  said,  he  thought  that  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
with  respect  to  the  state  of  the  Embassy 
House  in  Paris  was  discreditable  to  the 
Ambassador.  They  had  been  armually 
Toting  £1,600  or  £1,700  for  the  buUding, 
and  yet  it  appeared  that  it  continued  in 
a Teiy  dilapidated  condition.  Someyeara 
ago  it  was  said  that  economy  would  re- 
Bult  from  having  a  clerk  of  the  works 
always  at  Paris,  but  the  consequence 
was  that  there  had  been  an  increase  of 
expenditure. 

BmHENET  BlJLWEEsaid,  itseemed 
to  him  extraordinary  that  they  should 
every  year  have  to  vote  that  sum.  He 
suggested  that  the  Yote  shonld  not  be 
rejected,  hut  that  the  Government  should 
be)asked  to  give  some  details ;  so  that  the 
House  might  be  able  to  judge  what  the 
expenses  consisted  of,  and  whether  they 
were  likely  to  go  on  year  after  year  to 
the  same  amount.  No  facts  had  been 
stated  on  which  this  Xlstimate  was  founded. 

Mb.  HEBMON  said,  they  had  last 
year  voted  on  that  account  something 
like  £2,000,  and  they  had  no  assurance 
that  by  granting  a  similar  sum  this  year 
they  woiid  not  be  throwing  good  money 
after  bad.  He  attributed  this  continual 
expenditure  to  the  clerk  of  the  works  at 
Paris,  who  would  generally  find  work  to 
do. 

Mr.  ATETON  said,  that  subject  had 
engaged  the  very  serious  attention  of  the 
Ckimmittee  up-staire.  That  Committee 
had  called  for  a  detailed  account  of  the 
expenditure  under  that  head ;  their  Be- 

Ert  would  soon  be  published,  and  he 
d  no  doubt  that  when  hon.  Members 
read  it  they  would  be  very  much 
prised,  as  the  Committee  had  been,  by 
its  details.  That  expenditure  had  often 
been  discussed  in  the  House,  but  he  did 
not  jhi-nk  it  had  been  understood ;  and 
when  it  was  understood  he  believed  that 
hon.  Members  would  see  the  significance 
of  the  statement  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
that  an  inquiry  would  be  instituted  into 
the  outlay  with  a  view  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  new  ^stem.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  told  him  that  the  subject 
would  be  carefully  considered  by  hia  De- 
partment, and  aft«r  that  assurance  he 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  hoped  they  would  be  pre- 
pared to  pass  thd  Vote. 
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Mr.  BIBBEBT  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Hermon)  in  attributing 
the  chief  part  of  the  expenditure  at  Paris 
to  the  presence  of  a  clerk  of  the  works 
in  the  Embassy  House  there,  and  said  he 
should  more  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  the 
im  of  £  1 85,  the  allowance  of  this  officer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  lUm  of  £185,  for  Salu?  of  tbe 

Clark  of  the  Worki   ia  charge  (including  allow- 

aace  for  Lodging:),  be  omitted  front  the  propoaed 

Vote."— {i(r.  Bibbert.) 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  said  that 
eve^  sort  of  system  had  been  tried  to 
OToduce  economy  in  the  two  Embassy 
Houses  of  Paris  and  Constantinople,  and 
all  alike  had  failed.  But  ho  certainly 
believed  that  IJord  Lyons,  the  present 
Ambassador,  did  not  deserve  the  censure 
which  had  been  cast  upon  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk). 
He  had  himself  always  found  in  Lord 
Lyons  a  zealous  co-operator  in  every  at- 
tempt to  keep  down  the  expense  of  the 
Embassy. 

Mr.  pollard  -  URQUHAET  ex- 
pressed his  surprise  at  the  description 
given  by  the  First  Commissionerof  Works 
of  the  discreditable  state  of  the  Paris 
EmbasOT  House. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Manners)  had  told  them  that 
every  plan  had  been  tried  for  keeping 
down  the  expenditure.  But  there  was 
one  plan  they  had  not  yet  adopted,  and 
that  was  to  discontinue  the  Yote.  It  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  £2,000  could 
be  really  required  every  year  to  keep 
that  house  in  repair.  He  believed  it  was 
all  to  be  attributed  to  the  appointment  of 
a  clerk  of  the  works,  forwlule  they  had 
such  an  officer  he  would  naturally  be 
always  finding  something  to  do.  He  was 
persuaded  that,  if  they  discontinued  the 
Tots  of  £185  for  the  clerk  of  the  works, 
and  employed  an  eminent  Parisian  archi- 
tect, the  expenditure  under  the  present 
head  would  be  diminished  by  at  least 
one-half. 

Mr.  SEELT  said,  he  thought  it  was 
veiy  undesirable  that  they  should  vote 
separate  sums  tot  every  kind  of  petty 
work  at  the  Paris  Embassy  House,  be- 
cause such  a  system  was  sure  to  tend  to 
careless  and  extravagant  expenditure. 
He  would  suggest  that  that  system 
should  be  abandoned,  and  that,  for  the 
future,  the  Ambassador  should  receive  a 
lump  sum  which  should  cover  the  entire 
of  his  outlay. 
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Mb.  HIBBEBT  eiud,  thatbeiu^  eatU- 
fied  with  that  assurance,  he  Bhould  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  vnthdraum. 

Original  Questioii  put,  and  agrted  to, 

(12.)  £37.585,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Embassy  Houses,  and  Coasular  Build- 
ings, Constantinople,  China,  Japan,  and 
Tehi-an. 

Me  ATRTON  said,  that  the  balance 
vhich  the  Committee  was  asked  to  vote 
was  lees  by  £10,000  than  the  original 
Estimate. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  was  not  aware 
whether  any  part  of  that  reduction  re- 
ferred to  the  Embassy  House'  at  Con- 
stantinople. Presuming  that  it  did 
not,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  explain  —  for  he 
knew  that,  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, he  objected  to  the  sums  -which 
were  expended  on  some  of  our  foreign 
Embassies — how  it  was  that  the  sum  of 
£10,000,  which  had  been  voted  for  the 
purpose  of  building  a  country  house  for 
our  Ambassador  at  Therapia,  had  been 
exceeded  by  £3,000?  He  desired  also 
to  call  attention  to  the  largo  sums  which 
year  after  year  the  House  was  asked  to 
vote  for  the  Embassy  House  at  Pera,  in 
building  which  a  sum  of  £80,000  was 
not  many  years  ago  spent.  It  was  true, 
as  had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Colonel  Sykos).  that  the  office  of  clerk 
of  the  works  at  Constantinople  had  soma 
time  since  been  abolished  ;  but  then  ha 
found  that  there  was  a  salary  for  a 
superintendent  put  down  in  the  Esti- 
mates, and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
he  was  not  much  the  same  functionary 
as  a  clerk  of  the  works,  for  he  had  a 
very  strong  suspicion  that  such  was  the 
case?  He  desired  further  to  say  that 
there  appeared  to  bo  two  seta  of  plana 
for  the  house  at  Therapia,  the  originid 
plans  of  a  local  architect  having  been 
superseded  by  those  of  Colond  Gor- 
don, whoso  plans,  he  understood,  had 
since  been  modified  by  those  of  some 
other  official  at  Constantinople.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
tho  Treasury  would  inform  the  Com- 
mittee which  of  those  plans  had  been 
finully  fixed  upon. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  entirely  sym- 
pathized with  the  dissatisfattion  which 
his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  feel  at  the 
expenditure  which  was  incurred  in  coa- 


Mb.  OTWAT  said,  the  Embassy  House 
at  Fans  was  a  very  large  and  expensive 
one,  and  from  its  size  and  condition  must 
always  require  a  considerable  amount  of 
annual  expenditure.  He  could  corrobo- 
rate what  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Manners)  had  said  of  Lord  Lyoi 
than  whom  there  was  no  man  more  dis- 
posed to  economy  or  more  likely  by  ob- 
servation to  prevent  any  improper  ex- 
penditure on  the  house  in  which  h€ 
tved.    

Sm  HENHY  BTTLWER  thought, 
with  reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr,  Ayrton),  that  the 
Committee  should  have  means  of  under- 
standing the  Vof«  before  they  were  called 
upon  to  pass  it,  and  it  should  rather  be 
deferred  until  this  information  was  sup- 
plied.   

CoLoiTEL  SYEIE8  said,  that  a  reduc- 
tion had  been  made  a  few  years  ago  in 
the  Vote  for  the  Embassy  at  Constanti- 
nople by  expunging  from  it  the  salary  of 
the  clerk  of  the  works.  Whether  owing 
to  that  reduction  or  not  he  could  not  say, 
there  had  since  been  a  decrease  of  £1,335 
in  the  Vote  for  that  Embassy,  and,  per- 
haps, an  equally  satisfactory  result  would 
follow  if  the  item  were  struck  out  in  the 
present  instance. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS,  referring 
to  the  advice  which  had  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Muntz)  to  the  effect  that  the  office  of 
clerk  of  the  works  should  be  abolished, 
and  that  the  services  of  a  first-rate  Pari- 
sian architect  should  be  secured  in  his 
pla«e,  observed  that  some  years  ago  an 
eminent  Parisian  architect  had  been  em- 
ployed, and  that  he  should  never  forget 
the  length  of  his  hill. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  suggested, 
that  as  the  present  Embassy  House  in 
Paris  was  an  old  tumble-down  building, 
it  should  be  sold  and  a  new  house  ob- 
tained in  its  stead.  The  public  would, 
he  thought,  he  gainers  by  the  trans- 
action. 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  he  saw  no  gr«at 
objection  to  having  thi  office  of  clerk  of 
the  works  done  away  with,  which  he  be- 
lieved was  established  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  House.  If,  however,  the  Com- 
mittee would  leave  the  matter  in  hie 
hands,  he  would  take  care  that  it  should 
be  looked  into,  and  if  he  found  the 
abolition  of  the  office  was  likely  to  lead 
to  economy,  the  charge  for  it  should  not 
appear  in  the  Votes  next  year. 
Jfr.Setly 
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nection  with  Qib  establiskments  which 
we  kept  up  at  Constaatiaople,  It  had, 
however,  been  the  policy  ofthis  country 
for  8omB  years  to  keep  up  great  estab- 
lishmentB  in  that  city.  His  Hon.  Friend 
was  right  in  stating  that  he  (Mr.  Ayrton) 
had  constantly  protested  against  bo  large 
an  expenditure;  but  he  was  obhged  to 
take  matters  aa  he  found  them,  and  to 
accept  the  expenditure  which  was  deemed 
to  be  necessa^  for  the  puipose  of  making 
our  Ambassador  comfortable.  Ifot  only 
had  he  a  mansion  at  Constantinople,  but 
a  country  house  at  Therapia  also  pro- 
Tided  for  him  at  the  pul>Hc  expense. 
Provision  had,  beMdes,  to  be  made  for 
his  eecretaiy,  as  well  as  for  the  main- 
tenance of  an  hospital  and  courts  of 
justice.  The  whole  of  the  expenditure 
lor  keeping  up  these  and  other  establish- 
ments amounted  to  £32,816,  the  item  of 
£4,000  being  for  the  completion  of  the 
building  at  Therapia.  It  was  impossible 
Ibr  the  Qoremment,  dealing  with  this 
question  in  the  advanced  stage  in  which 
tuey  found  it,  to  do  more  than  they  had 
dose.  The  expenditure  was  as  final  aa 
expenditure  usually  was.  He  did  not 
know  what  demands  might  be  made 
&om  Constantinople  another  year;  all 
he  oould  say  was  he  would  do  his  best 
to  resist  them.  

Sm  HENRY  BULWER  observed 
that  previous  to  the  change  of  the  clerk 
of  the  works  the  Ambassador  had  no 
control  whatever  over  the  expenditure. 
The  clerk  of  the  works  made  a  job  of 
the  whole  business.  It  was  found  very 
advantageous  to  do  away  with  the  clerk 
of  the  works  altogether.  As  to  the  house 
at  Therapia,  he  should  hke  to  have  some 
idea  of  the  work  done  and  what  there 
was  still  to  construct.  He  thought  that 
the  house  now  provided  would  not  be  a 
very  satisfactory  one.  He  did  not  think 
the  expense  would  be  confined  within 
the  £10,000,  and  there  would  be  always 
a  constant  and  useless  expenditure  upon 
it. 

CoLOKEL  6TKE9  said,  he  was  alto- 
gether at  a  loss  to  understand  how  there 
had  been  a  diminution  under  this  Voto 
of  £10,000.  There  waa  a  great  fallacy 
in  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  aa  to  that  re- 
duction. He  strongly  objected  to  the 
sum  of  £174,000  proposed  to  be  taken  | 
for  the  purchase  of  land  in  China  and  ' 
Japan.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear  irom 
the  light  him.  Cientl^nan  below  him 


(Sir  Henry  Bulwer),  who  had  occupied 
so  distinguished  a  position  in  Constanti- 
nople, that  the  clerk  of  the  works  had 
not  been  restored,  and  that  subsequent 
to  his  dismissal  a  considerable  saving 
had  been  effected. 

Mb.  STANSFFJjD  begged  to  inform 
hia  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the 
Treasury  had  sent  out  an  extremely  able 
and  economical  public  servant  (Major 
Grossman)  to  make  inquiry  with  re- 
ference to  the  erection  of  the  proposed 
consular  establishments  in  Cluna  and 
Japan.  He  had  very  nearly  completed 
his  inquiry  and  survey  to  ascertain  the 
cost,  and  had  given  the  Qovemment  in- 
formation on  which  they  reduced  the 
demand  for  the  present  year.  He  also 
informed  them  that,  unless  the  demands 
were  sifted,  criticized,  and  reduced,  they 
would  lead  ultimately  to  a  considerable 
increase  above  the  original  estimate. 
Major  Crossman  hod  asked  for  leave  of 
absence,  aud  it  was  deemed  advisable  to 
comply  with  his  application,  consult  with 
him  personaUy  on  the  subject,  and  de- 
vise some  means  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Estimate.  He  was  expected  daily  to 
arrive  in  England ;  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  communicato  with  him  on  the  subject, 
and  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Yote  would  not  remain  at  its 
present  amount  unless  he  were  satisfied 
it  should. 

Viscount  BUBT  said,  he  had  always 
understood  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  consider  what 
sum  was  necessary  before  proposing  a 
Vote ;  he  was  therefore  rather  surprised 
to  hear  it  stated  that  theproposed  sum  was 
as  final  as  expenditure  usually  was,  and 
no  hope  was  held  out  that  it  would  not 
be  ultimately  exceeded.  Unless  some 
Member  of  the  Government  gave  a  more 
satisfactory  explantion  he  should  movo 
to  reduce  this  Vote. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  he  had  stated 
that  this  money  was  required  to  com- 
plete plans  and  estimates  made  before 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office. 
At  ibe  same  time  he  must  say  he  did  not 
admire  the  poliny  of  keeping  up  an  ex- 
pensive establishment  at  Constantinople. 

81K  HAERY  VERNEY  said,  he  had 
never  heard  a  less  satisfactory  explana- 
tion of  a  Vote  ;  for  if  any  one  could  ex- 
plain those  Votes  it  was  always  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasurj-.  He  hoped 
some  assurance  would  be  given  that  no 
more  money  would  be  asked  for. 
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Me.  monk  said,  lie  thought  the  Com- 
mittee hail  a  right  to  know  whether 
£4,000  would  be  enough  to  complete 
the  buildings.  Last  year  he  had  taken 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  this  sub- 
ject, but  he  had  been  beaten  by  2  to  1. 

Me.  W.  F.  COWPER  gave  credit  to 
the  Government  for  a  general  intention 
to  be  economical,  but  he  had  no  con- 
fidence in  their  power  of  being  economi- 
cal at  Therapia.  The  clerk  of  the 
works  who  used  to  be  there  was  paid, 
not  by  fees,  but  by  salary,  and  being 
responsible  only  to  the  Office  of  Works 
it  was  his  business  to  enforce  economy. 
What  machinery  had  the  Government 
for  enforcing  economy,  since  the  Vote 
of  the  Houae  would  disestablish  him  ? 
If  matters  were  left  to  the  local  architect 
or  to  an  engineer  officer,  that  would  ac- 
count for  the  fiict  that  no  one  knew  what 
the  new  buildings  at  Therapia  would 
cost.  At  HO  great  a  distance  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  could  exercise  no  control, 
but  they  ought  to  have  some  one  on  the 
spot. 

Me.  ATETON  said,  there  was  a  su- 
perintendent at  £300  a  year,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  expenditure.  The 
Bum  now  to  be  voted  was  to  complete 
the  house  and  to  furnish  it.  Of  course, 
demands  were  always  made  for  keeping 
up  these  establishments,  but  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  resist  any 
further  expenditure  for  these  buildings. 

Mb.  AiDBRMAN  LU8K  said,  he  would 
like  to  know  something  about  the  ex- 
penditure in  China  and  Japan.  Last 
year  the  Government  asked  for  £37,000 
for  Japan,  without  giving  any  explana- 
tion as  to  what  it  was  for;  and  now 
£10,000  more  was  asked  for  buildings, 
but  no  one  knew  anything  of  the  details, 
which  were  yearly  promised  but  never 


was  Sony  to  hear  the  remarks  made  by 
the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Henry 
Bulwer)  with  regard  to  Hie  clerk  of  the 
works  at  Therapia.  His  differences 
with  that  officer  were  tolerably  well 
known.  [Sir  Henet  Bclwee  :  I  never 
disc^:«ed  with  tlie  clerk  of  the  works, 
but  I  did  not  approve  what  he  did.J 
WeU,  the  clerk  of  the  works  was  not 
there  to  explain.  Hispositiou  was  felt 
to  be  incompatible,  ^fewas  necessarily 
a  man  of  comparatively  humble  position, 
and  no  great  amount  of  good  was  likely 
to  flow  &om  his  efEbrts  to  keep  down 
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expenditure.  The  abolition  of  his  office 
was  therefore  rather  beneficial  than 
otherwise.  He  had  been  succeeded  by 
a  simple  superintendent,  and  perhaps  it 
would  be  advisable  if  some  explanation 
were  given  from  the  TreasuiyBench  as  to 
the  relationship  subsisting  between  that 
superjatflndent  and  the  Embassy.  Hie 
own  opinion  was  that  at  present  there 
was  no  connection  between  the  Office  of 
Works  and  the  Embassy  House  at  Con- 
stantinople, and  that  it  lay  either  with 
the  Foreign  OfB.ce  or  Treasu^  to  decide 
what  money  was  required  for  the  Em- 
bassy House.  The  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  given  the  Committee  to  imder- 
stand  that  although  it  had  been  his  duty 
to  defend  the  Yote,  he  had  no  great 
sympathy  with  it,  and  that,  indeed,  ha 
rather  disliked  the  whole  system  which 
regulated  our  international  affairs  at 
Constantinople.  That,  however,  was  a 
large  question  of  policy  which  could  not 
be  discussed  in  Committee  of  Supply. 
He  thought  the  Committee  need  have  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  agreeing  to  the 
Vote  under  discussion,  because  it  was 
only  intended  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
plan  sanctioned  by  the  House  last  year. 

Sm  HENRY  BULWER  said,  that  in 
his  time  the  clerk  of  the  works  appeared 
to  have  entered  into  many  unneceseaiy 
expenses;  but  when  the  office  woe 
abolished  a  much  smaller  sum  than  was 
previously  expended  was  allowed  the 
Ambassador,  within  which  he  was  to 
keep  the  outlay.  During  the  year  he 
had  the  management  of  that  sum  he  left 
a  considerable  balance  unexpended.  He 
thought  it  a  far  better  and  simpler  plan 
to  have  one  man  who  was  responsible 
than  to  have  a  person  sent  out  &om  the 
Board  of  Works,  at  very  great  expense, 
over  whom  the  Ambassador  had  no  con- 
trol, and  over  whom  it  was  impossible 
for  one  residing  in  London  to  have  any. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  AYTOITN  inquired 
whether  the  superintendent  really  pep- 
formed  the  same  dutiesas  the  clerk  of  the 
works  had  done.  When  the  clerk  of  Uie 
works  had  disappeared  it  looked  very 
much  as  if  a  new  office  of  the  same  kind 
had  been  created.  He  wanted  to  know 
how  the  superintendent  differed  from 
the  clerk  of  the  works  ? 

Sir  HENRTBULWERsaid,theclerk 
of  the  works  was  sent  out  by  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  had  the  entire  control 
and  management  of  the  expenditure; 
the  superintendent,  who  in  hia  dme  waa 
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mg^^eeted  by  the  Ambaaeador,  and  con- 
firmed, of  course,  by  the  GoTemment  at 
home,  was  appointed  at  a  mtich  lesa 
Bolary;  his  busmess,  no  doubt,  was  to 
keep  down  the  expenditure,  and  to  gc 
over  the  aoconnts,  but  he  had  not  &i 
onlimitod  control  that  the  other  pos- 
seesed.     

Me.  HTJNTZ  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  (Sir  Heniy  Bulwer)  that  a 
great  deal  of  good  would  be  done  if  a 
fixed  sum  was  granted  for  all  the  Euro- 
pean EmbasaieB.  The  sum  asked  for 
waa  not  very  lai^,  but  it  waa  a  con- 
stantly increasing  expenditure.  He  could 
not  vote  for  the  proposed  reduction ;  but 
there  was  one  item  which  required  ex- 
planation— that  of  £B00  for  "  adapting 
old  buildings."  When  we  were  erecting 
new  buildange,  why  were  not  the  old 
ones  sold  F 

8m  JOHN  HAY  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  would  add  this  farther  infor- 
mation, who  this  superintendent  was  ? 
Was  he  the  old  clerk  of  the  works  trans- 
mogrified ?  

8iB  HENET  BULWER  said,  he  could 
speak  only  for  what  had  occurred  in  his 
own  time.  The  superintendent  that  he 
suggested  was  an  Englishman  and  an 
architect.  He  was  certainly  not  the 
same  person  as  the  clerk  of  the  works. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  the  superintend- 
ent was  the  Vice  Consul  at  Constanti- 
nople. 

8iB  JOHN  HAT  wished  further  to 
know  what  qualifications  he  had  for  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  to  which  he  had 
been  appointed? 

Mk.  ATETON  said,  he  had  not  been 
appointed  by  the  present  Govemment ; 
but  he  presumed  that  those  who  had 
selected  him  were  satisfied  with  respect 
to  his  fitness  for  the  office.  It  was  no 
doubt  a  difB.cult  task  to  know  how  to 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  Consuls 
and  Ambassadors,  but  the  pohcy  in 
question  did  not  begin  with  these  Esti- 
mates. Her  Majesty's  GfoTemment,  on 
assuming  Office,  could  not  undertake  to 
solve  all  the  difficulties.  As  to  the  £800 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Muntz)  had  referred,  it  was  for  putting 
part  of  the  former  house  into  a  state  fit 
for  occupation  by  the  secretary,  because 
when  the  Ambassador  went  to  Therapia 
he  was  accompanied  by  his  secretary. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  the  Govem- 
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ment  were  not  satisfied  with  the  present 
arrangement  in  connection  with  the  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople,  and  that  the 
charges  would  not  appear  in  the  Esti- 
mates next  year  without  some  modifica- 
tion. He  would  make  the  same  state- 
ment with  recftect  to  the  Embassy 
Houses  in  China  and  Japan.  Oolonel 
Orosaman  had  been  sent  out  roedally  to 
report  upon  the  subject,  and  was  now 
on  his  wa^  home  with  information  for 
the  direction  of  the  Government.  He 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  chsrgee 
in  connection  with  the  Embassy  Houses 
in  these  countries  would  also  be  revised 
before  the  Estimates  were  made  up  next 
year.  With  respect  to  the  new  build- 
mgs  at  Teheran,  that  was  an  airange- 
mcmt  made  by  the  late  Government, 
and,  as  fkr  as  he  could  judge,  it  was  a 
reasonable  one.  A  proposBl  came  homo 
as  to  the  old  buildmgs,  which  were  in 
an  extremely  bad  and  ruinous  condition, 
and  would  coBt£l5,000  to  repair.  Butthe 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury) 
thought  that  a  better  site  could  be  chosen, 
upon  which  a  new  residence  could  be 
built,  while  the  old  property  might  be 
sold.  It  was  important  to  have  a  good 
supply  of  water,  and  that  would  be  ob- 
tained at  the  new  site,  and  he  had  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  Estimate  of 
£20,000  would  not  be  exceeded. 
Tote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £31,438,  to  complete   the  sum 

r  House  of  Lords  Offices. 

Mr.  white  asked  for  some  expla- 
nation of  this  Tot«,  For  some  years, 
when  there  were  a  large  number  of  Pri- 
vate Bills  before  Farhament,  the  House 
of  Lords  had  more  than  sufficient  to  pay 
its  expenses ;  latterly  the  reverse  had 
been  uie  case,  but  he  wished  to  know 
what  had  been  done  with  the  surplus  of 
those  years.  Among  the  items  requir- 
ing explanation  he  noticed  two  principal 
door-keepers,  £900,  one  of  whom  was  a 
receiver  of  fees  with  another  salary ;  and 
there  was  a  "  necessary  woman,"  with  a 
salary  of  £208. 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING  inquired  whether 
the  sum  of  £4,000  paid  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  intended  as  his  salary 
as  Speaker  in  addition  to  his  salaiy  as 
Lord  Chancellor ;  bow  it  happened  that 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the  House 
of  Lords  received£2, 500,  while  theChair- 
man  of  Committees  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
moQs  received  but  £1,500;  and  what 
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Balaiy  Block  Bod  reoeiTed  in  addition 
to  sn  amount  of  £90  for  fees  mentioned 
in  the  Totes  ? 

Ub.  AYBTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  rler  with  Batufaction 
the  appear&noe  of  tho  paiticiilarB  of  this 
Tota  for  the  first  time  m  the  Estimatee ; 
the  demand  of  the  Upper  Houbs  oould 
now  be  oimipared  wiui  the  ehai^  on 
acoouut  of  the  Mouse  of  Commons.  As 
the  aalariee  would,  no  doubt,  be  i«viewed 
as  TacanoieB  ooourred,  there  was  a  chance 
of  the  Yot«  being  reduced.  He  could 
not  explain  the  language  desciibing  an 
official  referred  to ;  but  believed  iJie 
deeigiiation  justified  the  appointment, 
ainoe  she  wsa  described  as  "  a  neceaaair 
woman."  The  surplus  funds  had  been 
carried  into  an  account  to  secure  super- 
Bonnadou  allowanoes  for  retired  officials 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  aoc»rdanoe 
with  the  wish  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  which  dealt  with  such  matters. 
The  paTment  of  £4,000  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
eellor  as  Speaker  was  in  addition  to  the 
p^^ent  made  to  him  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated !EWd  as  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
sala^  of  Chairman  of  Committees  in 
the  Lords  was  fixed  a  long  time  ago, 
and  it  was  not  for  the  Trwsury  to  re- 
quire the  reduction  of  each  salaries  under 
the  ciicnmstances.  With  reference  to 
the  item  Sot  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod, 
the  salary  paid  to  him  was  veiy  small ; 
but  he  was  an  officer  belonging  to  the 
Household,  and  aa  Usher  he  was  placed 
by  Hei  Majesty  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
recaiving  certain  fees  for  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duties.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  fees  amounted  to,  but  when- 
ever the  office  became  vacant  the  'ai%- 
sent  system  would  be  discontinued.  The 
Treasury  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  with  the  view 
of  fixing  a  certain  salary  for  the  Usher 
of  the  Black  Bod,  instead  of  payment 
partly  by  fees  and  partly  by  salair.  The 
arrangement  would  be  a  considerable 
saving  to  the  publio. 

CoLOMZL  StSiES  observed  that  they 
were  upon  the  first  of  forty-one  Totes 
in  Class  11.,  in  twenty-seven  of  which 
there  were  increases  amounting  altoge- 
ther to  £386,000.  He  was  sorry  to  uaA. 
this  increase  under  an  eoouomical  Qo- 
vemment  when  two  great  Departmenta 
— namely,  the  War  Office  and  the  Ad- 
miralty— ^had  managed  to  retrench.  The 
prospect  of  twenty-seven  wrangles  drove 
him  to  despair,  and  he  gave  it  up. 
Mr.  Loekt  King 
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Mb.  SOLATEB-BOOTH  thongiit  if 
they  compared  the  Estimates  for  the  two 
Houses  those  for  the  Lords  would  favour- 
ably contrast  with  those  &>i  the  Com- 
mons.   

Ub.  OOLDNEY  wished  to  know 
whether  the  receiver  accounted  for  tike 
whole  of  the  fees,  or  for  those  that  re- 
mained after  certain  payments  were  de- 
ducted— ^whether,  in  fact,  he  accounted 
for  the  groaa  or  the  net  amount  of  the 


Mb.  ATBTON  said,  that  under  the 
new  systwi  he  would  account  ibr  the 
whole  gross  amount  of  the  fees. 

Tote  agreti  to. 


Me.  LOCKE  KING  wished  to  know 
why  the  salaries  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  were  not  included  in 
this  Tote? 

Ms.  ATBTON  replied  that  thm  were 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mb.  D£NT  asked  for  an  e^)lanatian 
of  the  charge  for  four  BefJerees  of  Pri- 
vate Sills  at  £1,000  each  P 

Mb.  SCLATEB- booth  said,  that 
by  the  lamented  death  of  Mr.  Haaaard 
a  vacancy  had  occurred  in  the  office  of 
one  of  the  Befereee. 

B£b.  ATRTON  said,  that  the  vacancv 
which  had  occurred  would  not  be  filled 
up.  There  would,  of  course,  be  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  the  Qovemment 
to  re-consider  the  amount  required  isa 
Beferees  of  Private  Bills.  The  expen- 
diture of  that  money  was,  in  fact,  not 
under  the  Treasury  but  under  the  House 
of  Commons  itself.  The  exact  sum  that 
was  necessary  for  the  services  of  the  Be- 
ferees during  the  present  Session  could 
be  ascertained  before  the  Beport  was 
brought  up^ __^ 

CoLOifEi,  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  i* 
would  depend  on  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee now  sitting  whether  there  would 
be  established  a  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Lords  and  Commons  upon  Private  Bills ; 
and  in  that  case  it  was  very  probable 
that  the  office  of  Beferee  would  be  done 
away  with.  Until,  however,  that  point 
was  decided,  he  Uiought  the  Speaker 
should  have  a  discretionaiy  power  as  to 
the  number  of  Beferees  to  lie  appointed 
to  assist  Committees  on  Private  Bills. 

Mb.  BOWBING  condemned  the  sys- 
tem of  paying  officers  of  that  House  tiy 
fees,  and  animadvetted  especially  opon 
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the  item  of  £1,600  for  feea  upon  PriTato 
BiUs. 

Us.  W.  FOWLEB  said,  there  were 
great  oomplaints  of  the  enotmoos  cost 
of  carrying  PriTste  Bills  through  that 
House ;  but  as  the  smouat  put  doTn  for 
those  fees  was  oqIt  £17,000,  he  could 
not  understand  -why  the  cost  of  such 
Bills  should  be  enormous. 

Us.  WHALLEY  said,  the  fees  to 
conn^el  in  the  cue  of  Private  Bills  were 
often  exceedingly  heavy ;  and  the  Par- 
liamentary expenses  of  certain  small 
railway  companies,  irith  which  he  had 
been  connected,  actually  amounted  to  no 
less  than  £4,000  per  mile ;  or,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  about  what  ought  to  have 
been  the  natural  cost  of  constructing 
their  lines.  That  vas  the  result  of  the 
House  retaining  the  existing  tribunal 
for  dealing  with  those  questionB. 

Us.  AYBTON  explained  that  the 
item  of  £  1,600  for  fees  on  Turnpike  Bills 
was merelyamatterof  account.  Inregard 
to  the  fees  paid  to  the  officers  of  the 
House,  the  fees  were  not  received  by 
those  officers  for  their  own  benefit. 
The  officers  of  the  Honse  were  paid  by 
salary.  

Us.  SGIATEB-BOOTH  said,  the  fees 
were  paid  by  the  public  on  Bills  partly 
of  a  private  and  partly  of  a  public  cha- 
racter, and  they  were  accounted  for  to 
the  House. 

Ms.  UELLOS  asked  for  information 
relatiTe  to  the  Vote  for  ventilation. 

Ub.  ATBTON  stated  that  the  Estab- 
lishment charges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  not  regulated  by  the  Trea- 
sury, but  by  a  Committee  of  this  House, 
who  forwarded  the  Estimate  to  the  Trea- 
sury, and  who,  he  presumed,  care&Uly 
ooneidered  the  requirements  of  the  House 
before  making  the  Estimate. 

Us.  8CLATEE-B00TH  said,  there 
was  no  such  Committee  appointed  by  the 
House. 

Us.  ATETON  said,  the  expendituiB 
was  regulated  by  statute,  and  a  Commit- 
tee was  appointed  by  the  statute,  consist- 
ing of  the  Speaker,  ihe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  Home  Secretary. 

Ms.  SCLATER-EOOTH  said,  he  v 
not  aware  of  the  existence  of  such   a 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House. 

Ub.  ANDERSON  said,  he  saw  this 
item  in  the  Totes  —  one  of  £724  and 
another  of  £S00  for  messengers.  Ha 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Totes  in- 
cluded the  salaries  of  the  men  who  de- 


livered the  Votes  and  Fapen  at  htm. 
Uembers'  residences,  and  whether  they 
were  so  insufficiently  paid  that  they  had 
to  ask  hon.  Uembers  for  gratuities  ? 

Mb.  DILLWYN  wished  to  know  who 
was  responsible  for  the  Tote  for  lighting 
and  ventilating  the  House,  as  the  pre- 
sent and  late  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury 
differed  in  opinion  upon  that  point  ? 

Us.  ATETON  said,  the  Speaker,  flie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
Home  Secretary  were  a  Committee  for 
that  purpose,  and  they  were  appointed 
by  statute,  and  they  were  responsible  for 
the  salaries,  and  not  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  BEOODEN  asked  for  an  expla- 
nation of  the  item  of  £500  fees  to  the 
derks  for  attending  divisions.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  clerks  being  paid  by  fees. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  it  was  a  sum  paid 
addition  to  their  regular  salair,  for 
their  attendance  at  the  divisions  of  that 
House.  They  had,  of  course,  to  remain 
so  loi^  as  the  House  sat,  and  this  sum 
was  distributed  amongst  them  for  those 
extra  and  special  duties.  To  them  it  was 
an  extremely  arduous  service,  because 
they  did  not  take  the  same  interest  in 
divisions  that  hon.  Uembers  did. 

Vote  agreti  to. 

(IS.)  £39,275,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Treasury  and  Subordinate  Deportments. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  aaked  for  an  expla- 
nation of  the  sum  of  £460  for  ^dit 
clerks.  ^^  

Us.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  the  item  &>r  the  salaries 
and  office  of  the  Parliamentary  drafts- 
man. Although  an  increased  sum  had 
been  awarded  to  that  Department,  he 
■till  found  an  item  of  £1,000  for  addi- 
tional services.  

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QTJEE  rapUed  that  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  one  or  even  two  persons  to 
draft  all  the  Bills  required  bj  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  arrangement  now 
made  was  this  —  the  counsel  for  the 
Home  Office  was  appointed  Parliament- 
ary counsel  for  the  whole  Qovenunent, 
and  was  provided  with  as  much  extra 
assistance  as  was  necessary  for  drawing 
all  the  Bills  for  the  different  Depart- 
ments. There  was  some  economy  in  this 
arrangement,  as  compared  with  the  old 
^stem ;  but,  what  was  of  still  greater 
importance,  there  would  now  be  uni- 
formity in  the  drafting  of  the  Bills  of 
the  Government.    Last  year,  while  th« 
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Parliamentftiy  counsel  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  £2,000,  anotlier  counsel,  not 
regularly  employed  by  the  Ooremment, 
h^  £3,500.  It  was  time  to  put  an  end 
to  such  a  system ;  and  the  fiWi  arrange- 
ment, by  which  all  the  work  was  put 
into  one  hand,  would  he  believed,  he 
found  both  more  economical  and  more 
efficient  than  the  old  one. 

Mb.  8CLATBE-B00TH  said,  the  new 
Bystem  did  not  appear  to  get  rid  of  the 
anomaly  of  engaging  other  counsel  to 
assist  the  ParEamentaiy  drafteman 
of  the  Gt>Temment,  who  £d  not  there- 
fore appear  to  have  gone  far  enough  to 
make  his  department  complete  in  itself. 

Mr.  ATBTON  said,  the  object  now 
was  to  heep  the  fixed  establishment  of 
the  draftsman  at  the  lowest  possible 
point,  and  obtain  extra  help  when  it 
was  wanted.  In  answer  to  the  bon. 
Member's  (Mr.  Dillwyn's)  question,  he 
had  to  state  that  the  clerks  referred  to 
did  not  audit  accounts,  hut  they 
mined  the  aocounta  before  they  were 
sent  by  the  Treasury  to  the  Audit  De- 
partment. 

Mb.  W.  M.  T0BBI2?6  said,  that  in 
this  Vote  there  was  included  a  sum  of 
£14,000  for  the  salaries  of  the  First 
Iiord  of  the  Treasniy,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  a  Third  Lord  of  the 
Treasuiy,  and  two  Junior  Lords ;  a 
third  Junior  Lord  serving  without  salary. 
Now,  he  was  not  about  to  object  to  that 
amount,  which  he  thought  a  mode 
one ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  what 
wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee  was  the  objection  which 
existed  to  the  principle  of  accepting  the 
services  of  oue  of  the  Junior  Lords 
without  a  salary.  For  the  Marqi 
of  Lansdowne  he  had  the  greatest  re- 

rot.  He  believed  it  was  notorious 
t  his  Lordship  had  devoted  him- 
self with  much  zeal  to  the  duties  of 
the  office  which  he  had  undertak^i,  and 
tiiat  he  had  done  so  with  considerable 
advantage  to  the  country ;  but,  notwith- 
standing the  hereditary  claims  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  his  own  estimable  cha- 
xacter,  he  thought  the  Oovemment 
ought  not  to  hare  accepted  his  services 
B&  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  without  in- 
sisting on  his  receiving  a  salary.  The 
receipt  of  a  salary  by  a  public  servant 
made  him  more  directly  responsible  to 
the  State.  Besides  the  precedent  of  al- 
lowing a  member  of  one  of  the  great 
&milieB  who  could  afford  to  fill  a  public 
n«  CioHcOler  of  the  Esxhtjutr 
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office  without  a  salary  to  give  his  ser- 
vices gratuitously  would  destroy  the 
principle  of  competition.  Lord  Qrey 
had  re^ed  to  allow  a  noble  Duke  to 
hold  office  in  his  Government  without 
salaiy.  He  believed  Lord  Qrey  had 
adopted  a  constitutional  course  in  acting 
in  such  a  manner,  and  he  thought  the 
present  Government  would  have  done 
well  to  have  adopted  the  same  principle. 
Vote  agreed  to. 


partments. 

Mr.  Aldericait  SALOMONS  called 
attention  to  the  f^ct  that  £5,000  or 
£6,000  was  chaiged  for  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  Local  Government  Act. 
Cities  and  towns  applied  to  the  Home 
Office  for  assistance  in  borrowing  mil- 
lions of  money,  and  they  obtained  it 
without  expense  and  without  stamps. 
He  dis^iproved  of  this  practice. 

Mb.  BEUCE  thanked  his  hon.  Friend 
for  bringing  this  important  matter  be- 
fore the  House.  When  the  Public 
Health  Act  was  passed  it  was  thought 
undesirable  to  prevent  local  authorities 
seeking  advice  and  assistance  &om  the 
Home  Office  by  fixing  a  scale  of  fees. 
But  now  the  time  had  come  to  re-con- 
sider this  question,  and  say  whether 
locahties,  whose  work  was  done  by  the 
Home  Office,  should  not  he  called  upon 
to  make  some  contribution  to  the  ex- 
penses. A  scheme  had  been  for  some 
time  under  consideration  in  order  to 
effect  this,  and  in  due  time  it  would  be 
laid  before  the  House-     

Mb.  BCLATEB-BOOTH  remaitod 
that  this  Bubieot  was  an  old  one.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Government 
intended  to  move  in  the  matter.  There 
were  half-a-dozen  other  departments  in 
connection  with  the  Home  Office  and 
the  Treasury  which  ought  to  he  con- 
sidered with  a  view  to  an  arrangement 
similar  to  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich. 

Mb.  GOLDKEY  called  attention  to 
the  question  of  travelling  expenses  al- 
lowed to  the  Poor  Law  inq>ectors  and  the 
inspectors  of  schools.  In  the  case  of  the 
Poor  Law  inspectors  their  travelling  ex- 
penses were  eonamuted  for  a  payment  of 
£300  a  year  each ;  but  the  school  in- 
spectors, who  bad  much  more  travelling 
to  do,  and  who  were  paid  their  aotoiJ 
expenses,  averaged   only  £91  a  year 
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eoclL  for  the  oost  of  travelling.  He  sug- 
gested fhBt  the  Poor  Law  mspeotora 
Hhould  also  be  paid  their  actual  travel- 
ling expenses ;  and  then  it  would  be  seen 
whether  their  inspections  were  really 
made,  about  which  Bometimae  some 
question  was  raised. 

Ma.  BBUCE  said,  the  school  inOTtec- 
tors  were  paid  a  fixed  salazv  of  £250 
over  and  above  that  which  thev  other- 
wise received  fbr  all  expenses  incurred 
durinff  absence  &om  home,  other  than 
traTeUiiiff  expenses;  and  it  was  a  fair 
TnftttHT  itsc  consideration  whether  that 
was  the  best  arrangement,  for  it  acted 
at  {oesent  very  unfairly,  as  some  were 
neoessarily  more  frequently  and  for 
longer  periods  absent  from  home  than 
others.  The  question  c^  applying  the 
eame  system  to  mine  and  la^otory  in- 
spectors had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  late  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  found  that  the  variefy 
of  their  circumstances  was  so  great  that 
it  was  found  impracticable  to  arrange 
any  uniform  system  of  fixed  payments  m 
lieu  of  travelling  and  other  expenses. 

Mb.  Aldekuait  LU8£  said,  he  thought 
that  all  inspectors  should  be  placed  upon 
the  same  footing,  and  that  the  owners 
of  the  factories,  mines,  or  salmon  fish- 
eries inspected  should  pay  the  expenses 
of  the  in^)ectors. 

Mn.  BBUCE  said,  that  in  the  ca£ 
mines  and  factories  the  inspectors  were 
appointed  in  the  interest  not  of  the 
owners,  but  of  the  people  workinj 
them,  and  that,  therefore,  it  woulc 
un&ir  to  coll  upon  the  owners  topaythe 
expenses  of  the  inspection.  The  case  of 
the  salmon  fisheries,  however,  was  dif- 
ferent ;  the  expenditure  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  that  respect  conduced  to  private 
advantage,  and  if  a  way  of  doin^  it 
could  be  found,  it  would  only  be  just 
and  equitable  to  make  the  owners  pay. 

Ms.  HIBBEET  called  attention  to 
the  Vote  for  the  superintendent  of  roads 
in  South  Wales,  and  asked  why  that 
payment  was  kept  up. 

Mb.  BBUGE  said,  a  great  experiment 
was  made  in  South  W^es  in  me  turn- 
pike system,  and  he  hoped  the  time 
would  come  when  it  would  be  followed 
in  this  country.  The  money  advanced 
by  Oovemment  would  be  re-paid  in  about 
tenyefljre. 

Mb.  WHALLBTT  said,  the  experiment 
tried  in  South  Wales  had  heen  tho- 
roughly soccessfiU,  and  he  did  not  see 


why  turnpikes  should  not  be  put  an  end 
toaltogemer. 

Mb.  BBUCE  said,  he  merely  deolinad 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the 
present  Session. 

Tote  agrtti  to. 

Mb.  VANCE  moved  that  the  Ohiur- 
man  report  Progress,  as  it  was  not  cos- 
tomaij  to  go  on  with  the  Estimates  after 
twelve  o'clock. 

Motion  agrttd  to. 

House  rttumed. 

Sesolutions  to  be  reported  lb-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  dock ; 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  Ih-morrow.l 

VALUATION    OF    PROPERTY   (UETRO- 

FOLIS)  Ire^engMiua)  BILL— [Bni,  100.] 

(ifr.  tfMdkM,J6-.  Arthur  Pal,  Ur.  Agrion.) 

OOICUnTEE. 

Bill  eontidertd  in  Conmiittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1 1  (Qrounds  on  which  persons 
may  object  before  aseesament  commit- 
tees). 

Db.  BEEWMf  mof>»d  in  page  5,  line 
3,  at  end,  add — 

"  That  the  Aueumint  CommittM  of  esoh  pa- 
riili  or  union  OaW  hasr  ■ad  dsdda  alt  apniU 
under  tbii  Act  agaioit  the  Valnation  lUt  of  the 
nid  pariih  or  naion,  and  that  an  appeal  from  the 
deoiiion  of  luoh  committee  ihalt  be  in  the  ooort 
of  petty  MWlon  within  the  leuional  diiiiion  of 
the  matropolii  to  whioh  lueb  pamh  or  tmion 
belong!." 

No  harm  or  difficulty  whatever  could 
follow  from  the  course  which  he  sag- 
gested,  and  he  had  received  representa- 
tions from  various  parts  of  the  metro- 
polis in  iavour  of  it. 

Amendment  prt^sed. 

Id  page  6,  line  3,  at  end,  to  add  the  word* 
"that  the  Aueument  Committee  of  eaeh  paiieh 
or  nnion  ihall  hear  and  decide  all  appeali  under 
thii  Aet  againit  the  Valuation  liat  of  the  (aid 
paiilh  or  anion,  and  that  an  appeal  from  the  de- 
eiiion  of  inoh  oommittee  ihall  be  in  the  oonrt  of 
petty  iaaiion  within  the  seMional  diri^n  of  tha 
metropolii  to  whioh  mob  pariah  or  union  betooga." 
—{Dr.  Braeer.) 

Mb.  G0SGHE\  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  quito  unnecessaiy,  inasmuch 
as  the  nth  and  16th  clauses  would  prac- 
tically effect  the  object  which  his  hon. 
Friend  wished  to  attain. 

Mb.  perk  complained  of  the  very 
unequal  way  in  which  diffarent  parishes 
were  rated  m  the  Cifc?. 
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Ms.  OOSCHUN  teplied  that  the  re- 
medy was  in  the  BUI, 

Question  pat,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Conmiittee  divided  :~AjM  21; 
Noee  80:  Majority  59. 

Clause  agraid  to. 

Clauses  12  to  51,  inclusive,  agratd  to. 

Clauae  52  omittad. 

Clause  53   (Deductions  fbr  rateable 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  moved,  in  line  38, 
to  leave  out  the  Proviso  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. 

CoLonzL  BKISE  objected  to  the  Bill, 
as  he  understood  many  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  metropolis  objected  to  it,  on 
the  ground  that  it  placed  the  valnatioa 
of  property  for  local  and  Imperial  taxa- 
tion on  the  same  basis.  He  could  not 
doubt  that  If  this  principle  were  adopted 
in  the  metropolis  it  would  soon  spread 
all  over  the  country. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  said,  that  all  oontro- 
versial  matter  had  been  dropped  from 
this  Bill,  and  the  opposition  of  the  m.e- 
tropolitan  Members  had  been  in  conse- 
quence withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  S4  and  55  ontitted. 

House  rMtwMtf. 

C(»nmittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

PUBLIO    WORKS  (lSEI.Aim)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atbtor,  Bill  to  eitand  the 
period  for  the  repnjmeDt  of  AdntiMi  of  Pnblie 
Money  Tor  the  oonltraotloa  of  certain  Poblio 
Work*  in  Ireland ;  and  alio  to  incorporate  the 
Cammiuionen  of  Pablio  Worlu  in  Ireland  fbr 
certkin  purpOK*,  and  to  veit  in  the  said  Commia- 
■  ion  en  Landa  and  Premiiei  held  on  Publia 
Troilt,  onf<»rfto  be  broDght  in  tj  Mr.  Amoi 
and  Mr.  Chascillob  of  tbe  EioRiqniB. 

BiU  pmenttd,  and  read  the  tint  time.  [BiU  202.] 

CLEKE  OE  18SIZB  tut.t. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atrtoh,  Bill  to  amand  the 
Law  relating  to  the  office  of  Clerk  of  Aiiiie  and 
olBoei  united  thereto,  and  to  oertsin  Feei  npon 
Orden  for  payment  of  WitneMei  in  Criminal 
Proecedingt,  onUred  to  be  brought  in  hj  Mr, 
Atrtoit  >nd  Mr.  Cuiucillcib  of  the  ExcHiqniB. 

BiUjimmud,  and  read  the  Brat  time.  [BiU  203] 

WAXEBOVfOSQ  OF  WIKXB  ABD  8f  mitS, 

&C.,    BILL. 
Cmlidertd  \n  Committee. 

(Id  tbe  Committee.) 
RtuHved,  That  the  Chairman  ba  di»ol«il  to 
more  the  Houe,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
^.Peek 


Bill  to  amend  the  Uw  relating  to  the  Wuaheu. 
Ing  of  Winei  and  Spirit!  in  Cnttomi  and  EiriN 
Warehoawl,  and  fbr  other  porpoaaa  relatlof  to 
Cuatomi  and  Inland  Revenne. 

Retolution   repertf if :  ~  Bill    ordertd  to  bi 
brooght  In  bj  Mr,   STiniriLD  and  Ur,  Ceu- 

CBIXOB    <^  thn    KlOBiqUBB. 

BUI  prtietUed,  and  read  Iha  fint  time.  [Bill  Wl.] 

HBBrrABUB  BIOHTB  BUX. 

Bill  to  aholiih  the  Law  of  Deathbed,  and  I* 

make  oertain  other  obangei  in  the  law  of  Sootlui 

relating  to  Heritable  Righta,  prttetOed,  and  mi 

the  tint  time.    [Bill  301.] 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
/Wifay,  9thJulj/,  1869. 

MINDTES  1  —  SiLimr  Covtimx* —B^erl- 
Law  of  Hjpotbeo  in  3ootUnd. 

PvBLio  BiLia—Finl  Reading— High  CocMtaUni' 
Offioe  Abolition,  *o.*  (SB)  ;  PeniioBi  Co«n» 
tation'(lS8)i  Unirenitj  TeiU*  (ITT);  Sli- 
pendiarf  Magiitratei  (Depntiei)*  (IIB);  Ha£- 
oal  Offlcen  SuperBnnnatioD  (IreUndJ  *  (ISOV 

Sdttt  Committee-' RepvTt — Fine  Arte  Cnpjnf'l 
Conaolldatlon  and  Amendment  (No.  IJ* 
[No.  IBIl 

&pw<~Iiuh  Chonh  (ira-iss). 

DUSH  CHUBCH  BILU-(Ne.  ITS.) 

{The  £aH   (TronnJj^) 

KXPOST  07  AMsmacssra. 

Amendmmts  reported  (according  U 
Order). 

The  Earl  of  CAENAETON  io« 
to  propose  the  restoration  of  1871  in 
Clause  2,  as  the  date  on  which  the  Act 
should  come  into  operation.  Their  Lord- 
ships  in  Committee  substituted  1872  for 
1871,  and  he  should  be  aoriy  to  ask 
them  to  rescind  any  resolution  milefiS 
it  bad  been  arrived  at  under  some  io- 
eree  of  misapprehension  and  without 
due  consideration  of  the  subject,  or  nn- 
Imb  it  was  calculated  to  prejudice  tto 
working  of  the  measure.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  mistake  was  made  on 
this  point,  and  he  had  good  reason  for 
thinking  that  a  very  large  portioo  of 
the  Irish  clei^  preferred  the  earlier 
date.  There  were  times  when  a  chscfB 
of  this  sort  ought  to  be  made  as  gradn- 
ally  as  possible ;  but  there  were  also 
times  when  it  should  be  made  epeedJjr 
for  under  a  certain  amount  of  preasois 
and  the  stress  of  necessity  prompt  mi 
decided  action  was  often  secured.  Belaj 
would,  in  this  instance,  involve  the  ns* 
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of  irritation  and  jealou^,  wid  differenoes 
of  opinion  mi^lit  crop  up  and  iriden,  bo 
as  perhapa  to  lead  to  serioas  Bchemes. 
So  was  aware  tliat  the  extension  of  time 
originated  in  a  feeling  of  kindness,  and 
in  a  irish  to  soften  the  inevitable  pain 
and  difficulty  of  tlie  transition ;  but  be 
thongbt  it  was  mistaken  kindneas,  and 
even  if  it  came  to  the  worst,  it  would 
always  be  in  the  power  of  Parliament, 
sapposing  any  bond  fi(t»  case  to  be  made 
out,  to  give  an  extension  of  six  or  twelve 
months.  He  submitted  the  Amendment 
entirely  in  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
Church,  believing  that  it  would  prove 
advantageous. 

Amendment  movAl  to  leave  oat 
("  two  ")  and  insert  ("  one.") — [JS« 
JQw/  o/  Carnarvon.) 

The  EAtT,  as  LONGFOED  said,  be 
saw  no  reason  for  rescinding  a  resolu- 
tion which  was  arrived  at  after  fiill  con- 
sideratian.  His  infonnatian  on  the  sub- 
ject from  Ireland  differed  entirely  from 
that  of  his  noble  Friend,  inasmuch  as  all 
those  Irish  gentlemen  with  whom  he 
bad  been  in  communication  expressed 
their  preference  for  the  date  1S72  to 
that  (^1871. 

LoBD  CAIBN8  said,  that  throe  were 
obviously  ai^foments  both  in  favour  of 
preventing  onneceBsary  ^^^  and  in 
bvonr  of  allowing  the  Irish  CSkOzch  fair 
time  to  prepare  for  the  great  change 
which  it  was  proposed  to  effect.  He 
suj^ested  on  a  former  occasion  that  the 
most  convenient  course  would  be  to  ad- 
here to  the  alteration  in  Committee,  and 
before  the  Report  to  ascertain  the  view 
generally  entertained  by  those  interested. 
He  had  accordingly  endeavoured  to  as- 
certain that  view ;  out  he  Iiad  found  that 
a  considerable  difTerence  of  opinion  ex- 
isted. TTnder  these  circumstances  he 
would  surest  a  course  to  which  the 
Oovemment  might  possibly  accede.  The 
date  originally  fctea  was  the  Ist  of  July, 
1871,  and  in  Committee  it  was  deferred 
for  twelve  months.  Now,  as  their  Lord- 
shipB  might  be  aware,  the  half-year  days 
in  Ireland  were  the  Ist  of  May  and  the 
Ist  of  November,  tithe  rent-chai^  and 
rents  on  lands  held  under  lease  being 
flien  payable.  Now,  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  would  have  to  be  paid  up  to  the 
day  of  disestablishment,  and  frash  ar- 
rangements would  then  have  to  be  made. 
It  would  be  convenient,  therefore,  and 
probably  conflicting  opinions  would  be 


reconciled,  if  the  Ist  of  May,  1871,  was 
fixed  as  the  date ;  this  would  only  pro- 
long by  four  months  the  period  origin- 
ally proposed  by  the  Oovemment. 

F.AKT,  OBANrHJjE  said,  that  the 
longer  the  date  was  delayed  the  more 
disadvantageouB  would  it  be  for  the  Irish 
Church,  since  every  month  would  detract 
&om  the  etimuluB  both  as  to  arrange- 
ments and  as  to  the  assistance  to  be  ren- 
dered by  the  laity  in  the  shape  of  volun- 
tary contributions.  He  should,  therefore, 
prefer  a  reversion  to  the  date  originaUy 
proposed  by  the  Government. 

Thb  Earl  of  CABNAEVON  said, 
he  was  willing  to  accept  the  middle 
term  suggested  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Coims),  a  very  valid  reason 
having  been  given  for  it,  and  he  would 
alter  fis  Motion  accordingly. 

The  Easl  of  BANDON  said,  as  far 
as  he  was  able  to  judge  of  the  feelings 
of  the  people  in  his  part  of  the  count^, 
he  believM  they  would  prefer  the  date 
to  be  postponed  as  long  as  possible.  He 
shoutd  therefore  suggest  that  the  date 
be  the  1st  November,  1871.  He  thought 
that  Clause  24,  as  at  present  worded, 
woold  enable  any  incumbent  to  stop  the 
commatation,  not  merely  in  his  own 
case,  but  universally.     This  could  not 


The  Eail  op  CLANC AETT  supported 
the  su^estion  of  his  noble  Fnend  in 
respect  to  the  date  being  1st  November, 
1871. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
leithdrawti. 

Then  it  was  movtd  in  line  20  to  leave 
out  ("January")  and  insert  ("May,") 
and  in  line  21  to  leave  out  ("  two ") 
and  insert  ("  one.") — (2S*  Zora  Catrnt.) 

T^ABT.  GBANVIUiE  said,  that  during 

e  discussion  in  Committee  be  endea- 
voured as  iar  as  he  could  to  bring  the 
views  of  their  Lordships  into  unison  with 
those  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;  but  while  he  was  treated  with 
more  than  usual  personal  oourtesy,  the 
Bu^^stions  he  offered  on  the  part  of  the 
Ghovemment  with  regard  to  the  main 

Eirovisions  of  the  Bill  were  not  in  the 
east  r^arded.  Under  these  circumstan- 
ces he  had  felt  that  he  ought  not  to  take 
the  initiative  in  any  attempt  to  reverse 
decisions  at  which  their  Ix)rdships  ar- 
rived by  a  large  majority.  There  was  one 
other  point  connected  with  this  clause. 
With  regard  to  the  retention  of  their 
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aeats  in  this  House  by  the  exisliiig  Irish 
Bishops,  their  Lordships  would  remem- 
ber tliBt  he  stated  in  Committee  the  rea- 
soiifl  which  bad  induced  the  Govermnent 
to  frame  the  clause  In  the  form  in  which 
it  appeared  in  the  Bill  originally,  and 
that  be  appealed  to  noble  Lords  gene- 
rally and  to  the  Irish  portion  of  the 
right  rev.  Bench  to  express  their  opi- 
nions on  the  matter  before  he  took  any- 
decided  step.  He  also  mentioned  that 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  a  right 
rev.  Prelate  of  the  Irish  Church,  statmg 
that  he  thought  it  very  undesirable  that 
any  Amendment  should  be  made.  With 
regard  to  hie  appeal,  he  was  told  that 
he  bad  hardly  a  right  to  expect  an  an- 
swer from  the  IriSi  Prelates  whether 
they  wished  to  retain  their  seats  or 
One  right  rev.  Prelate  said  that  it  was 
a  T617  questionable  boon  indeed  to  re- 
serve to  the  Irish  Prelates  this  right ; 
and  in  conversation  among  Uembers  of 
their  Lordships'  House  he  found  that 
there  was  a  general  impression  in  favour 
of  re-considering  the  alterations  which 
bad  been  made.  The  appeal  which  he 
made  to  the  Lay  Lords  waa  answered  by 
all  but  one  of  those  who  spoke  being  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  and  agamst 
the  proposal  of  the  Gtovemment  except 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Westbury),  and 
he  defended  the  clause  in  a  way  which 
was  not  satisfactoiT  to  the  Gfovemment, 
for  be  entreated  the  right  rev.  Prelates 
to  submit  to  what  he  ou^ed  an  injustice. 
Upon  this  he  (Earl  Granville)  said  that 
as  there  was  clearly  a  great  majorily  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  though  the 
Government  could  not  agree  to  it,  yet 
be  would  not,  under  the  circumstances, 

Sut  their  Lordships  to  the  trouble  oi 
ividing,  as  doing  so  would  lead  to  no 
practical  result,  and  it  was  disagreeable 
to  divide  on  what  was  almost  a  personal 
question.  In  conclusion,  benowwished 
to  say  that,  though  he  would  take  no 
initiative,  he  would  support  any  Peer 
who  should  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Amendment  that  had  been  made,  though 
he  should  regret  in  reference  to  indivi- 
duals tbat  the  Amendment  should  be 
rtijeeted. 

LoRu  0AIEN8  said,  he  tbou^t  it 
somewhat  singular  that  the  noble^larl, 
Iiaving  in  Committee  invited  a  general 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  Amendment 
before  making  up  his  mind,  and  all  the 
speakers,  with  the  exception  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Westbury), 
£arl  Granville  ' 


having  supported  it,  should  now  almost 
insinuate  that  that  invitation  was  a  mere 
form,  and  that  the  unanimous  view  of 
noble  Lords  had  produced  no  effect  on 

his  mind.  

£a£l  QBANYXLLE  reminded  tlie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that  there  was 
one  new  fact — the  opinion  of  a  right 
rev.  Prelate  (hat  the  Amendment  was  a 
questionable  boon. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Amendments  made. 
LoBD  EEDESDALE  said,  he  had 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  on  thia 
subject  at  the  present  stage  which,  as 
Chairman,  be  was  unable  to  propose  in 
Committee.  To  deprive  of  his  peerage 
a  man  against  whom  no  chai^  was 
made  aught  not  to  be  allowed,  and  it 
was  contrary  to  the  privileges  of  this 
House  that  such  a  proposal  should  be 
sent  up  by  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  a  precedent  which  might  lead  to 
much  mischief. 

Th£  Aschbishof  of  YORK!  s^d,  that 
it  was  the  extension  of  the  date  and  not 
the  retention  of  seats  in  the  House  which 
described  by  one  of  his  brethren  as 
a  questionable  boon.  He  deprecated  this 
demand  on  his  Irish  brethren  to  express 
^  _ion  as  to  whether  or  not  they 
should  continue  to  be  Members  of  the 
House.  He  could  only  sa^  for  himself 
that  though,  under  similar  circumstances, 
be  should  occupy  his  seat  but  very  little, 
still  that  be  should  greatly  feel  Uie  loss 
of  it.  He  spoke  rather  from  his  own 
feeling  upon  the  subject  than  from  any 
instruction  from  the  right  rev.  Prelates. 
F.ATti.  STANHOPE  said,  be  had  al- 
ready stated  that  he  had  arrived  with 
great  regret  at  the  opinion  that  the  re- 
tention of  their  seats  by  the  Irish  Re- 
lates after  disestablishment  would  be 
irreconcilable  with  that  measure,  and 
would  not  be  just.  He  had  also  stated 
that  several  noble  Lords  on  his  own  dda 
of  the  Mouse  concurred  in  that  view.  In 
accordance  with  those  remarks  of  his, 
although  not  in  consequence  of  tbem,  a 
noble  Lord  sitting  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side,  and  not  now  present  (the 
Earl  of  Devon),  had  given,  or  would  give, 
notice  of  an  Amendment  on  the  third 
reading  which  would  bring  this  point 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

The  Bishop  of  QLOUCESTEE  akd 
BRISTOL,  in  the  absence  of  the  Bishop 
of  Oxford,  moved  a  clause  of  which  tbat 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  given  notice  Ee> 
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lativB  to  tbe  reoc^nition  of  Irisli  Orders 
by  the  Church  of  Enzland.  But  after 
oonfeniog  -with  the  ^vhbishop  of  Ar- 
magh, vrho  did  not  wish  that  Aere 
should  appear  on  the  face  of  the  Bill 
a  olauee  irtiich,  though  really  enahling, 
would  appear  to  be  of  a  dieabliiig  clw- 
raoter,  he  thought  it  better  to  witEdrav 
the  clause. 

Motion  loithdroKn. 

Clause  2  (Dissolutioii  of  l^islatiTe 
union  betveen  Churches  of  Eng&nd  and 
and  Irdand). 

Lord  O'NEILL,  who  had  given  no- 
tice of  an  Amendment  proTi£iig  that 
the  Commiasioners  should  hold  office 
during  "good  behaTiour"  instead  of 
during  "  Her  Majesty's  pleasure,"  said 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Clause  10  (Prohibition  of  future  ap- 
pointments). 

The  Eatlt.  of  BANDON"  proposed  an 
Amendment,  with  the  yiew  of  providing 
that  the  cessation  of  appointments  to 
vacant  benefices  should  bear  date  from 
the  first  of  January,  1B71,  instead  of 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act.  After  the 
decision  of  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
period  when  the  BiU  should  come  into 
operation,  he  had  little  hope  of  success 
on  this  point,  but  his  object  was  to  gire 
the  Irish  dei^  a  little  breathing  time. 
The  clause  as  it  stood  would  prevent  any 
vacancy  being  filled  up  except  tempo- 
rarily. Now,  he  feared  it  would  be 
difficult  to  find  deigymen  to  undertake 
temporaiy  dnty,  and  that  much  prac- 
tical inconTcnience  would  result.  The 
present  Government,  moreover,  had  not 
filled  up  any  vacanciM  in  Crown  prefer- 
ments since  their  accession  to  Office — a 
course  which  was  without  precedent  ex- 
cept one  in  the  reign  of  James  II.  Objec- 
tion, he  was  aware,  hadbeentaken  to  the 
creation  of  new  vested  interests;  but  this 
would  only  benefit  the  holders  of  curacies 
and  small  livings,  who  had  naturally 
looked  for  preferment,  and  on  whom  the 
Bill  inflicted  great  injustice.  Unjust  and 
cruel  as  this  measure  was,  it  had  been 
carried  oat  with  unnecessaiy  hardship. 

Amendment  movti,  in  page  4,  line  28, 
to  leave  out  ("paeangof  tms  Aot")and 
insert  ("First  day  of  January,  one  thou- 
Band  eight  hundred  and  seventy-one.") 
— {IS«  Earl  of  Banion.) 

The  £AJtL  or  ETUBERLET  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  as  inconsifitent  with 


the  general  scope  of  the  BilL  At  the 
end  of  the  Bill  were  ample  provisions 
for  temporary  appointments,  which  were 
much  better  than  the  creation  of  &esh 
vested  interests,  and  no  inconvenience 
could  arise  under  them. 

Amendment,  (by  leave  of  the  Honae) 
toithdraum. 

Clause  12  (Church  property  vested 
in  Commissioners  under  Act). 

£ael  OILANVILLE  movti,  in  page  5, 
line 23,  after  ("passed")  insert — 

("  (S.)  On  tha  dekth  or  osMion  of  tha  Intareit  ot 
■Df  KTohbUhop  or  bUhap  aforauid,  the  tananti 
then  holding  directly  under  an;  tush  arohbiihop 
or  biabop  wbera  leuei  had  been  tharefore  esi- 
toroarilf  renewable,  ahali  have  limilar  righU  of 
raoeval  of  their  laid  leaaea,  and  tha  laid  oommii- 
■iooen  ihall  ba  under  aimilar  obligation*  and  h>ra 
limilar  powan  and  righti  in  ratatioD  to  auoh  re- 
newal! and  tha  rente  and  flnel  thereapoD  ai  the 
tenanti  of  leei  tappreaiad  under  Itatnta  third  aod 
fourth  William  tbe  Fourth,  chapter  tbirtr-a«Ted, 
and  ai  the  EcoteaiaBtioal  CommiMionara  in  regard 
thereto  had  and  were  uodar  reepeotiTalj  immedi- 
atelj  before  the  pouing  of  itatnte  tweotj-threa 
and  tventT'lbur  Victoria,  ohaptar  ooa  hundred 
and  flftj  1  STerr  applioatLoa  for  anjr  inch  renewal 
shall  be  made  witbio  one  fear  from  the  death  or 
aeiiion  of  tha  interect  of  nieh  arohbiehop  or 
biihop,  and  thereupon  the  oommiBaionara  ihall 
once  and  for  vnr  fix  for  tha  futare  the  rent  and 
pariodi  of  renewal  and  tha  fine  to  ba  pud  thera- 
upon,  and  in  case  of  anj  dlflerenoa  in  rela- 
tion to  auoh  rent  or  fine  the  aame  ihall  be  ra- 
ferrad  lo  arhitration  ai  herein.") 

Amendment  agrted  to. 

Clause  69  (Ultimate  trust  of  sorplus)- 

£ael  stanhope  proposed  after 
Clause  69  to  insert  clause — 

"  Wbereaa  tb«  tnneet  of  the  Obtamtorr  at 
iriMgh  bold  a  lean  of  tha  raotorialllLhetof  tha 
pariih  of  Carlingford,  cuitomaril]'  ranewabla  b/ 
the  See  of  Armagh,  and  under  the  proTiaioD*  of 
thli  Bill  tuoh  lease  will  oaue  to  be  renewable, 
and  the  afbrewid  aoiantiilc  inititution  be  de- 
prived of  a  portion  of  tha  annual  inooma  avall- 
■blfl  for  iti  aupport,  it  ie  harebr  provided  that 
the  CommiMlonen  ihall  pay  to  tha  truitaai  of 
the  aaid  inatitation  auoh  mm  a*  iball  appear  to 
them  to  ba  a  &ir  companiation  for  the  lOM  of 
the  laid  mutonurj  right  of  renewal." 
The  noble  Earl  said,  the  Observatory 
was  founded  in  1791,  and  had  ever  since 
that  time,  through  the  liberality  of  sao- 
cessive  Irish  Pnmates,  been  ulowed  a 
renewal  of  the  lease  of  these  tithes  with- 
out fine.  It  did  great  honour  to  Ireland, 
being  the  only  Observatoiy  in  Ireland, 
with  the  exception  of  that  erected  by  the 
late  Lord  Bosse ;  and  in  Committee  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide) 
than  whom  no  man  was  better  ac^aadnted 


■  Google 


1491 


IrUh 


[LOBDS] 


Chwek  Sin. 


1492 


with  its  merits,  'bore  emphatic  testimony 
to  its  services.  He  bad  not  named  any 
specific  sum,  those  intOTested  in  the  in- 
stitution being  quite  wiUing  to  leave 
this  to  the  judgment  of  the  Commis- 
eioners,  who  were  entitled  to  the  fullest 
confidence.  Notwithstanding  the  good 
intentions  expressed  on  the  last  occasion 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Dufferin),  on 
the  part  of  the  GoTemment,  it  would  be 
more  satis&ctoiy  if  the  Bill  contained  a 
distinot  recognition  of  its  claims,  in  the 
event  of  its  not  being  entitled,  under 
other  clauses,    to  a  continuance  of  the 


isqtiiry  bad  confirmed  his  belief  that 
this  endowment  emanated  solely  iram 
the  private  benevolence  of  successive 
Primates,  and  tbat  it  had  no  legal  claim 
under  this  BilL  He  could  only  repeat, 
therefore,  that  he  fully  recogmzed  the 
great  services  it  had  rendered  to  the 
country,  and  that  the  Government  '^roIlld, 
at  the  proper  time,  be  quite  prepared  to 
consider  any  claim  whidi  might  be  pre- 
ferred on  its  behalf.  If  it  oould  make 
out  a  title  to  a  cnstomaiy  lease  the  noble 
Earl's  object  would  be  gained ;  but 
otherwise  it  would  be  difficult  to  treat 
this  case  exceptionally  by  recognizing 
a  claim  which  had  no  valid  title. 

The  Eabl  o?  B0S8E  said,  that  hav- 
ing for  many  years  been  acquainted  with 
the  gentleman  who  presided  over  this 
Obaervatoiy,  he  could  speak  in  the  high- 
est terms  of  his  scientific  attainments 
and  services.  The  Irish  Church,  as  he 
understood,  was  to  be  disestablished  and 
disendowed  on  account  of  its  beong  the 
Church  of  a  small  minorifr?'  of  the  Irish 
people ;  but  for  that  very  reason  this 
institution  ought  to  be  maintained,  since 
it  benefited  the  whole  Irish  people  and 
the  cause  of  science  generally.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  would 
accede  to  the  clause. 

'Earl  OBANYILLE  said,  tbat  the 
noble  Earl's  remarks  must  have  been 
acceptable  to  their  Lordships,  since  he 
believed  he  had  a  personal  as  well  as 
hereditary  right  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
any  scientific  institution.  The  only  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  was  Qiat,  whatever 
the  claims  of  the  Ohservatonr,  tbey  ought 
to  be  met  not  in  this  Bill,  but  in  ano- 
fher  manner.  

The  EutL  of  HAEEOWBY  said,  he 
koped  BO  excellent  an  inslstution  would 
not  be  allowed  to  mnk  into  obscurity,  or 


JBarl  Stanhope 


become  imp<xverished.  The  Bill  origin- 
aUy  provided  for  the  maintenance  of  Hie 
IriAh  cathedrals,  on  account  of  tbeir 
architectural  and  historical  interest ;  and 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  provide  for 
this  institution  as  a  relic  of  the  liberality 
of  the  Irish  Church  towards  science. 

The  Duke  of  80MER8I7r  said,  be 
thought  thia  Observatoiy  should  be 
maintained  in  the  same  way  aa  the  in- 
stitution at  Greenwich.  The  money  ought 
not  to  be  taken  out  of  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church,  but  out  of  the  Parii»- 
mentary  Tote  for  Science  and  Art. 

LoKD  EEDESDALE  remarked  that, 
as  it  had  been  proposed  to  apply  the 
sorplus  to  the  relief  of  the  county  cesa, 
thrae  was  no  reason  why  a  small  sum 
should  not  go  to  the  relief  of  public 
taxation,  and  to  an  institution  whidi 
would  be  a  moniunent  of  the  liberality 
of  the  Irish  Church  to  science  daring 
the  time  it  was  allowed  to  retain  its  fso- 
petty. 

Eabi,  DE  grey  asj>  BIPON  said, 
that  if  the  Observatory  had  a  legal  claim 
it  would  not  be  interfered  witti  by  the 
Bill,  and  orged  that  otherwise  it  ought 
not  to  he  recognized  in  this  Bill.    Tba 
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noble  Duke's  (the  Doke  of 
suggestion  would  have  the 
of  the  Government. 

The  Eakl  of  CLANCAICrT  pressed 
for  a  distinct  pledge  from  &a  Qovem- 
ment  to  protect  the  Obawvatory  from 
loss. 

LoKD  CAIEN8  said,  that  be  did  net 
think  the  Observatory  could,  in  point  of 
law,  sustain  a  claim  to  a  cnstomary  re- 
newal of  this  lease.  He  hoped  he  had  not 
mistaken  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Dufferin) 
in  concluding  that  the  Government  were 
quite  alive  to  the  loss  which  the  Obstf- 
vatoiy  would  snatain  by  the  loss  of  an 
estato  granted  by  the  liberality  of  va- 
rious nimates,  and  would  consider  &■ 
vourably  its  claim  for  compensation.  Is 
Parliamentary  langua^  uiey  would  be 
prepared  to  submit  a  Yoto  m  the  Esti- 
mates fer  maintaining  the  Obsraratoiy 
in  aa  good  a  position  as  hithOTto,  and  ha 
thought  their  Lordships  should  be  con- 
tent with  that  pledge. 

Eam,  DE  GEEY  akb  KIPON  said, 
he  had  given  no  pledge,  but  had  eimply 
stated  that  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  question. 

LoHO  GAIGN8  explained  that  his  re- 
mark had  reference  to  the  noUe  Lord 
(Lord  Dufitarin). 
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Eabl  stanhope  said, 
that  "consideration"  was  to 


I  -va^B  a 
Tora. 

LoKD  TAUNTON  said,  he  thought 
the  OoTernment  had  given  a  snffldent 
SMurance,  and  remarked  that  the  Irish 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commona 
would  he  very  well  ahle  to  ask  for  the 
requisite  Vote, 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOB  o^eoted 
to  the  recital,  as  affirming'  the  existenoe 
of  a  lease  customarily  renevahle  of 
which  no  jroof  had  been  given.  If, 
however,  this  was  the  fact,  the  Observa- 
tory was  already  sufficiently  provided 
for.  He  did  not  wish  to  throw  cold  water 
on  its  claims,  for  he  had  been  told  by  the 
President  of  the  Et^al  Society  that  no 
Observatory  in  the  world  had  been  more 
useful  to  science. 

Loud  CAIBNS  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  would  not  in  any  case  provide  for 
the  Obaervatoiy,  for  it  recognized  rights 
of  renewal  as  to  lands  only,  and  not  as 
to  tithes,  which,  indeed,  would  be  ex- 
tinguished at  the  end  of  fi^-two  years. 
Through  feelings  of  liberality  the  lease 
had  been  renewed  annually  without  fine, 
but  there  was  no  legal  obligation. 

T.iLm.  STANHOPE  said,  he  was  wil- 
ling to  amend  the  recital ;  but  he  was  re- 
luctant to  withdraw  the  clause  in  the 
absence  of  a  more  distinct  assurance 
from  the  Government. 

Easl  QHET  said,  he  thon^t  the 
claims  of  the  Observatoir  might  safely 
he  intrusted  to  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

TffB  Eabl  op  POETAELINGTON 
wished  for  a  more  distmct  pledge. 

Eael  stanhope  said,  he  felt  hun- 
self  in  a  dif&cult  position,  being  charged 
with  the  interests  of  others ;  but  havmg 
taken  the  advice  of  those  round  him, 
and  trusting  that  the  favourable  con- 
sideration promised  by  the  Government 
signified  an  intention  to  propose  a  grant, 
he  wonld  withdraw  the  clause. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 

Clause  1 3  (Dissolution  of  aoclesiastical 
corporations,  and  cessation  of  right  to 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords). 

Loan  COLCHEgTEE  moved  to  add  at 
end  of  dause — 

{'■  And  no  p«r«ani  from  time  t«  tlma  ewroiiiDg 
■Tchirpiieopal  or  opi«oop>l  tiiDaCioai  in  tfaa  uid 
chureb,  or  bolding  the  oSIca  ol  duo  UMKin,  ihall 
b*  liabls  to  *aj  p«ii»]t7  aaiet  tbe  fonrtmnth  knd 
DftMnUi  Tiotorii,  olupter  liit;,  fiir  Mttuning  tbe 


itjlt  or  tltlo  of  any  place  or  d[itrlet  within  vhioh 
th>7  aiereiw  rooli  fiuiotioo*  or  hold  *aob  otBoe."} 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  more  he  re* 
dected  the  more  he  felt  confirmed  in  the 
view  he  had  before  expressed  that  this 
a  point  which  ought  to  be  decided 
ice,  and  not  to  be  left  over  for  pos- 
sible legislation.  Unless  some  proviso 
was  inserted  iu  this  Bill,  similar  to  that 
contained  in  the  Ecoledaetical  Titles  Act 
with  regard  to  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland,  every  Bishop  who  proceeded  to 
exercise  his  functions  in  the  usual  way 
would  be  liable  to  penaltieB  under  the 
Ecdesiaatical  Titles  Act,  If  their  Lord- 
ships felt  called  upon  by  tJte  exigencies 
of  the  times  to  disestabhsh  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  many  noble  Lords  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  nevertheless  be  oji- 
posed  to  the  repeal  of  the  EcclesiaBtii^ 
Titles  Act,  as  ap|>eared  from  the  discus- 
sions of  Uiet  Session.  At  all  events,  there 
would  be  time  enough  to  decide  what 
should  be  done  in  the  case  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Bishops,  and  the  better  course 
to  take  would  be,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
prevent  evil  results  to  the  Bishops  of  the 
disestablished  Church.  He  heheved  the 
spirit  which  was  opposed  to  his  Amend- 
ment was  very  much  of  the  kind  which 
had  been  enlisted  in  support  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  as  the  Soman  Catholics  felt  iu 
a  somewhat  uncomfortable  position  they 
wished  not  so  mach  to  raise  themselves 
as  to  drag  down  the  Established  Church. 
The  view  which  he  took  of  this  subject 
was  also  t^en  by  many  noble  Lords  on 
that  side,  and  he  must  ask  their  Lord- 
shipsto  give  a  vote  on  this  subject. 

P.*T>T.  GEANYILLE  said,  he  had 
stated  the  other  day  the  iutentioiiB  of  the 
Government,  and  he  waa  not  aware  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken  any  new 
ground,  or  advanced  any  new  ai^umentB 
which  should  induce  their  LorOflhips  to 
support  the  Amendment. 

Em.  BUS6ELL  doubted  whether,  if 
the  Bishops  of  the  Protestant  Church 
were  to  asanme  torritorial  titlee,  th^ 
would  come  within  the  operation  of  the 
Eodedaetioal  Titles  Act. 

The  E-tTtT.  or  LONGPOED  said,  that 
neither  noble  Earl  who  had  spoken 
from  the  other  side  had  shown  that 
Bishops  who  obeyed  the  law  should  be 
put  on  the  some  footing  as  Bishops  who 
had  disobeyed  the  law.  The  House  had 
been  reminded  that  if  this  Amendment 
was  adopted  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops 
would  he  the  only  persons  subjeot  to 
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penalties.  That  would  be  perfect!;  true ; 
Dut  it  was  because  the;  had  deliberately 
placed  themselTOB  under  the  Act  b;  in- 
troducing an  authority  unknown  to  this 
countr;. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  as 
far  as  he  understood  the  Amendment, 
the  courtfl  of  law  would  not  be  asked 
to  give  an;  reoontitdon  to  the  Prelates 
of  (he  disestabli^ed  Church,  or  to  the 
titles  the;  assumed,  but  the  Prelates 
would  be  reHered  from  penalties.  That 
was  a  rer;  different  Unng  from  giving 
them  a  legal  right  to  assume  titles. 

The  LOKD  CHANCKLLOE  said, 
that  this  was  a  question  of  general  im- 
portance, and  ouf^t  not  to  be  dealtwith 
in  this  manner.  The  Bill  provided  that 
ever;  present  Archbishop,  Bishop,  and 
Dean  of  the  Irish  Church  should,  during 
hie  hfetime,  enjo;  title  and  precedence 
as  if  this  Act  had  not  passea,  and — ac- 
oordingto  the  decision  of  their  Lordships 
— the  Bishops  were  to  retain  their  seats 
In  that  House.  He  thought  it  would 
be  BufRcient  for  them  to  deal  with  the 
matter  in  the  future— a  Aiture  which  he 
hoped  was  far  distant.  If  the;  were  tc 
keep  in  mind  the  principle  of  equality, 
it  could  hardl;  be  acceptable  to  numbers 
of  the  Soman  CathoHc  Bishops  to  place 
them  in  a  different  position  from  other 
Bishops.  Many  arguments  might  be 
ui^ed  for  placing  boQi  classes  of  Bishops 
on  a  perfect  equality ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  this  was  a  disadvantageous 
moment  for  considering  the  question. 

The  Eabl  of  HAEtEOWBT  said, 
that  the  GoTemment,  by  opposing  this 
Amendment,  refused  to  put  the  Bis] 
of  the  Irish  Church  even  on  the  s 
footing  as  that  occupied  b;  the  Episcopal 
Church  of  Scotland.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand the  reason  for  so  acting,  be- 
cause it  was  not  a  question  of  prelates 
nominated  by  a  foreign  prince,  as  was 
the  case  whim  led  to  the  passing  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act,  out  amiply  a 
case  of  Bishops  elected  h;  a  recognized 
Church  Body  in  communion  wim  our 
own  Church.    

Eabl  GRAJTTTTJ.E  said,  he  regret- 
ted that  he  had  not  earlier  repeated  what 
he  said  the  other  da;  upon  this  subject, 
when  he  admitted  Uie  difficulty  of  the 
case,  but  said  it  must  be  met  in  a  more 
comprehensive  manner  than  b;  a  single 
clause  in  this  Bill. 

Loud  CAIRNS  s^d,  that  if  this  Bill 
were  to  operate  immediately  with  regard 
The  Earl  of  Longford 


to  the  question  of  the  titles  of  the  Pre- 
lates of  the  Irish  Church,  he  should  be 
of  opinion  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
saiT  to  accompan;  their  legislation  with 
a  dause  of  this  kind ;  but  the;  must  re- 
member that  the  clause  in  the  Bill  could 
not  possibly  come  into  operation  before 
the  let  of  Ma;,  1871.  He  thought, 
therefore,  it  would  be  unwise  on  the 
part  of  their  Lordships  to  anticipate  a 
discussion  with  r^ara.  to  the  EccleBia£- 
tical  Titles  Bill  until  the  proper  time  ar- 
rived for  the  consideration  of  the  whale 
question.  He  disproved  of  dealing 
piecemeal  with  what  was  a  very  la^^ 
question. 

Thb  Maequess  of  SAUSBUET  said, 
that  as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Colchester) 
proposed  to  divide  the  House,  he  would 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment, 
so  as  to  make  it  general  in  its  operation. 
He  moved  that  the  words  "  in  the  s^d 
Church  "  be  omitted  from  the  Amend- 
After  short  discussion,  Amendment 
and  original  Motion  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  terithdravm. 

LOBP  BEDEBDAIiE  :  On  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  I  expressed  an  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  possible  and  de- 
sirable to  adopt  certain  suggestions  I 
then  made.  Tli6  question  is  of  extreme 
importance.  I  introduced  it  mmpl;on 
its  merits  and  without  any  part;  feeling  ; 
I  have  not  asked  an;  noble  Lord  to  sup- 
port it,  nor  do  I  Imow  the  opinion  of 
an;  noble  Lord  upon  it,  except  in  the 
case  of  some  half-dozen  who  have  ex- 

eiBsed  approbation  of  it  to  me  privately. 
e  subject  is  important,  because  it 
affects  tiie  Prerogative  of  Her  Majesty 
as  regards  the  appointment  of  persons 
to  sit  in  this  House,  and  unless  the  Oo- 
vermnent  approve  m;  proposal,  I  diaU 
not  press  it ;  out  I  thought  it  right  to 
la;  the  matter  before  your  Lordships  for 
your  consideration,  as  I  am  convmoed 
that  it  would  improve  the  character  of 
the  Eomanist  dei^  in  Ireland,  and  in- 
duce persons  in  a  nigher  class  of  society 
than  that  from  which  the  ministers  of 
that  Church  are  now  chiefly  supplied,  to 
enter  into  Holy  Orders.  I  have  taken 
fecial  care  in  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion to  insore  that  the  persons  nominated 
to  sees  should  be  duly  chosen  as  fit  to 
sit  in  this  House,  and  at  the  same  time 
entitled  to  tlie  oonfidence  of  the  rulers 
and  members  of  their  Chuioh  fn  aonnd* 


,,  Cookie 


1497 


JH$h 


(Jolts,  18MJ 


ChureABiB. 


1498 


neas  in  fkith  and  docixine ;  but  I  know 
that  the  terms  of  my  proposal  are 
anch  as,  at  the  present  moment,  would 
receive  the  approbation  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Ohnrch,  beoaufie  I  beliere  that 
the  Ultramontane  party,  now  so  power- 
ful and  active,  object  to  anything  ap- 
proaching temporal  interference  with  the 
appointment  of  thmr  Bishops.  The 
proposal,  however,  is  not  contrary  to 
lEoman  Catholic  practice  in  other  places, 
and  most  be  accepted  if  those  I^lates 
are  to  be  admitted  here,  because  it  is 
obvious  that  unless  the  Bishops  chosen 
are  so  chosen  subject  to  Her  Majesty's 
approval,  the  Pope  would  virtually  be 
empowered  to  nominate  persons  to  this 
House — an  onconstitational  proceeding 
which  cannot  for  a  moment  be  enter- 
tained.  But  if  the  Prelates  were  chosen 
in  the  manner  my  clauses  define,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  their  sitting  in 
this  House  ;  indeed,  their  presence  here 
would  be  followed  by  advantages  of  a 
material  character.  The  adoption  of 
this  Amendment  would  bring  a  repre- 
sentative body  into  your  Lordships' 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  that  would 
be  any  disadvantage  to  the  House  it- 
aelf ;  while  I  think  that  the  plan  of  ap 
pointment  which  I  propose  would  lead 
to  very  great  care  being  taken  in  the 
selection  of  Bishops  of  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic Church  in  Ireland,  and  subject  those 
chosen  to  a  new  and  and  most  useAil 
sense  of  responsibility  as  Members  of  this 
House  in  the  dieohai^  of  their  Episcopal 
duties.  These  are  the  general  grounds  on 
which  I  submit  the  Ajnendment,  in  the 
£sming  of  which  great  care  has  been 
taken.  Tour  Lordships  will  see  that  by 
what  would  he  a  2nd  clause  I  prescribe 
a  form  in  which  I  require  eatm  person 
who  givee  his  vote  to  declare  solemnly, 
on  the  true  faith  of  a  GhristiaD,  that  he 
believes  every  one  of  those  whom  he 
proposes  to  be  a  fit  person  to  hold  the 
office.  If  such  care  is  not  taken  three 
persons  might  be  proposed  of  whom  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Crown  to 
appointmore  than  one.  Accordingtothe 
plan  I  propose  the  Bishops,  both  of  the 
disestablished  Irish  Churcn  and  also  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland, 
would  be  made  in  a  nmnner  the  like  of 
which  I  confess  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
adopted  in  the  appointment  of  Bishops 
in  England.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  the  first  of  the  following 


"If  at  uj  tims  aflar  the  pMtitig  of  ihii  Aot 
tha  reprauDUtiTS  bod;  irhiob  ths  mamberi  of  tfaa 
Cbnroli  in  IraUnd  >ra  berain-iitar  ampowared 
with  the  approTkl  of  Her  Mijeit;  to  ■.ppaint,  or 
if  tbe  arohblahopi  uid  biabopi  of  tba  Roman  Ca- 
tbolio  Churob  in  Ireland  ihall  aeparstelr  reaoWe 
tbat  the  ■robblibops  and  biahops  of  their  reapaa- 
tiTO  oharohei  iba)!  be  theaoeforth  appointed  b;  a 
■jnod  to  be  estibliahed  for  tbat  purpoae  in  eioh 
proTinoe,  diocese,  or  eooieiiaitioal  difiiion  of  their 
respe<itiTe  ohurohee,  lach  ijood  to  elect  tbre« 
penona  fit  for  anj  snob  bol;  offioe,  when  Taoant, 
in  the  manner  heraio-after  prorided,  from  whom 
Her  Majeat;  *hal]  leleoC  one,  who  iball  thenoa- 
farth  be  ooniidcred  arobbiibop  or  biihop  elmt, 
and  irbea  report  ihall  have  been  made  to  Her 
Majaitj  b;  tbe  aforeaaid  aburch  bod;  or  Romaa 
Cathollo  antboritiei  that  tbe  perton  so  afaoeen  bj- 
Her  haa  been  dulj  oonflrmed  in  aaob  oBh>e,  and 
Her  Majettj  thall  be  plaaaad  to  reiolTe  tbat  it  ii 
azpedieat  tbat  the  cbaroh  or  ehnrabei  aoting  in 
tile  manner  aforeaaid  ahoold  b«  repreeented 
through  tbetr  prelatea  in  tbe  Hodk  of  Lord*,  It 
ahall  tie  lawfiil  for  Her  Majeatjr  to  ifleue  aam- 
mODMB  to  the  prelates  of  the  ehnrob  ao  notiag  in 
iDob  order  of  rotation  aa  is  harein-aller  provided, 
and  eierj  person  ao  aummoned  sha]!  be  qualified 
to  sit  in  the  HODSe  oF  Lords  aa  arehbishop  or 
biibop  of  the  Iriih  Catbolie  Chnrah  or  of  the 
Homan  Catholic  Chureh  in  JrelBod,  M  tbe  oaie 

"Etotj  toember  of  tbe  aforesaid  ajnodi  ahall 
on  tbe  occasion  of  sueh  eleotions  TOte  thereia  bj 
aigntng  the  following  declaration : — 

'  "  doherebf  reoommend  f7.£.,  £^.,  and 


aa  proper  penona  to  be  appoiDted 
of  arehbishop  or  biahon  Foi 
and  I  Bolamnl;  declare, 


I  tba 
BUM  may  i«] ; 

ne  &ith  of  a 

Obriatian,  that  I  heliefo  each  and  anrj  one  of 

those  panons  to  be  At  and  du!;  qualified  to  fill 

that  holr  ofBoe,  and  tbat  to  luab  one  of  (hem  or 

such  other  pereon  aa  maj  be  dnl;  elected  and 


been  dnt;  oonBnned  tberein,  to  render  alt 
dae  canonical  obedienoe  during  aaab  time  as  hs 
shall  lawfiillj  oontinae  to  hold  tha  arohi-episcopal 
or  epiioopal  authority  [oi  (Ae  eiue  may  be]  there- 
by committed  to  him/ 

"And  the  said  Toting  papera  sbitl  be  sent  br 
the  sfnod  to  the  Lord  Liautemuit  to  be  submitted 
to  Her  HajeaCj. 

"  Her  Msjaslj  ma;  relratn  fiwo  issuing  any 
anmmons  aa  aforesaid  until  both  of  tbe  said 
ohurabes  ahall  hara  agreed  to  their  prelatea  beiog 
appointed  in  the  manner  aforesaid,  or  She  may 
issue  them  to  those  of  either  cburoh  whiah  shall 
bare  done  so :  Provided  always,  that  if  the  pre- 
lates of  one  of  the  said  charebes  shall  bare  been 
so  summoned,  those  of  tha  other  eboroh  shall  be 
also  summoned  wbeoeier  they  shall  have  agreed 
to  adopt  tbe  aforesaid  mode  of  appointment: 
Provided  also,  that  if  after  having  so  agreed  to 
•ooh  mode  either  oboreh  aball  determine  to  aban- 
don tbe  same,  or  shall  appoint  any  arobbisbop  or 
bishop  in  any  different  manner,  the  aforesaid  right 
of  the  prelatea  of  auofa  ohnreh  to  be  so  summoned 
shall  thenoeforth  cease  and  determine. 

"  When  Her  Majesty  ahall  have  reaotved  to  iasne 

[nmonsea  as  aforesaid  they  shall  be  direotad  to 
one  arabbisbop  and  to  two  bishop*  of  eMb  cbDrob, 
entitled  to  reeaiTa  tbe  same  in  eaoh  tnaiuog  na- 
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■ton  of  FBrUimwit,  In  the  (bllowitig  MtaUon  uid 

•ucMuion :  a  Hat  ihall  then  be  mule  of  everf 
Krehbiihop  kod  of  ererj  bithop  of  the  ohuroh  to 
which  sumnionMa  are  to  be  iutied,  on  which  the 
Dime  of  eaob  arehbiihap  and  biihop  ahnll  be 
placed  ID  order  aocordiog  to  the  date  of  their  re- 
■peotiTe  eoDiecratioDi  ai  orcbblihop  or  biihop, 
and  if  at  >nj  time  an;  addition  ahaLl  be  mnde  hj 
noh  oharch  to  the  number  of  at«hbiihopt  or 
biihopi,  the  person  ao  added  ahall  be  placed  atOie 
bottom  of  BDoh  lilt,  and  whenever  anj  one  of 
thoM  ao  entered  shall  die  or  eeaae  to  hold  the 
lame,  oRlee  the  name  of  the  penon  appointed  in 
hie  room  iball  he  taaerted  in  the  tame  place,  and 
the  lummoni  to  be  lamed  far  each  aucoetiive  aet- 
■ioa  of  Parliament  ahall  be  directed  to  the  pre- 
LitM  nest  on  saoh  liati  to  those  anmmoned  to  the 
iMt  preceding  aeasion." 

The  T:-mT-  OF  OBANABD  said,  he 
miut  protest  against  the  clause  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
dommittees.  It  was  one  of  the  moat 
objectionable  of  all  the  objectionable 
Amendments  that  had  been  proposed  to 
this  Bill.  The  effect  of  passing  the 
Amendment  vould  be  to  alter  the  vhole 
order  of  the  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland, 
and  no  one  could  believe  that  the  Ca- 
tholic body  in  Ireland  would  consent  to 
such  a  proposal  as  this.  He  believed 
that  the  real  object  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
desiring  to  have  this  clause  added  to  the 
Bill  was,  not  to  render  the  Catholic 
Church  more  efficient,  but  to  afford 
facilities  to  the  Prelates  of  the  disestab- 
lished Church  to  sit  in  their  Lordships' 
House.  If  only  the  FrelatM  whose 
Churches  consented  to  the  conditions 
laid  down  in  the  Amendment  would  be 
eligible  to  become  Members  of  this 
House,  as  the  Catholic  Church  would 
not  be  in  a  condition  to  do  so,  the  only 
body  that  oould  accept  those  conditions 
would  be  die  synods  of  the  disestablished 
Church.  That  he  believed  to  be  the 
whole  object  and  scope  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   

The  Dukb  of  MAN0HE8TEE  said, 
he  wished  to  second  what  had  been  said 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  If  the  Bill 
passed  he  should  not  oe  at  all  satisfied 
to  see  the  appointment  of  Bishops  in  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Lords  on  the  Trea- 
Bun'  Bench. 

LoBD  BEOESDALE  said,  that  in 
some  Boman  Catholic  countries  a  plan 
had  been  adopted  something  very  like 
what  he  proposed. 

The  Eael  of  GEANABD:  Where 
there  is  a  Concordat. 

LoBD  BEDE8DALE  said,  that  might 
be  so ;  but  it  proved  that  it  was  not  con- 
trary to  the  principles  of  that  Church ; 
Lord  StittdaU 
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and  if  those  firom  whom  the  seleotiia 
waa  to  be  made  were  to  be  nominated 
by  a  purely  Boman  Catholic  body  it 
was  impossible  to  suppose  that  persona 
who  were  not  duly  fitted  for  the  office 
could  ever  be  recommended  to  the  Crowa 
for  appointment.  If  it  were  wished  that 
CathoUc  Bishops  should  sit  in  the  House 
they  must  come  in  by  the  appointment 
of  the  Crown;  and  it  would  be  aa 
honour  to  the  Boman  Cath<dics  to  be  so 
represented  in  the  House.  He  had  asked 
no  one  to  support  his  clauses,  and,  as 
the^  were  not  received  with  the  favour 
which  he  believed  they  would  ultimately 
command,  he  was  prepared  to  withdraw 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdriw)*. 

Clause  14  (Compensation  to  ecdesi- 
astical  persons  other  than  curatos). 

LoBD  CAXRNS  said,  the  clause  provi- 
ded that  the  Commieaionerfi  should  ascer- 
tain and  declare  the  amount  of  the  yearly 
income  of  eacHeccleaiaatical  person,  after 
making  certain  deductions ;  and  in  order 
to  make  it  clear  what  those  deductions 
were,  he  proposed  in  page  6,  lines  2  to 
8,  to  transpose  the  words,  so  that  they 
might  stand  as  follows : — 

("  Dedneting  all  Tales  and  taies,  laUrie*  of 
carates  empU^sd  nnder  obligation  of  law,  paf- 
meati  to  diooeaan  aohoolmaetera,  and  other  out- 
f  oinga  to  whioh  such  holder  ia  liable  b;  law,  bnl 
not  dedacting  inoome  or  propertj  tax,  or  the  tax 
on  clerical  incomea  now  pajehle  to  the  Eseleai- 
astieal  Commlaaionera  for  Ireland,  or  payments 
for  tiiitalion  fees,  or  for  the  mainlenanea  of 
regiatriea  and  eocleaiaitlcal  ocnrls ;  and") 

LosD  NOBTHBBOOK  said,  that  the 
17th  clatise  provided  compensation  for 
diocesan  schoolmasters  and  clerks  and 
sextons;  but  whilst  the  salary  of  the 
diocesan  schoolmaster  was  to  be  deducted 
from  the  income  of  the  clergyman  in  es- 
timating its  value,  the  tax  paid  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  was  not  to 
be  deducted.  As  it  was  out  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  that  tax  that  the  salaries  of 
clerks  and  sextons  were  in  part  provided, 
and  as  these  salaries  were  guaranteed 
daring  the  lives  of  the  present  holders 
of  office,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
amount  of  the  tax  should  be  deducted 
precisely  in  the  same  way  as  the  pay- 
ments to  the  diocesan  schoolmaster. 

The  Bishop  of  PETEEBOEOITGH 
said,  that,  as  he  imderstood  the  argu- 
ment, it  was  that,  as  the  clet^  received 
certain  benefits  for  the  tax  paid  to  th» 
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OommisaioBen,  of  Thiob  boiefiti  tliia 
Bill  was  to  depiive  tliem ;  UiHrefora,  they 
should  not  be  oompelled  to  pay  the  tax. 
The  noble  Lord  aaid  Uiat  toe  Bill  pro- 
vided for  the  payment  of  the  parish 
clerks ;  and,  he  preenmed,  the  inference 
was  that  the  derKT  derived  benefit  &om 
the  tax.  He  would  admit  the  fairness  of 
the  argument  if  die  noble  Lord  would 
satisfy  oim  that  the  parish  clerk  was  of 
tlie  least  poaaible  advantage  to  any  cler- 
gyman or  any  human  being  except  him- 
self. His  fonction  was  to  say  for  the 
people  that  they  were  "miserable  sin- 
ners,"  and  of  whatever  other  earthly  use 
a  pariah  clerk  could  possibly  be,  he  ooiild 
not  say.  8o  tar  from  the  derg^  regard- 
ing the  expenditure  upon  panah  clerks 
as  being  of  any  benent  to  themselves, 
they  regarded  the  payment  of  these  pa- 
rish derks  bytbe  Ecdeeiastical  Commis- 
sioners as  a  very  great  grievance,  and  a 
very  aerioua  misappropriatioa  of  the 
funds  of  the  nation,  ^erefore,  it  was 
a  mockery  to  treat  the  clergy  as  if  the 
clerks  were  of  any  advantage  to  them. 
The  true  test  was,  whether  the  clergy- 
man, in  the  new  disendowed  and  dises- 
tablished Church,  would  ever  think  of 
settine  up  a  parish  clerk  ?  His  belief 
was  ttiat  he  would,  in  hia  disendowed 
and  disestablished  state,  just  as  soon 
think  of  setting  i^a  carriage  and  four. 

Thb  Eabl  or  :oMBEBL£Y  said,  he 
thought  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
been  to  some  extent  guil^  of  ingrati- 
tude towards  the  parish  clerks,  because 
it  frequently  formed  a  portion  of  their 
datiea  to  call  the  whole  or  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  congregations  to  church. 
He  saw  no  reason  for  the  Amendment. 

TiBootrar  LIFFORD  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved he  was  the  only  pariah  clerk  who 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  their  Xiord- 
ehips'  House.  The  fact  was  that  the 
former  clerk  in  the  church  which  he  at- 
tended was  BO  intolerably  uselesB  that, 
on  a  vacancy  occurring,  he  got  himself 
appointed  to  the  post. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  observed 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough)  had,  in  the  coarse  of 
his  argument  Uiat  evening,  cut  firom  un- 
der his  feet  the  ground  upon  which  he 
had  urged  the  Committee  the  other  even- 
ing to  assent  to  his  Amendment.  On 
that  oocaaion,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  ar- 
Kued  that  thia  tax  ought  not  to  be  de- 
ducted tram  the  income  of  the  minister, 
because  he  deiired  advantages  &om  its 


enenditnre  which  he  would  now  lose, 
aim  because  it  was  now  returned  to  hjra 
in  another  shape.  Out  of  the  sum  which 
this  tax  produced,  however,  the  parish 
clerk  was  paid;  and  now  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  declared  those  parish  clerks  were 
nuisances,  and  instead  of  being  benefits, 
were  sim^y  encumbrances.  Another 
right  rev.  IVelate,  the  other  evening,  in 
support  of  the  proposal,  suggested  that 
the  money  should  not  be  deducted  from 
the  income  of  the  clergyman,  but  that 
the  clei^yman  should  receive  the  money 
and  be  regarded  as  the  trustee  for  its 
proper  expenditure  —  this  plan  of  the 
trusteeship  having  been  invented  when 
it  was  seen  that  the  aiguments  urged  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  would  not  hold 
water.  

Tub  Bishop  or  PETERBOROITGH 
said,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  unintentional^  misrepresented  hie 
argument.  It  had  been  u^ed  that  the 
clergyman  would  still  derive  advantage 
from  the  deduction  of  this  money,  be- 
cause he  would  still  receive  the  services 
of  the  parish  clerk ;  and  to  this  he  re- 
plied that  the  services  of  the  parish  clerk 
were  of  no  value.  What  he  contended 
was,  that  the  clei^man,  in  return  for 
the  money,  derived  advantages,  under 
the  present  system,  which  he  would,  in 
the  mtnre,  be  deprived  of. 

Motion  agrtedto. 

Clause  amended  aocordingly. 

Clause  21  (Existing  law  to  subBst  by 
contract). 

Thb  Dukb  or  ARGYLL  said,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  desire  of  noble  Lords, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that  the 
new  Church  should  be  entirely  untram- 
melled, and  be  absolutely  free  to  manage 
its  own  afKure.  He  thought  this  free- 
dom would  be  curtailed  by  the  wording 
of  the  proviso  introduced  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cums) 
in  Clause  21.  By  that  proviso,  al- 
terations in  the  Articles,  doctrines,  and 
rites  would  not  be  binding  "on  any 
ecclesiastical  person"  who  should  sig- 
nify his  dissent  within  six  months  of 
the  making  of  those  alterations.  He 
believed  that  ample  security  would 
be  attained  by  giving  thia  permission 
to  ecclesiastical  persons  in  benefices, 
because,  as  the  words  now  stood,  any 
cleivyman,  for  instance,  in  England, 
might,  if  he  had  expressed  his  dis- 
sent   within    the    necessary   time,    at 
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Bome  fiitnre  period,  on  being'  ap- 
pointed to  the  Irieh  CIiutcIi,  act  with 
entire  independence  of  the  Governing 
Body.  As  the  proviBO,  with  ita  present 
wording,  was  l^ely  to  create  anarchy, 
he  trusted  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  re-consider  it,  with  a  view 
to  its  amendment. 

LoBD  CAJKNS  said,  he  thought  the 
BUggeation  of  the  noble  Duke  was  worth 
consideration,  and  he  would  bear  it  in 

Glaose  27  (Enactments  with  respect 
to  burial  rounds). 

LosD  CAIBN8  said,  that,  as  the  danse 
stood,  if  the  burial-ground  was  separated 
&om  the  church  by  any  public  hi^way, 
it  was  not  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
Church  Body,  but  was  to  be  Tested  in 
the  Board  of  Ouardiana.  When  it  was 
not  BO  separated,  it  was  to  go  to  the 
Church  Body,  He  thought  it  would  be 
advisable  to  remore  the  distinction.  In 
cases  where  new  churches  had  been  built 
they  had  been  purposely  erected  at  some 
distance  from  the  burial-ground,  in  or- 
der that  there  should  be  no  encroach- 
ment on  the  latter.  He  moved  an 
Amendment  in  page  14,  line  23,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  but  not  separated  there- 
from by  any  public  highway." 

The  'F.*Rf.  or  KIMBEKLET  said,  he 
could  not  Bee  what  interest  the  Church 
Body  could  have  in  the  possession  of  the 
burial-grounds.  A  proriaton  under  the 
Act    of  last  year,  secures  the  burial- 

S-ounds  for  the  use  of  the  entire  popu- 
tion,  without  r^ard  to  religion,  sub- 
ject only  to  the  appointment  by  the  cler- 
gyman as  to  time ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  for  the  Aiture  that  the  clergy- 
man should  be  as  little  mixed  up  aa  pos- 
sible with  this  subject,  and  that  the  bu- 
rial-grounds should  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  a  neutral  body. 

Amendment  agrttd  to. 

Clause  28  (Enactments  with  respect  to 
ecclesiastical  residences). 

TiscoTnrr  GK)UGH  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add  these  words  to  the 
end  of  the  dause— 

<"  ProTJdad  tlwt.j»  tbat  whare  tnj  saoh  eoole- 
wutiral  midcDM  it  k  Tailed  Id  tbe  laid  npra- 
MntatiTa  bod;  bj  order  m  afbreuid,  SDoh  repre- 
MDUtiTe  bod;  abaJl  biTS  tbe  like  rlghti,  powera, 
•ud  remedial  for  reoofering  kn;  luuu  due  fbr 
dilapidatiOD*.  mi  from  the  ume  peraoni,  u  the 
■aooeuoT  of  *q7  arohbiahop,  biahop,  or  incnm- 
beot  would  b&Te  htA  if  thii  A«t  h^d  not  beea 
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The  T!-mT.  o?  EIMBERLET  said,  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  just  in  cases 
where  there  were  no  buHiUng  charges, 
but  unjust  otherwise. 

Lord  CAXRN8  su^ested  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  brought  forward 
in  a  better  fonn  on  the  third  reading. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
wxthdravm. 

Clause  28  (Enactments  with  respectto 


The  Makquxbs  of  CLANEIOABDE, 
in  rising  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  for  restoring 
to  the  Bill  the  words  omitted  in  Com- 
mittee, and  thereby  depriving  the  clergy 
of  the  Irish  Chur«3i  of  their  residenoes, 
subject  to  die  life  interests  of  the  present 
incumbents,  as  originally  proposed  in 
the  Bill,  said:  My  Lords,  die  words 
which  I  propose  to  restore  to  the  Bill 
were  strudc  out  by  a  very  lai^  majority 
when  this  clause  was  under  discussion 
in  Committee.  The  numbers  of  that 
majoritr,  however,  do  not  show  alto- 
gemer  its  real  character.  Several  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  besides  myself  voted, 
as  I  think  we  had  a  fair  right  to  do,  in 
&vour  of  the  Amendment  for  omitting 
the  words  in  question,  because  we  under- 
stand that  the  Amendment  was  brought 
forward  in  anticipation  of  other  changes 
that  we  thought  would  probably  ha 
made  in  the  Bill.  I  and  various  other 
noble  Lords  had  given  notice  of  Amend- 
ments for  giving  the  Roman  Catholic 
and  Presbyterian  ministers,  and  Dis- 
senters generally,  residences  upon  the 
same  conditions  as  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church ;  and  we  nad  every 
reason  to  hope  that  your  Lordships 
would  have  accepted  an  arrangement 
which  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill — namely,  the 
principle  of  religious  equality.  There- 
fore we  voted  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbuiy),  as  we  thought  that  it  opened 
the  way  in  that  direction,  and  would 
enable  us  to  benefit  equally  the  clergy 
of  the  different  Churches.  But  what 
have  you  now  done,  my  Lords  ?  Tour 
Lordships  have  refused  that  equa- 
litrf  which  we  hoped  would  be  accom- 
phshed,  and  we  are  therefore  placed 
in  an  entirely  different  position.  The 
main  feature  of  the  Bill,  as  well  as  the 
position  in  which  we  ourselves  stand, 
has  been  entirely  changed  by  the  subse- 
qnent  Tote  of  youi  Lordships.    I  would 
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ask  jou  to  look  at  the  position  in  which 
you  have  placed  yourselves  by  your 
decision  upon  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  CIoTeland),  The  fiist  part  of 
this  Bill  relates  to  the  disendowment  and 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church,  On 
the  day  fixed  by  the  Bill  the  whole  of  the 
Church  property  of  Ireland  was  decreed 
to  pass  into  the  hands  of  three  Commis- 
sioners,and you  had  then  <iiiu/ari»a,-  you 
beg^an  a  re-distribution  in  whatever  way 
you  pleased  of  this  property.  The  first 
condition  you  have  enforced  upon  the 
Commissioners  in  carrying  out  that  re- 
distribution is  the  preservation  of  vested 
interests  and  certam  other  interests  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill ;  and  you  then  pro- 
ceeded to  provide  for  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus.  And  what  did  your  Lordships 
do  when  you  came  to  that  portion  of  the 
Bill?  Ton  immediately  hoist  the  old 
Orange  flag  of  Protestant  ascendancy, 
and  say  that  there  shall  be  one  Church, 
and  one  only,  that  shall  have  emolu- 
ments, and  the  clergymen  of  which  shall 
receive  anything  from  the  State,  and  you 
give  funds  to  that  Church,  whilst  dis- 
tinctly excluding  all  other  Churches  from 
any  advantage  whatever  arising  frvm  the 
r&-diatribution  of  the  Church  property. 
Now,  my  Lords,  though  I  have  often 
heard  persons  defend  Uie  existing  state 
of  things  in  Ireland,  I  never  heard  any 
man,  however  earnest  a  friend  he  might 
be  to  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church, 
say  that  if  he  had  to  re-constitute  the 
ecclesiastical  arrangements  in  Ireland 
he  would  place  them  once  more  upon  the 
footing  of  an  exclusive  Protestant  as- 
cendancy. That  is  what  is  done  by  the 
Bill  in  its  present  shape,  however,  and 
therefore  I  earnestly  trust  that  your 
Lordships  will  notpaes  this  Bill  as  it  now 
stands.  I  know  that  it  is  supposed  by 
some  that  the  clause  in  its  present  form 
will  benefit  the  Protestant  clergy  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  I  ask  whether  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cairns),  and 
those  who  act  with  him,  can  really 
seriously  believe,  after  what  has  hap- 
pened within  the  last  year  and  a-half, 
that  the  countiy  or  the  House  of  Com- 
mons or  the  Qovemment  can  possibly 
accept  a  Bill  containing  this  condition  ? 
Is  it  possible  that  that  which  has  been 
the  first  principle  of  the  BUI,  the  estab- 
lishment of  religious  equality  in  Ireland, 
should  be  departed  frvm;  and  that,  after 
having  established  equality  by  the  first 
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part  of  this  Bill,  you  may  establish  in- 
equahty  by  its  subsequent  provisions  ? 
It  is  an  utterly  wild  and  incredible  hypo- 
thesis to  suppose,  after  the  votes  of  both 
the  late  and  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  after  what  occurred  at  the 
General  Election,  that  such  an  alteration 
— I  cannot  call  it  an  Amendment — of  the 
Bill  as  I  am  describing  will  be  accepted 
in  "  another  place."  And  if  it  were  not 
80  accepted,  in  what  a  position  will  your 
Lordships'  House  be  placed  by  the  rejec- 
tion of  my  present  Amendment,  which  ia 
intended  to  correct  a  glaring  anomaly  and 
a  gross  inconsistency  ?  Your  Lordships' 
House  will  be  placed  in  the  humiliating 
position  either  of  appearing  before  the 
country  as  wishing  to  maintain  that 
religious  inequality  in  Ireland  which  it 
is  the  main  object  of  this  Bill  to  do  away 
■with — or  you  must  give  way  to  the  de- 
cision which  will  doubtless  be  given  in 
tiie  other  House,  otherwise  the  Bill  will 
be  lost  this  year.  And  I  ask — without 
supposing  any  extroordinaiy  action  on 
the  part  of  tJie  Government — whether, 
after  the  result  of  the  elections,  you  be- 
lieve for  a  moment  that  the  Government 
or  the  Parhament  will  ever  consent  to 
re-enact  the  gross  inequality  between 
different  persuasions  which  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stands  will  re-produce  ?  If  not, 
what  will  be  the  consequence  ?  Why, 
that  you  will  have  another  Bill  brought 
in  without  this  clause  at  all;  you  will 
have  no  chance  of  getting  the  residences 
free  of  charge  for  Roman  Catholics  or 
Presbyterians ;  and  least  of  all  will  yon 
have  a  chance  of  getting  it  for  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopalian  body.  You  will 
therefore  De  in  a  worse  condition  then 
than  you  are  in  now.  I  trust  youi-  Lord- 
ships will  give  your  consent  to  the 
Amendment  I  have  proposed. 
Moved,  at  end  of  clause,  to  insert — 
("  Upon  payment  to  the  coinniiu!an»ri  of  saoh 
lum  ns  is  herein  afler  menlioneil,  ihaC  ii  to  lay; 
vhcro  there  is  no  building  ehnige  sffeeling  the 
■ame.  upon  pnjment  to  Ihe  conimiaBionDra  af  a 
sum  equal  lo  ten  limeB  the  amount  otthe  nnnual 
tnlue  of  the  lite  of  Buch  ecclesiastieil  residenca 
eilimnte'd  as  land,  and  of  the  said  g.irden  and 
Eurtilnge,  such  value  to  be  dL'termined  in  cute  of 
dlingifemi'nt  by  arbitration  ;  and  where  theie  i>  a 
building  charge  affecling  the  same,  on  payment  to 
the  comniiiiieneri  of  such  one  of  the  twn  luniB 
berein-after  mentioned  ns  maj  be  tlio  amnllenl, 
that  ii  to  Mj,  either  the  nmaunt  of-iuch  building 

clegiaatlcal  residence,  with  the  garden  and  eurti- 
Uga  [hereto,  tnken  .it  ten  jeara'  purchase  of  th« 
aDQUal  value  m  oatimated  by  the  general  (ena* 
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mant  nlnatian,  iBsh  pajmsnt  to  b«  made,  if  lb«rB 

be  no  life  ealnta  or   interest  BubsiBling  in  iiucli 

making  of  the  eiid  Tealing  order,  bat  if  tbere  be 
a  life  eit&te  or  interext  eabaiatinf  therein,  tben  to 
be  made  to  the  commlBsionen  or  peraon*  entitled 
thereto,  in  pince  of  tbe  com  mi  ■•inner),  immedi- 
mlelr  nfier  ibe  delerminatian  of  euch  Ufa  estate 

"  Where  Ihe  payment  of  the  nmoant  of  onj 
building  cbnrge  or  turn  *■  aforeuiid  i>  deferred  in 
pumaitnce  of  this  KCtion,  (ho  nmoant  thereol 
fh>li  be  deeioed  to  be  a  lien  on  the  nid  eccteBiaa- 
ticnl  reaidence,  and  the  garden  nnd  ourtitage 
thereto,  in  the  nature  of  a  lien  for  unpaid  pure  I  ia«e 
monef,  but  it  ibnll  not  be.ir  inlercat  until  ihe 
lame  bi'comet  parable  in  pnreDnnca  of  tbii 
Motion." — ( The  Marqutu  of  Cianrieardt.) 

The  JfABaOTBs  of  SALISBURY :  At 
1  tad  the  honour  of  moving  the  Amend- 
ment which  my  noble  Friend  proposes 
to  reveree,  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  a  word  in  its  defence.  In  doing 
so  I  would  observe  that,  as  far  as  I  am 
myself  concerned,  I  entirely  concur  with 
all  that  my  noble  Friend  said  on  the 
subject  of  concurrent  endowment.  ^A 
laugh.']  I  mean  the  giving  of  ecclesiae- 
lical  residences  to  the  clei^  of  difTerent 
denominationB.  "Evil  communicatione 
corrupt  good  manners;"  and  I  own  that 
it  is  difficult  iu  these  discussions  to  pre- 
serve that  purity  of  expression  whicii  is 
always  desirable.  But  I  entirely  concur 
with  my  noble  Friend  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  giving  similar  advanta^s  in 
this  matter  to  the  Boman  Catholic  and 
the  Presbyterian  bodies ;  and,  if  oppor- 
tunity offers,  I  hope  I  shall  be  fotmd 
ready  to  support  my  opinion  by  my  vote. 
At  the  same  time,  I  cannot  follow  my 
noble  Friend  in  all  that  he  haa  said  this 
evening,  or  in  the  propositions  he  has 
laid  down.  M^  noble  Friend  tells  us 
that  no  one  within  his  knowledge  has 
ever  proposed  this  mode  of  settling  the 
Irish  Church  question,  bv  c;iving  to  the 
Protestants  alone  their  glebes  and  glebe 
houses.  I  think,  however,  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  left  out  of  his  calculation  one 
peraon  whom  it  ia  very  diflcult  to  forget, 
and  that  is  Mr.  Bright;  for  that  is 
exactly  the  proposition  which  I  heard 
Mr.  Bright  mate  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons last  year.  Although  I  have  read 
the  extract  from  Mr.  Bright's  speech 
before,  perhaps  I  maybe  allowed,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  read  it  to  your 
Lordships  again. 

The  MARQtrEss  op  CLANEICAEDE 
explained  that  what  ho  had  said  was 
that  nobody  that  he  knew  of  had  ever 
3%t  Margwu  of  CUmrKorit 


declared  that  if  he  had  to  make  entirely 
new  ecclesiastical  arrangementa  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  give  these  advantages  to 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  exclu- 
sively. 

The  Mahqxtesb  of  SALtSBITRT : 
Then  I  understand  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess referred  only  to  the  passible  case 
of  an  abstract  Church  in  Ireland.  But 
we  have  to  deal  with  a  concrete  Church, 
and  I  adhere  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Mr.  Bright  last  year — that  religions 
inequality  was  not  in  any  way  inteirfered 
with  by  giving  to  the  Protestants  their 
churches  and  pareon^es.  That  was  the 
distinct  statement  made  by  Mr.  Bright 
in  the  House  of  Commons  last  year. 
It  ia  not  necessary  to  repeat  his  declara- 
tion in  further  detail;  but  it  is  upon 
that  statement,  and  upon  statements  to 
the  same  effect  by  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  and  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  I  venture  to  claim  thia 
concession,  both  aa  being  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  constituencies, 
and  as  an  act  of  justice  to  the  future 
Church  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary,  however,  at  this  time  to  argue 
the  case,  which  really  was  very  l^y 
argued  before.  I  will  only  say  that  I 
cannot  consent  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  If,  however,  this  par- 
ticular form  of  benefit  to  the  Churdi  of 
Ireland  is  suppoeed  to  convey  any  insult 
to  other  bodies,  and  if  it  is  bought  that 
there  are  any  other  means  of  giving  a 
similar  amount  of  benefit  to  the  R^- 
testants  of  Ireland,  which  will  not  be 
open  to  the  imputation  of  destroying 
reUgioua  equality  and  offending  the  fe^ 
ings  of  other  religious  denominations, 
no  man  would  be  more  willing  than  I 
should  be  to  assent  to  such  a  substitu- 
tion. My  object  has  been  to  obtain 
what  I  thought  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
Church  to  which  I  belong ;  but  in  the 
selection  of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment 
I  have  BOv^^ht,  aa  far  aa  possible,  to 
avoid  either  injuring  the  rights  or  wound- 
ing the  feelings  or  prejudicee  of  other 
reiigioue  bodies  in  Ireland.  I  believe 
that  the  House  generally  has  been  ani- 
mated by  tiie  same  desire ;  and  I  contend 
that  there  ia  nothing  in  my  Amendment 
of  this  clause,  or  in  the  measure,  which 
in  any  way  violates  the  principle  of  re- 
ligious equality,  or  whidi  will  seriously 
interfere  with  that  policy  of  conciliation 
which  the  Government  claimed  to  have 
adopted  in  bringing  forward  this  BiQ, 
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Earl  GREY :  I  entirely  afnee  witii  j  and  glebes  irliictL  yoa  have  ref\iBed  t 


my  noble  Friend  near  me  (the  MarquesH 
of  ClanricardeJ.  I  voted  for  the  Amend- 
ment striking;  out  this  clause,  which  it 
is  now  propoBed  to  restore,  because  I 
believed  that  it  was  highly  desirable 
that  eoderiastical  residences  should  be 
provided  for  the  clergr  of  the  different 
denominations.  I  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  went  to  relieve  the  Anglican 
Church  from  the  payment  to  be  im- 
posed upon  it  for  the  houses  of  the 
clergy  would  be  followed  up  by  another, 
giving  such  residences  to  Bomau  Catho- 
Eea  and  Presbyterians,  as  well  as  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Protestant  Church.  It  ap- 
pears to  me,  however,  that,  having  re- 
jected  that  proposal,  we  now  stand  in  a 
totally  different  position.  If  there  is  one 
object  more  important  than  another  to 
be  attained  by  this  Bill,  it  is  that  we 
should  convey  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
the  determination  of  Parliament  that  no 
superior  advantage  or  favour  should  be 
given  to  one  denomination  of  Christians 
over  another,  but  that  all  should  be  put 
on  the  same  footing.  Now,  my  Xjorae, 
as  we  have  deliberately  declined  to  allow 
residences  and  glebes  to  be  assigned  to 
the  Koman  Catholics  and  Presbyterians, 
it  appears  to  me  utterly  impossible  that 
Parliament  can  provide  that,  after  the 
expiration  of  existing  life  interests,  a 
permanent  endowment  of  these  houses 
and  glebes  should  be  given  to  the  suc- 
cessors of  the  existing  clergy,  who  are 
priests  of  the  Anglican  Church.  It  is 
mipossible  to  grant  that  privilege  to  them, 
while  refusing  any  sinular  privilege  to 
the  Eoman  CathoUcs,  without  mahing  it 
apparent  to  every  man  in  Ireland  mat 
one  measure  of  favour  is  being  dealt 
out  to  Protestante  and  another  to  Soman 
Catholics.  The  effect  of  this  will  be  to 
to  destroy  whatever  advantage  might 
otherwise  be  derived  from  this  Bill.  I 
am  glad,  therefore,  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  going  to  enable  me,  by  the  vote  I  give 
to-night,  to  show  that  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, in  the  vote  I  gave,  I  had  no  inten- 
tion of  showing  a  favour  towarde  the 
Anglican  Church  which  was  not  to  be 
extended  to  the  other  Churches  in  Ire- 

Ijord  cairns  :  I  wish  to  correct  an 
observation  made  by  the  noble  Earl 
which  may  otherwise  mislead  some  of 
your  Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  has 
spoken  of  this  clause  as  a  clause  which 
gives  to  the  ftiture  Church  llie  residences 


allow  to  priests  of  other  denominations. 
Now,  the  clause  does  not  do  so.  It  deals 

way  with  glebes.  On  the  contrary, 
by  another  clause  in  the  Bill,  if  a  glebe 
of  over  thirty  acres  is  required,  it  is  to 
be  paid  for  by  the  Church  at  its  full 
value.  I  can  quite  understand  that 
when  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Man^ess 
of  Clanricarde],  and  the  noble  Farl 
(Earl  Orey)  voted  for  the  Amendment  of 
mj  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Cleveland) 
the  other  evening  they  had  in  view  an- 
other Amendment  which  was  to  be  pro- 
posed, and  regarded  both  as  parte  of 
one  large  question.  But  I  wish  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  that  was  not  the 
view  of  the  great  majority  of  those 
whe  gave  that  vote.  Let  me  remind  the 
House,  too,  that  if  the  arguments  of  the 
noble  Earl  and  the  noble  Marquess  are 
correct  they  go  quite  as  much  to  the 
question  of  churches  as  to  that  of  resi- 
dences. If  we  are  to  have  this  abstract, 
perfect,  arithmetical,  and  '  mathematical 
equaling  which  ihs  noble  Earl  seems  to 
desire,  it  is  impossible  to  justify  the 
transfer  to  the  new  Church  Body  of  the 
churches  which  are  to  be  given  over  to 
them  by  this  Bill.  We  supported  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
grounds  of  justice — justice  as  to  the 
churches  and  the  residences.  We  sug- 
gested it  also  on  the  ground  of  the  ex- 
press declarations  of  Members  of  the 
Government,  including  the  most  unequi- 
vocal declaration  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
upon  which  the  issue,  as  I  believe,  was 
taken  before  the  country ;  and  I  further 
believe  that  if  the  countiy  had  been  told 
that  the  intention  was  to  take  away  fi«m 
the  Church  its  churches  or  parsonages, 
it  would  have  risen  against  any  such 
proposal.  I  must  make  one  other  re- 
mark upon  the  statements  of  Members 
of  the  Government  last  year.  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  put  a  colour 
on  those  statements  the  other  evening. 
He  said  that  at  the  time  Members  of  the 
Government  were  not  aware  of  the  exis- 
tence of  the  building  charges  upon  these 
houses.  Of  course,  I  accept  that  state- 
ment as  a  matter  of  fact ;  but  if  declar- 
ations of  policy  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  altered  by  circumstances 
of  that  kind — which  I  do  not  for  a  mo- 
ment admit  —  how  do  the  Government 
justify  the  proposal  in  the  Bill,  before 
its  Amendment,  that  all  residences 
ehoold  be  paid  for,  whereas  there  ore,  at 
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(the  Duke  of  Olerelsnd)  is  justified  in 
regretting  that  he  abandoned  his  own 
way  of  dealing  with  this  queetion,  and  I 
am  glad  that  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
queas  of  Clanricarde)  has  now  come  for- 
ward,  in  fulfilment  of  the  honourable 
understanding  existing  among  some  of 
those  who  supported  the  Amendment,  to 
show  tliat  a  lai^  portion  of  the  House 
does  not  agree  with  the  proposal  as  it 

stands.  

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND :  "When 
I  submitted  to  your  Lordships  another 
proposal  in  connection  with  tlus  subject, 
it  was  with  a  view  to  establish  perfect 
religious  eqnali^  in  Ireland.  That  pro- 
posal, I  am  sorry  to  say,  did  not  meet 
the  approbation  of  your  Lordships  ;  and 
that  being  the  case,  I,  for  one,  cannot 
refuse  to  accept  the  principles  which 
have  been  advocated  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  and 
flie  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey),  I  entered 
into  an  arrangement  with  certain  of  your 
Iiordships  upon  the  general  principle. 
Only  one  part  of  that  principle  has  been 
accepted,  and  the  other  has  been  refused. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  do  otherwise  than 
agree  with  my  noble  Friends  the  noble 
Marquess  and  the  noble  Earl,  that  as 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  equality,  we 
must  restore  that  provision  of  the  Bill 
which  provides  equality.    I  can  only  re- 

Eeat  the  statement  we  have  already 
eard  to-night,  that  when  In  Ireland 
you  see  on  the  one  side  the  residence  ap- 
parently of  a  wealthy  person,  and  on 
the  other  side  a  cabin,  and  know  that 
these  are  the  houses  of  the  Protestant 
clei^yman  and  the  Catholic  priest,  yoa 
will  have  a  visible  token  of  the  in- 
equality that  exists.  I  think  we  are 
bound  in  justice  to  all  parties  to  restore 
the  BOl  to  its  original  shape  in  this  par- 
ticular, and  I  shall  therefore  support 
the  Amendment  now  proposed. 

Eakl  EUSSELL  :  mien  this  mea- 
sure was  first  brought  before  ns  I  voted 
for  it  with  a  view  to  establish  religious 
equality;  and  although  that  has  not  been 
perfectly  secured,  I  cannot  turn  round 
now  and  vote  against  the  clause  because 
it  does  not  assert  the  principle  of  equal- 
ity. The  Bill  in  its  original  form  did 
not  do  that,  because  it  allowed  the 
clergy  to  retain  their  residences  at  a 
price  greatly  below  their  value.  Whe- 
ther you  give  a  man  £100,  or  whether 
you  give  him  for  £200  that  which  is  the 
value  of  £300,  you  equally   do    that 


least,  401)  residences  upon  which  there  is 
not  a  single  shilling  of  building  charges  7 
Though  I  do  not  deny  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Duke,  I  cannot  help  tiiinking 
that  the  amiment  of  the  builiung  charge 
was  an  aiter-thought,  and  that  it  was 
only  brought  into  play  when  it  became 
necessary  to  justify  that  very  strong  pro- 
Tision  made  in  the  Bill ;  because,  if  that 
were  really  the  reason  of  the  change,  it 
is  dear  the  payment  should  only  have 
been  demanded  when  a  charge,  was 
made,  and  not  otherwise. 

Eart.  GRAKVILLE  :  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  is  quite  right  in  stating 
that  the  Bill  gives  residences  and  not 
glebes  to  incumbents ;  but,  though  the 
proposal  to  give  glebes  to  the  Protestants 
only  would  have  been  still  more  objec- 
tionable, I  think  that  as  a  question  of 
justice  the  grant  of  residences  cannot  be 
maintained.  Nothing  is  more  likely  to 
produce  a  sense  of  Inequahty  in  Ireland 
than  the  sight  of  a  comfortable  residence 
handed  over  to  the  Protestant  Church 
on  the  one  side,  while  on  the  other  side 
the  priest  lives  in  a  cabin  or  a  hovel. 
With  regard  to  the  building  charge, 
which  has  been  made  an  element  in  this 
question,  I  may  remind  your  Lordships 
&at,  in  referring  to  this  subject  last 
year,  Mr.  Gladstone  pointedly  guarded 
himself  with  reference  to  detaSs,  and 
when  we  came  to  look  into  details  there 
were  several  peculiar  circumstances 
which  had  to  be  considered.  We  had 
also  to  consider  the  irritation  which  was 
sure  to  be  produced  if  we  gave  those 
residences  gratuitously  to  one  Church 
only.  No  doubt  we  proposed  to  give 
them  to  the  Protestant  Church  on  very 
reasonable  terms ;  but  still  they  would 
not  be  given  gratuitously,  and  that  would 
be  the  answer  made  to  any  complaint  on 
the  subject.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to 
ai^e  this  question  over  again  ;  but  I 
must  protest  against  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  that  by  adopting  his  Amend- 
ment the  House  has  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  departed  from  the  principle  of 
religious  equality  among  the  various  de- 
nominations in  Ireland.  I  believe  that 
the  contrary  is  the  case.  I  have  received 
a  remarkable  amount  of  information  to 
the  effect  that  this  particular  Amend- 
ment with  regard  to  residences  has  al- 
ready in  different  parts  of  Ireland  pro- 
duced the  greatest  possible  irritation. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Duke 
Lord  Cairtu 
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vhich  ia  fatal  to  thepriiiciple  of  equality. 
I  voted  for  this  Bill  &b  a  matter  of 
policy.  At  the  same  time  I  wished — 
as  I  stated  on  the  second  readings — that 
the  Horn  an  Catholic  dergymen  and 
the  Freebjtorian  cleT|rniien  should  also 
have  residences  provided  for  them.  But 
I  do  not  give  up  that  hope.  I  refer  to 
the  Notice  which  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Btanhope)  has  given  that  on  the  third 
reading  he  will  propose  that  the  Presby- 
terian  and  the  Koman  Catholic  clergy- 
men should  also  hare  residences.  I  trust 
that  Amendment  will  be  carried,  for  if 
it  be  there  will  then  be  equality. 

Tee  Easl  op  DENBIO-H  said,  he 
would  not  detain  their  Lordships  more 
than  two  minutes.  With  reference  to 
the  discussion  fixed  Ibr  Monday  on  what 
was  now  called  co-ordinate  endowment, 
he  thought  it  right  to  correct  an  impres- 
sion which  he  gave  rise  to  in  addressing 
their  Lordahips  the  other  day.  He 
stated  that  he  had  reason  to  believe  that 
if  a  co-ordinate  grant  to  the  Bomsn  Ca- 
tholic clergy  was  offered,  as  a  matter  of 
justice,  it  would  be  accepted.  He  had 
since  infbnned  himself  tiaat  a  meeting 
had  been  held  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bench  of  Ireland,  when,  for  particular 
reasons,  which  would  be  explained  on 
Mooday  next  by  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Oranard),  it  had  been  resolved 
that  it  could  not  be  accepted  if  offered. 
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Raaaell.  E.  Redeadnla,  L. 

Selkirk,  E.  Satteraford,  LJB.CtHir- 

TankerriUe,  E.  town.) 

Saltoun,  L. 

Clanearty,  V.  {£.  dan-  Sbeffleld,  L.    (E.  SM- 

rarty.)  field.) 

Ds  VoKi,  V.  Silsh«al«r,  L.  (E.  Long- 

Gongh,  V.  ford.) 

ilawarden,  V,  [T^Ifer.]  Sinclair,  L. 

Hood,  V.  SouihamploD,  L. 

Lifford,  V.  Talbot  do  MaUMde,  L. 

Strathallan,  V.  Wyorord,  L. 
TsmplBtown,  V. 

Setohed  in  the  liegatke. 

Thb  Abchbibhop  op  CANTEEBTJET: 
Your   Loidtdups   will   remember   that 
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when  this  measure  was  brooeM  forward 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  the 
private  endowments  of  the  Church,  up  to 
1660,  were  estimated  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
at  about  £500,000.  An  Amendment 
waa  made  in  your  Ijordships'  House  that 
the  date  for  private  endowments  should 
be  fixed  at  1560  instead  of  1660,  and 
then  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville) 
proposed  that  the  sum  of  £500,000 
should  be  accepted  as  an  equivalent  for 
the  private  endowments  up  to  1560.  I 
now  propose  to  your  Lordships  that  that 
offer  should  be  accepted,  and  your  Lord- 
ships will,  I  think,  see  that  this  is  a 
payment  to  which  the  Irish  Church  is 
justly  entitled  in  lieu  of  her  private  en- 
dowments. I  will  say  a  very  few  words 
on  the  general  question  of  the  endow- 
ments reserved  for  the  Irish  Church. 
There  has  been  such  an  amount  of 
exaggeration  on  this  su^'ect  that  I  think 
it  ri^t  to  recall  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  real  state  of  the  case.  I  be- 
lieve that  we  could  maintain  our  right 
to  all  these  sums  on  the  simple  principle 
of  this  Bill — reserving  private  endow- 
ments, and  that  which  seems  to  me  to 
stand  on  the  same  ground  as  private 
endowments — namely,  the  possession  of 
houses  which  have  been  buUt  greatly  at 
the  expense  of  members  of  the  Church  ; 
and  lands  immediately  adjoining  the 
houses,  which  have  acquired  their  whole 
value  from  the  sums  spent  upon  them 
by  the  clergy  of  the  Church.  But  with- 
out entering  further  into  details,  I  wish 
to  put  before  your  Lordships  this  simple 
case.  According  to  the  calculations  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  worth  £15,000,000  or 
£16.000,000.  The  very  latest  amount 
that  will  be  retained  for  the  Irish  Church 
when  this  Bill  is  passed  and  existing  in- 
terests are  paid  off  is  £3,1100,000  out  of 
these£15,000,000or£16,000,000.  Now, 
I  put  it  to  your  Lordships,  and  through 
your  Lordships  to  the  country,  whether 
it  is  not  a  generous  offer  that  the  Irish 
Church  has  made  to  surrender  all  but  one- 
fifth,  or  less  than  one-filth,  of  the  whole 
of  its  revenues,  in  order  to  conciliate 
those  who  are  irritated  by  its  existence. 
I  will  prove  the  matter  in  another  way. 
It  is  granted  that  the  income  of  the 
Irish  Church  is  between  £500,000  and 
£600,000  a  year.  Now,  the  vei^  utmost 
which  is  claimed  for  the  Church  by  the 
Bill,  as  amended  by  your  Lordships,  ia 
about  £120,000  a  year,  and  thereby 
J7u  ArchhUkop  of  CmUrhurjf 


more  than  £400,000  is  sacrificed  in 
order,  ae  I  have  said  before,  to  concili- 
ate those  who  are  irritated  by  the  exist- 
ence of  this  Church.  Now,  I  wish  to 
say  that  in  this  calculation  with  respect 
to  money  we  are  entirely  influenced  by 
the  fact  that  it  is  through  the  retentioa 
of  some  smajl  sums  such  as  those  I  have 
indicated'  that  the  Irish  Church  will  be 
able  to  provide  for  the  poor  peasantry 
in  distant  places  who  cannot  he  attended 
to  on  the  voluntary  principle,  and  whose 
intorests  we  consider  it  to  be  right  to 
secure  W  this  very  moderate  endow- 
ment. I  believe  that  there  is  in  the 
country  a  strong  feeling  that  the  Irish. 
Church  ia  not  to  be  trampled  on  ;  and  I 
believe  that  the  system  which  would 
deprive  it  of  this  small  and  reasonable 
endowment  would  be  trampling  upon  it. 
I  cannot  believe,  my  Lords,  that  the 
other  House  of  Parhament  ^U,  for  one 
moment,  object  to  sjlow  the  Irish  Church, 
— having  sacrificed  its  political  ascend- 
anoy — having  sacrificed  four-fifths  of  ita 
income — having  descended  &om  the  high 
position  it  has  niaintained  for  centuries 
— I  say  I  cannot  believe  that  the  othw 
House  of  Parliament  will  object  to  allow 
it  to  be  carried  on  in  the  same  way  as  a 
moderately  endowed  colonial  Church  is 
carried  on  in  any  of  Her  Majesty's  colo- 
nial possessions.  I  believe  farther  that 
in  retaining  this  small  and  moderate  en- 
dowment for  the  Irish  Church  we  are 
fully  carryingout  the  principles  of  this 
Bill,  because  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament  have 
themselves  secured  for  it  an  endowment, 
though  very  moderate  indeed  in  charao- 
ter,  and  we  only  join  issue  with  them  on 
the  question  as  to  what  increase  on  that 
moderate  endowment  is  indispensable 
for  carrying  on  the  Church  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  welfare  of  the  poorest  of  our 
Protestant  brethren  in  Ireland.  I  say 
I  believe  that  the  other  House  of  Parlia< 
ment  will  not  grudge  this  very  moderate 
request;  but  I  womd  further  say  that  I 
beheve  it  does  not  so  much  depend  on 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  as  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  this 
moderate  endowment  shall  be  conceded. 
I  cannot  believe  that  those  with  whom 
we  are  associated  in  this  House,  whom 
we  know,  some  of  them,  to  be  the  most 
trusty  and  valued  sons  of  the  Church  of 
England,  will  object  to  the  proposals 
which  your  Lordships  have  made  and 
laid  before  the  coun^.    But  I  will  go 
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further,  and  sa;  that  I  bdleve  it  de> 
pands  not  >o  much  on  Her  Majesty's 
Oorentment  as  on  one  man,  and  I  can- 
not believe  that  that  one  man,  for  so 
niajiy  years  the  most  tnuted  son  of  the 
ChuToh  of  England,  will  omiose  tiie  mo- 
derate provision  of  this  Bill  in  order 
to  gratiiy  the  monstrous  and  unnatural 
oombination  that  has  been  formed  a- 
gainst  the  Ohurch  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  m»sed  in  page  1 6,  line  29, 
to  leave  out  from  the  beginning  of  the 

clause  to  ("when")  in  page  17,  line  23, 
and  insert — 

"  In  lieu  of  Kaj  ml  or  petvatiHl  propartj  ha- 
Boming  rettrd  in  Ifaa  commiiulonors  bj  virlua  of 
thii  Aac  obich  ma}-  ooniiat  or  be  iha  produce  of 

ot  thair  own  retounMi,  or  which  mnj  oontist  of 
or  bo  the  proilDca  of  inoniea  rnJMd  bj  prints 
■obioriptioD,  >ntl  wilbout  prrjudioo  to  rtn;  111*  in- 
tereata  preterred  or  Kcurad  bjr  thU  Aot,  the  com- 
miuioiK-Tt  ihall,  on  the  npplicalton  of  the  repre- 
'  'e  hoiy  of  the  taxi  ohurch.  pay 


of  oi 


B  flnt  d. 


A  tif  he  hundred  knd  aeventy-one 
to  wob  mpreuulaiii'e  hod;  the  Bum  of  Btc  liundrsd 
thouviiid  poundi >terlia|[." — {^The Lord ATchl>itlu>p . 
of  CanUrbury.) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  I  wish  to  say  a 
very  few  words  on  the  present  occasion. 
I  md  make  the  proposition  which  the 
most  rer.  Primate  has  embodied  in  this 
Amendment,  but  I  also  said  that  it 
was  made  in  connection  with  other 
Amendments  to  which  I  strenuously 
objected.  I  took  that  opportunity  to 
say  to  your  Lordships  that  I  thought 
it  fair  to  say  that  we  would  most 
strenuously  oppose  the  Amendment  that 
stood  next  in  order  with  regard  to  the 
Boyal  grants.  But  notwithstanding 
this  your  Lordships  immediately  pro- 
ceeded to  argue  the  question  of  the  Boyal 
grants,  and  you  carried  their  retention 
by  a  large  majority.  Now  the  most 
rsT.  Primate,  after  the  Soyal  grants 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill,  treats 
it  as  if  there  were  no  objection  to  it,  and 
trusts  that  this  is  a  matter  on  which  the 
House  of  Commons  will  yield.  But  I 
must  plainly  tell  your  Lordships  that 
after  what  has  taken  place  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  feel  themselves  &eo  to  deal 
with  the  whole  of  this  amended  clause  as 
they  may  think  fit.  Now,  what  is  the 
point  in  dispute  between  us  P  The  most 
rev.  Primate  has  said  that  your  Lord- 
ships produce  no  inequali^  whatever 
by  proposing  to  give  £3,000,000  to  the 
Ohnrcli  over  and  above  the  life  int«reeta 


of  its  present  members,  and  he  is  quits 
convinced  that  the  country  will  be  in 
favour  of  such  a  course.   Now,  in  arguing 

the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  not- 
withstanding the  protests  of  myself  and 
my  Colleagues,  many  of  your  Lordships 
contended  that  a  distinction  had  been 
made  between  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  when  the  question  was  before 
the  country.  I  could  never  see  the  slight- 
est distinction  between  the  one  and  the 
other.  Disendowment  was  fully  brought 
forward  last  year,  not  only  in  the  sus- 
pensory Besolutions,  but  on  th^  Uotion 
of  Lord  Stanley.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Cairns)  said  the  other  night 
in  aigiuing  against  concurrent  endow- 
ment, that  we  ought  to  look  to  the  lan- 
guage that  was  held  contradictory  to  it 
on  the  hustings.  Now,  though  it  is 
true  that  the  candidates  on  one  aide  did 
strenuously  resist  concurrent  endowment, 
the  candidates  on  the  other  side  said 
nothing  at  all.  But  with  regard  to  dis- 
endowment, I  can  hardly  find  a  single 
place  where  candidates  on  our  side  did 
not  argue  for  disendowment  as  well  as 
for  disestablishment ;  while  there  was 
hardly  a  single  candidate  of  a  Conaerva* 
tive  character  who  did  not  blame  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  as  one  of  rob- 
bery and  spoliation.  I  cannot  conceive, 
therefore,  that,  the  verdict  of  the  country 
was  not  given  for  disendowment  as  weU 
as  disestablishment.  As  to  what  the  most 
rev.  Primate  hints  about  one  Member  of 
tbe  Qovemment,  I  may  say  that  it  does 
not  depend  upon  us,  but  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  not  accede  to  the  pro- 
position. To  say  that  we  ore  to  have  an 
institution  to  which  we  are  to  give  all  the 
churches — their  houses  at  a  reasonable 
rate,  according  to  our  plan — by  the  plan 
adopted  by  this  House,  for  nothing  at 
all — who  are  to  have  also  an  incorpora- 
tion by  which  they  may  hold  land,  and 
then  that,  beyond  all  this,  you  are  to  give 
them  £3,000,000—1  say,  so  far  as  1  am 
concerned,  if  I  were  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  I  should  con- 
sider myself  to  be  committing  a  breach 
of  faith  with  the  great  constituencies  of 
the  country  were  I  to  assent  to  it. 

Thb  Abchbishop  op  CANTERBURY: 
"What  I  said  was  that  the  £3,000,000  in- 
cluded the  houses  and  the  lands  adjoin- 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  At  any  rate, 
your  proposition  is  to  give  the  Church, 
beyond  the  life  interests  of  her  i 
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the  sum  of  £3,000,000,  and  I  say  that  I 
believe  the  Goyemmeut  would  be  guilty 
of  a  breach  of  faith  with  the  country  if 
they  sanctioned  such  a  scheme.  I  trust 
this  is  not  the  ultimate  decision  of  your 
Lordships  ;  if  it  he  I  shall  regret  it  ex- 
ceedingly, for  reasons  which  your  Lord- 
ehips  knov,  and  because  I  believe  it  will 
not  be  accepted  by  the  country. 
LoED  CAIRNS  :  I  must  esp 
Burprise  at  what  has  just  fallen  &oni 
the  noble  Earl.  Your  Lordships  will 
remember  what  occurred  the  other  night. 
The  noble  Earl  made  an  offer  that  in- 
stead of  the  private  endowments  a  sum 
of  £500,000  should  be  accepted,  which 
he  said  would  obviate  the  necessity  for 
litigation,  and  that  it  would  be  a  very 
favourable  compromise  for  the  Church. 
I  thought  at  the  time  that  it  was  a  very 
fair  proposal ;  but  we  all  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  proper  course  would  be  to 
consider  it  before  the  Report,  and  '- 
communicate  with  those  who  were 
terested  in  the  question.  But  that  was 
Bji  offer  which  did  not  in  any  way  de- 
pend upon  the  course  to  be  taken  by 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Ulster  glebes,  for 
the  noble  £arl  said  that  this  was  alto- 
gether independent  of  the  Amendment 
as  to  the  Ulster  glebes,  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  think  it  their  duty 
Btrenuoualy  to  oppose.  [Earl  GaAKViLLE 
dissented.]  My  Lords,  I  shall  only  say 
that  I  shall  cease  to  beheve  any  event 
for  twenty-four  hotirs  if  I  have  not  cor- 
rectly re-called  what  fell  £rom  the  noble 
Earl  on  that  occasion,  and  I  was 
more  amazed  than  when  I  heard  the 
noble  Earl  say  that  in  consequence  of 
the  Vote  of  the  House  on  the  Ulster 
glebes  the  Government  would  feel  at 
Bherty  to  take  any  course  they  might 
think  fit,  U  the  noble  Earl  withdraws 
the  proposal,  why  not  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  most  rev.  Primate  now  ? 
This  Amendment  naturally  follows  the 
acceptance  of  the  noble  Earl's  proposal 
the  other  night ;  it  is  for  the  Govern- 
ment, if  it  thinks  fit,  to  withdraw  that 
SropoBol,  hut  I  cannot  believe  the  noble 
art  means  to  do  so.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  the  proposal  should  be 
for  a  payment  of  £500,000  generally  in 
lieu  of  private  grants  ;  but  I  protest 
against  there  being  any  misunderstand- 
ing whatever  as  to  the  fact  that  the  offer 
made  ta  us  was  made  distinctly  upon 
this  question,  iaolated  and  without  re- 

Harl  Granville 


ference  to  any  other  question  whatever, 
and  it  is  upon  that  understanding  we 
accepted  it.  With  regard  to  another 
point,  the  noble  Earl  certainly  misun- 
derstood me  when  he  interpreted  my 
remarks  as  regards  deolorations  on  the 
hustings.     I  said — 

"  Ir  jiou  want  to  know  the  feeling!  of  the  coun- 
try with  regard  to  nominiil  endowment  out  of  iho 
funds  of  the  Church,  look  nt  what  ocaurred  on 
eirr;  hualingi  nt  the  Inat  election.  Kverj'  can- 
didate, or  B  great  numher  oreandidntei,  were  ia- 
tctrogated  by  the  eleclora  ai  to  whether  thej 
would  oonsent  to  endow  evcr.r  denominnliDn  out 
of  the  funds  tnken  from  the  Churoli,  and  the 
answer  was  ditliuotlj  '  No.'  " 
I  never  said  that  the  candidates  had 
mselves  to  atrip  the  Irish 

lurch  of  every  .farthing  she  possessed; 
on  the  contrary,  I  remarked  that  they 
referred  to  what  Mr.  Gladstone  had  said 
— namely,  that  the  Church  was  to  go 
out  with  its  chiirches  and  residences,  and 
with  some  amount  of  property,  described 
as  amounting  to  between  two-thirds  and 
three-fifths,  and  they  asked  whether  that 
was  harshness.  And  I  remember  per- 
fectly well  that  when  these  people  come 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons  they 
were  shown  what  everyone  before  had 
overlooked,  the  words  "Or  its  members" 
after  the  word  "Church;"  but  nobody 
had  ever  dreamt  that  Mr.  Gladstone  in- 
tended interpreting  on  endowment  of 
three-fiiths  of  the  Church  property  by 
life  interests,  which  are  of  no  value  to 
the  Church  as  such  whatever.  Ae  tar 
as  the  feeling  of  the  country  had  been 
expressed,  I  believe  the  idea  of  total 
disendowment  of  the  Church  has  never 
been  approved  in  any  form  by  the  coun- 
try. The  noble  Earl  seems  to  be  very 
much  astonished  at  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate's calculation,  and  the  noble  Earl 
says  that  the  idea  of  the  property 
being  preserved  after  the  Chunii  is 
disestablished  is  what  the  Government 
cannot  accept ;  but  Mr.  Gladstone  said 
woultl  be  a  benefit  derived  hy 
the  Church,  after  compensation  of  life 
interests,  which  he  calculated  irom 
£1,000,000  to  £1,500,000.  I  never  ex- 
amined into  the  calculation,  but  that 
resiilt  stated ;  and  I  mentioned 
it  because  it  is  decidedly  at  variance 
with  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
that  no  property  should  be  preserved  tA 
the  Church. 

The  Mabquess  of  SAUSBURY: 
ReoUy  I  and  noble  Lords  sitting  near 
are  in  doubt  whether  to  believe  our  ears. 
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The  noble  Earl  comes  down  here  one 
Bight  and  asks  us  to  adopt  a  sug^stion 
of  his,  instead  of  an  Amendment  whicli 
is  before  na,  and  then,  when  your  Lord- 
ships hare  accepted  that  proposal,  he 
comes  down  and  asks  us  to  alter  it.  I 
must  ask  the  noble  Earl,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  state  really  what  the 
decision  of  the  Government  is  ? 

Eabi,  GRANVILLE :  I  must  appeal 
io  the  words  I  used,  and  what  I  stated 
was  this,  that  the  course  the  House  has 

C-sued,  both  with  regard  to  the  Eoyal 
da  and  the  alteration  of  the  Amend- 
ment, leaves  the  Government  at  liber^ 
to  deal  with  it  as  they  think  fit;  and  if 
your  njordships  think  I  have  gone  be- 
yond what  I  ought  to  have  stated,  I  do 
repeat  that  it  is  impossible  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  agree  to  that 
clause  in  its  entirety  as  it  stands  now. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  I  want  to  ask 
my  noble  Friend  whether,  instead  oJ 
asking  for  delay  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering the  proposal,  that  when  we 
agreed  to  the  offer  of  £500,000  in  " 
of  all  claims,  he  at  once  accepted  it! 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  That  makes  a 
very  great  difference ;  the  bargain  was 
notaccepted.  ["Oh!"]  I  reall;  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  contrary  to  the 
feeling  of  your  Lordships'  House ;  hut 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  deal- 
ing with  a  proposal  of  that  sort  made  in 
precise  terms,  and  postponing  the  matter 
for  consideration  altogether;  and  1  re- 
peat that,  although  there  is  no  intention 
of  the  Government  to  withdraw  that 
particular  offer,  yet  I  say  it  is  quite  im- 
possible for  me  to  pledge  them  to  retain 
this  clause  as  it  is  arranged. 

The  Eael  of  HAEROWBY  depre- 
cated any  attempt  to  depart  from  the 
original  understanding.  

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEEBTTRT 
said,  he  was  willing  to  alter  the  Amend- 
ment.   

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  stated 
that,  in  his  anxiety  for  the  fate  of  the 
Irish  Church,  when  the  present  life  in- 
terestswere  exhausted,  he  had  made  some 
calculations  to  show  what  the  future  of 
the  Church  would  be-  A  fifth  part  of  the 
Church's  income,  £112,000,  was  already 
^aced  in  the  hands  of  the  EcclesiasticfU 
Commissioners,  and  wovdd  at  once  be- 
come the  property  of  the  Government. 
Then  the  £440,000,  capitalized  at  four- 
teen years*  purchase,  the  £266,000, 
the  compensation  to  curates,  and  the 


£500,000  added  together,  would  give 
only  £120  a  year  lor  each  person  in 
Holy  Orders.  If  every  clergyman  were 
to  take  out  his  life  interest,  the  endow- 
ment would  cease  at  once ;  but,  if  by  an 
exercise  of  ^at  self- sacrifice,  while 
holders  of  livings  of  £100  a  year  were 
allowed  to  take  them  in  fiiR,  holders  of 
£200  ^ould  be  taxed  5  per  cent,  of 
£300,  10  per  cent,  and  so  on  up  to  the 
maximum  of  livings,  say  £1,000,  which 
he  would  tax  at  50  per  cent,  and  the 
incomes  of  the  Bishops  by  two-thirds, 
the  proceeds  would  amount  to  £100,000 
in  the  first  year,  and  that  could  be  saved 
by  a  corresponding  exercise  of  self-sacri- 
fice by  the  Ituly.  He  did  not,  therefore, 
think  the  Church  could  be  regarded  as 
too  rich  to  enable  the  clergy  to  live  as 
they  are  conventionally  expected  to  live, 
nor  too  rich  if  all  the  incomes  of  the 
clergy  were  invested,  or  if,  by  the 
exercise  of  the  self-sacrifice  he  had  de- 
scribed, the  incomes  of  the  clergy  were 
in  some  part  saved  and  made  good  by 
the  subscriptions  of  the  lai^.  J^e 
Amendment  was  not  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  whi<^  was  said  to 
be  equality,  and  which  was,  in  fact,  the 
reducing  of  all  to  a  dead  level  of  desti- 
tution, and  making  all  as  miserable  as 
possible. 

LoBD  CAIRNS  said,  that  in  the 
debate  on  the  5th  July,  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Oranville)  spoke 
of  £500,000,  Uiough  it  was  not  in 
the  Bill,  as  the  amount  of  the  private 
benefactions  which  2£r.  Gladstone  had 
stated  he  was  prepared  to  yield.  There- 
upon the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  asked 
whether  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville) 
suggested  that  he  would  give  a  lump 
sum  of  £500,000  to  the  disendowed 
Church  as  compensation  for  these  claims. 
Up  to  this  time  not  one  word  had  been 
said  about  the  Ulster  glebes.  Earl 
Granville  replied  that  that  was  the  case, 
but  &e  question  of  the  glebes  waa  to  be 
dealt  with  by  an  Amendment  which 
would  presently  be  discussed,  and  to 
which  the  Government  would  offer  a 
most  strenuous  resistance. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  exact 
words  used,  the  facts  were  that  when 
the  date  had  been  altered  from  1660  to 
the  2ud  of  Elizabeth,  in  order  to  bring 
discussion  to  a  close  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  proposed  to  obviate  all . 
difficulty  about  <u.te  by  giving  a  fixed 
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Bom  of  £500,000  for  all  the  private  bene- 
&ctions,  provided  no  other  clum  were 
mode  ia  respect  of  private  benefactions. 
And  he  added  that  the  Qovenuneat 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment  with 
regard  to  the  Ulster  glebes.  That 
being  BO,  directly  after  the  £500,000  had 
been  offered,  the  Amendment  claiming 
the  Ulster  glebes,  which  represented 
£1,000, 000  more,  was  carried.  It  was, 
of  course,  imposeible  that  the  Oorem- 
ment  could  take  the  view  of  the  majority 
of  their  Lordships  with  reference  to  this 
large  endowment  of  £1,000,000,  and  it 
was  out  of  the  question  to  suppose  that 
they  could  give  up  £1,500,000  of  private 
endowments.  He  maintained  tiiat,  if 
■  their  Lordships  insisted  upon  having  the 
Ulster  glebes,  they  could  not  insist  upon 
having  the  £500,000  too.  The  Gtovem- 
ment  would  adhere  to  their  pledge,  and 
give  the  £500,000 ;  but  they  could  not 

five  up  anotlkcr  £1,000,000  of  private 
enefactions,  and  their  Lordships  must 
take  their  choice.  The  other  day,  when 
the^lster  endowments  were  o^ed  for 
on  behalf  of  the  Church,  the  ground  on 
which  the  claim  was  based  was  that  they 
were  private  endowments,  and  their 
Ixjrdships  were  now  bound  by  the  posi- 
tion which  was  then  taken,  and  they 
must,  therefore,  allow  the  Ulster  glebes 
to  be  classed  with  the  private  endow- 
ments for  which  the  £500,000  was 
offered.  The  moat  rev.  Primate  ashed 
how  much  was  to  be  given  ap  by  the 
Church.  The  Church  had  nothing  to 
give  up ;  that  which  she  held  she  held 
unjustly;  and  the  Government  proceeded 
on  the  basis  that  it  was  not  lust  that 
700,000  people  should  retain  that  which 
was  intended  for  the  benefit  of  5,400,000. 
Thetetore,  the  Qovemment  did  not  talk 
of  giving  up  anything,  but  only  of  pro- 
tecting life  interests.  There  was  nothing 
whatever  for  the  Church  to  give  up.  8o 
far  &om  doing  wrong,  the  Government 
believed  they  were  doing  that  which  wax 
joBt,  and  right,  and  beneficial  to  the 
Church. 

LoED  CAIRNS  s^d,  nothine  could  hava 
been  more  easy  than  for  the  Government 
to  have  said,  when  they  made  this  ofFer, 
that  it  was  to  be  understood  it  was  made 
conditionally  on  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment  relating  to  the  Ulster  glebes. 
That  would  have  been  a  plain,  simple, 
and  straightforward  proposition,  which 
woiUd  have  been  understood,  and  which 
it  would  have  been  for  the  Committee  to 
27ie  lord  Chancelhr 


acoept  or  rriect.  But  what  happened 
was  this.  When  they  were  discusdng 
an  Amendment  which  would  have  given 
them  what  they  valued  at  more  than 
£500,000 — ^namely,  the  right  to  trace 
back  these  endowments  to  the  time  of 
the  Befbrmation,  which  their  Lordships 
would  have  affirmed,  they  lost  the  op- 
portunity of  taking  the  opinion  of  a  full 
Committee,  and  they  did  it  on  the  faith  of 
the  promise  made  by  the  Government. 
He  protested  against  the  course  now 
taken  as  contrary  to  good  &ith,  good 
morals,  and  equity,  and,  least  of  all, 
should  he  have  expected  it  &om  the 
noble  Earl. 

Eabl  GHANVILLE  said  he  had  not 
the  slightest  objection  to  the  moat  rev. 
Frimate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
changing  and  adopting  the  terms  in 
which  he  originally  gave  notice  of  his 
Amendment ;  and,  further,  he  had  not 
the  least  objection  to  pledge  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Uie  £500,000  if  the 
Committee  did  not  insist  upon  the  Ulster 
grants.  The  Government  did  not  with- 
draw any  proposal  they  hod  made,  but 
they  absolutely  declined  to  promise  to 
give  £500,000  in  heu  of  pnvate  bene- 
mctions,  and  to  couple  with  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  value  of  the  Boyal 

Thb  MAsauKfls  OF  8ALI8BUET  sug- 
gested that,  after  the  explanations  whidl 
had  been  made,  the  most  rev.  Frimate 
hod  better  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  Retohed  in  the  Affirtna- 

Use. 

Amendments  made :  BUI  to  be  read 
3'  on  Monday  next,  and  be  printed  as 
amended  (No.  182). 

HooH  Mtjonratil  at  a  qDirler  piit 

NiDe  o'oloct,  to  Moaditj 

Mil,  Klevcn  o'clDok. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  9th  July,  1869. 

MINUTES.— StTPPLT—coMi'iimd  JH  CornmltM 
—BeioliOiontTJiAi  8]  rtpoHed. 

Vvanii  'Rtiut—RetdutUn  in  Commlait-~W\*b^ 
rieg  llrel&nd)  [Saliiriea}— >.F. 

OrtUrtd  —  Firit  lUatliiig~&ot,ii  And  Bridgw 
(Sootlnnd)*  [207]  ;  Draiaafe  nnd  Improiemant 
□r  Undt  (Irelnnil)  Act  (ItlOa)  Aawndmenl" 
rSOB]  ;  Cinque  Port!  Aot  AaMndoMnt*  (3MJt 


a  Bigbu*  [SOi]. 


,,Coo'^[e 


1S25      Jntelrmt  Dfblori  ani       {July  9, 

ComtnitUt  —  ConUgiona    Diieun    (ADimali) 

(No.  3)[103]-«.p. 
Co'«mitUe—R<p<iH—lnKi\-vent  Debtor!  and  Bank- 

Coandered  at  amenaed~Loci.\  Govcrnmeiit  Sop- 
plemenUl  (No.  2)  •  [192). 

Third  lUading  —  Locnl  GoiernmeDt  Suppls- 
menUl(No.  3)*  [193],  *Tid  paued;  Married 
Women'*  Propert;  [1^3],  debaU  adjourned. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

JEW3  IN  ROUMANU.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Au>EBUAir  SALOMONS  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  SecretarT  of 
State  for  Foreign  AffairB,  If  Her  Ma- 
jerty'a  Gtoremment  heard  of  renewed 
oati^^B  against  the  Jews  in  the  Da- 
nubiaa  Principalities ;  of  whole  families 
in  the  countiy  districts  expelled  &om 
their  homes,  left  without  food  or  shelter, 
and  suffering  from  disease  at  the  road 
Bides;  and,  if  Her  Majesty's  GoTem- 
ment  continue  to  co-operate  with  the 
representatives  of  the  Great  Powers  in 
awakening  the  Boumanian  Qovernment 
to  more  humanizing  inSuences,  and  to  a 
polity  more  congenial  with  the  age  in 
which  we  live  ? 

Mb-OTWAT:  In  reply.  Sir,  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  regret  to  say  that  wo 
have  received  recently  news  of  outrages 
having  been  renewed  against  the  Jews 
in  the  Danubian  Principalities.  Only 
ibis  morning  we  have  received  from 
Vienna  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which 
Baron  Eotbschild  thought  it  right  to 
communicate  to  the  English  Ambassador 
in  that  city,  detaiUng  outrages  perpe- 
trated (gainst  the  Jews  in  the  Danubian 
Principalities,  which  we  could  hardly 
expect  to  occur  in  a  civilized  country  in 
these  days.  I  will  read  to  the  House  an 
extract  &om  that  telegram.  After  de- 
scribing some  other  treatment  which  the 
Jews  have  received  in  those  provinces,  it 
proceeds  as  follows: — 

"  Our  wim  and  cur  children  are  ill-treated  b; 
lbs  aoldieri  of  tbe  Freffot.  Vtanj  of  our  co- 
relisioniiit  are  drowned,  and  our  bair  U  ibnied 
off  in  a  luanntr  lo  diigrnce  ua,  and  we  are  lub- 
JKlfd  to  eier;  aort  ot  torlura  and  Tiolence  b/ 
thu  sgenta  ol'  tli«  Goiernment.  Vie  are  moat 
rigoroual;  qurationed  and  piTMcated." 

The  hon.  Member  asks  me  whether  Her 
Uajesty's  Government  continues  to  co- 
operate with  the  representatives  of  the 
Great  Powers  in  awakening  the  Bou- 
manian Government  to  more  numanizing 
influences,  and  to  a  policy  more  con- 

C'al  with  the  age  in  which  we  live, 
instructions  to  Her  Mt^es^'s  Gon- 
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eul  General  at  Bucharest  have  been  in- 
variably  in  the  sense  that  be  should  not 
cease  to  represent  to  the  Boumanian 
Government  the  bad  effects  produced  in 
other  countries  by  the  treatment  the 
Jews  received  in  that  country,  and  we 
shall  continue  to  co-operate  with  the 
representatives  of  all  the  other  Powers, 
who,  I  understand,  have  made  ai""'lT 
representattons.  With  regard  to  the 
effect  of  these  repreaentations,  I  regret 
to  say  that  it  has  not  been  such  as  we 
might  reasonably  have  expected  up  to 
the  present  moment ;  but  it  is  hoped  that 
under  the  influence  of  the  enlight«ned 
Prince  who  now  governs  that  country  a 
new  state  of  things  will  be  inaugurated, 
and  that  the  treatment  which  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  with  the  hon.  Member  is 
not  congenial  with  the  age  in  which  we 
live  wiQ  henceforth  cease  to  be  used 
t6wards  the  Jewish  population  of  Bou- 
mania. 

CANADA— HUDSON'S  BAT  COMPANY. 

QUBSTIoy. 

8m  HAEEY  VEENEY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretajy  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
have  acceded  to  the  terms  agreed  to  by 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  for  the  ces- 
sion of  their  Territories  P 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  was  happy  to  be  able  to  iidbrm  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  had  agreed  to  the 
terms  of  the  cession  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Territory,  but  he  was  unable  then 
to  give  the  dJetails, 

INSOLVENT    DEBTORS    AND    BANK- 
RUPTCY REPEAL  [BE-PAYMENT 
OF  UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS]. 

BEFOKT. 

Resolution  reported. 

Mb.  Aldessuk  SAIjOMONS  said,  he 
must  complain  of  the  proposal  to  con- 
tinue the  objectionable  practice  by  which 
the  unappropriated  balances  of  a  bank- 
rupt's estate  were  forfeited  to  the 
Crown,  and  were  only  to  be  recovered 
by  the  creditors  by  a  proceeding  in 
Chancery. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  said, 
he  had  to  inform  tbe  hon.  Member  that 
the  forfeiture  of  which  he  complained 
had  been  abolished,  and  that  now  the 
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Crown  waa  only  empowered  to  invest 
the  unappropriated  balances,  and  to  hold 
them  in  trust  until  they  were  claimed. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 


INSOLVENT  DEBTORS'  AND  BANK- 
RUPTCY REPEAL  (re-eimmiued)  BILL. 
(Jfr.  AUomer/  General,  Mr.  Solicitar  Qeneral.) 

[Blli  180.]       OOMIOTTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  G.  GEEGORT  said,  that,  under 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  a  ^ntleman  of 
great  ability  had  been  appointed,  with 
uniToraal  approbation,  Judge  of  the  new 
Baniruptcy  Court;  but  no  proTiaion 
had,  as  far  as  be  was  aware,  been  made 
for  the  increase  of  his  salary.  He  had 
had  no  communication  upon  this  subject 
with  the  gentleman  in  question,  who,  he 
had  no  doubt,  would  willingly  discharge 
any  additional  duties  which  might  be 
imposed  upon  him  without  asking  for 
an  increase  of  his  salary.  He  wished  to 
point  out,  however,  that  the  new  Judge 
would  have  to  bring  the  whole  machinery 
of  the  Act  into  operation,  and  to  ad- 
minister the  whole  system  thereby  cre- 
ated. He  thought,  thereforo,  that  the 
Government  should  consider  whether 
the  salaiy  ought  not  to  be  increased. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  entirely  concurred  with  what  had 
fallen  &om  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
merits  and  abilities  of  the  gentleman 
who  was  to  be  appointed  the  first  Judge 
in  the  new  Bai^iiptcy  Court,  and  he 
was  personally  anxious  that  he  should 
be  liberally  treated  in  regard  to  Ms 
salary.  It  was  probable  that  that  gen- 
tleman's duties  would  be  very  much  in- 
creased ;  but  he  believed  it  was  generally 
understood  at  the  time  the  appointment 
was  made  that  there  was  to  oe  no  in- 
crease of  his  salary.  If  it  should  be 
found  that  the  gentleman's  duties  were 
incroased,  he  trusted  that  next  Session 
there  would  be  no  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  awai^  him  a  salary 
suitable  to  the  dignity  of  his  position. 


House  retumtd. 


Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next. 


The  Attorneji  General 


CONTAGIOUS   DISEASES   (ANIMALS) 

[No.  3)  [re-c<««mitud)  BILL.— [Biu,  103.] 

COMMTTTEB.     \_Progrei»  6(A  Jtdy."] 

{Mr.  Doiton,  Mr.  William  Edtvard  Foriter,) 

Jfr.  Secretary  Bniee.) 
Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  45  (Exception  for   raUways, 
1867,  8.  23). 

Mb.  M'COMBIE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  Aberdeen  cattle  coming 
by  sea  would  be  allowed  to  be  sent  to 
the  central  market  in  the  metropolis  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.   FOESTER    said,    they 

would,  though  he  could  not  inform  the 

House  in  what  part  of  the  metropolis  the 

central  market  would  be  established. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  46  to  S3,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  54  (Determination  and  declara- 
tion by  local  authority  as  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia). 

Mb.  G.  GEEGOET  swd,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose,  to  the  effect  that 
the  time  at  the  expiration  of  which  a 

Slace  might  be  declared  free  &om  the 
ieease  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  after  the 
last  case,  should  be  extended  &om  ton 
da^  to  two  months,  the  former  period 
being  sometimes  too  short  to  allow  the 
seeds  of  the  disease  to  manifest  them- 
selves.  He  moved,  in  page  12,  line  35, 
to  leave  out  "ten  days  and  insert 
"two  months." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  tliat  the 
Government  werepropared  on  this  matter 
to  accept  the  opmion  of  the  represent 
tatives  of  the  i^^cultural  constituendes. 
They  had  put  ton  days  in  the  Bill  on 
the  authority  of  Professors  Simonds  and 
Brown. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  said,  pleuro-pnen- 
mania,  which  had  caused  five  times  as 
much  loss  as  the  rinderpest,  might  linger 
about  a  place  for  more  than  two  months. 

Mb.  fell  said,  he  thought  one  month 
would  generally  be  quite  sufficient. 

Mk.  M'COMBIE  said,  he  would  advo- 
cate the  adoption  of  the  period  of  two 
months. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE  said,  he  would 
accept  the  period  of  thirty  days. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  vei?  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  t^en 
thirty  days,  rather  than  ten  days  or 
sixty. 
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Dk.  BEEWEB  said,  the  period  of  in- 
oabatioa  of  tlie  dieeaee  was  between 
thirteen  and  twenty-eight  dayB,  and  the 
period  of  thirty  days  was  a  reasonable 

Mb.  CABNEGIE  Baid,  that  his  dients 
looked  on  pleuro-pneumonia  with  greater 
dread  than  they  looked  on  the  cattle 
plague. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Da.  BREWER  nwsed,  in  line  35,  to 
leave  out  "  ten  "  and  insert  "thirty," 

Amendment  agrtad  to. 

Claose,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Clause  55  agreed  to 

Clause  56  (Exposure  for  sale,  trans- 
port by  railway,  &c.,  of  diseaBed  ani- 
mals). 

Ub.  miller  said,  in  the  absence  of 
his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  M'Laren),  he 
had  to  propose  an  Amendment  in  line  4, 
after  the  word  "place,"  to  insert  "or 
sale  yard,  whether  public  or  private." 
This  emendation  had  been  prmoeed  by 
the  Town  Council  of  the  city  he  repre- 
sented (Edinburgh). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  57  to  59,  iBclusive,  agreed  It. 

Clause  60  (Purification  of  sheds,  &o., 
of  diseased  animals,  1866.    [I]  s.  14). 

Me.  M'COMBIE  proposed,  in  page 
14,  line  13,  to  insert  after  "shall"  the 
words  "  at  its  own  e^ense."  His  ob- 
ject was  to  insure  disinfection  being 
thorough,  which  he  was  a&aid  it  would 
not  be  if  the  expense  were  charged  on 
the  owner  of  the  premises.  The  inepec* 
tors  would,  in  that  case,  be  constantly 
annoyed  and  obstructed  in  enforcing  the 
Act ;  but  if  charged  on  the  local  rate  the 
expense  would  be  trifling,  and  the  in- 
spector would  be  independent. 

Ms.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  he  nn- 
derstood  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
to  he  to  make  it  clear  that  the  local  au- 
thority paid  all  the  expense  under  this 
clause.  The  clause,  however,  was  so 
framed  as  to  give  to  the  local  authority 
power  to  pay  the  expense,  if  it  thought 
fit,  and  he  t^tiought  that  the  matter  had 
better  be  left  to  Uie  discretion  of  tbe  local 
authority. 

8iB  ROBERT  AN8TEUTHEE  said, 
he  thought  that  a  great  deal  of  careless- 
Bess  was  often  shown  by  larmers  them- 
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selves,  and  be  did  not  see  why  the  local 
authority  should  be  obliged  to  pay  for  it. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  said,  he  thought 
that,  as  the  slaughtering  of  diseased 
cattle  was  for  the  public  advantage,  the 
public  ought  to  pay  for  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  61  and  62  agreed  to. 

Clause  63  (Water  and  food  on  rail- 
ways). 

"Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  had  an 
important  alteration  to  propose.  In  com- 
mon with  all  the  Members  of  the  House 
he  was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be 
made  the  means  of  preventing  the  suf- 
fering which  was  often  undergone  by 
cattle  in  travelling  by  railway.  Clauses 
having  the  same  object  had  been  intro- 
duced into  former  Bills,  but  the  subject 
was  adifBeult  one,  and  it  was  found  that 
they  did  not  work.  He  had  at  first 
thought  it  would  be  sufficient  to  enable 
the  railway  company  to  chai^  the  ex- 
pense of  feeding  and  watering  the  cattle, 
and  to  make  the  beasts  a  lien  for  such 
chaise.  Several  hon.  Members  had, 
however,  told  him  that  the  clause  ought 
to  be  mside  compulsory,  and  he  prefeired 
it  in  that  shape.  He  had  put  lumself  in 
communication  with  the  chairmen  of  the 
lines  of  railway  principally  concerned, 
and  they  had  assented  to  the  compulsory 
clause  now  framed.  It  provided,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  railway  companies 
should  be  obliged  to  find  food  and  water 
at  such  railway  stations  as  the  Privy 
Council  might  direct.  In  the  next  place, 
they  were  obliged  to  give  food  and  water 
to  such  cattle  at  those  stations  as  they 
might  be  recjuested  to  give  by  the  owners 
of  such  cattle,  either  by  writing  on  the 
part  of  the  consignors,  or  by  word  of 
mouth  from  the  person  in  charge.  It 
would  be  necessary  to  follow  that  clause 
by  two  provisions,  one  making  the  neg- 
lect or  omission  to  provide  food  and 
water  a  penal  offence  on  the  part  of  the 
companies,  and  another  to  meet  the  case 
of  the  consignors  or  the  drover  in  charge 
not  requesting  the  company  to  give  food 
and  water,  in  which  event  they  alsowould 
be  guilty  of  an  offence.  It  was  thought 
desirable  that  these  ofiences  should  be 
limited  to  cases  where  the  cattle  were  in 
transit  for  thirty  hours  and  upwards.  As 
the  result  of  his  inquiries  on  this  subject, 
he  found  that  cattle  could  travel  longer 
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withoat  suffering  than  he  had  mippoBed. 
In  America  twenty-eiglit  Iioura  had  been 
fixed  upon  as  the  term  during  which 
cattle  oould  travel  without  food  or  vater. 
He  also  understood  that  on  short  jour- 
neys it  was  very  difficult  to  persuade  the 
animals  to  t^e  water  in  trucks,  and 
while  they  were  travelling.  Mr.  Thomp- 
son, who  had  taken  great  interest  in  ttus 
question,  had  told  h'Tti  that  he  had  re- 
cently gone  to  some  cattle  that  had  been 
in  a  truck  twenty-four  hours,  and  he 
found  that  while  in  the  truck  they  could 
not  be  persuaded  to  take  water.  He 
moved  in  Clause  63,  page  15,  to  leave 
out  from  commencement  to  "then"  in- 
clusive, line  28,  and  insert — 

"  Zrtrf  Rtkilwaj  Oompniif  ihall  mihs  pro- 
viilon,  [0  the  Mtiarnotian  of  the  VtVij  Oouncil,  Tor 
the  (Upplf  of  oiMr  >nd  food  10  animaU  carried 
bj  ihe  Campnn;,  the  uims  to  be  auppUail  at  tueh 
tiftlioni  xa  ths  Privir  Caunoil  direct,  on  (he  rc- 
queit  in  •rriting  of  the  oootignor  oF  tnj  iinriTiiil 
urried,  or  on  the  requeat  of  sdj  penon  ia  charge 
of  an/  inch  animal,  Knd." 

8m  EOBEET  ANSTEUTHEE  said, 
if  he  were  convinced  the  clause  would 
carry  out  what  they  all  desired,  he  would 
not  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  but  he  was  by  no 
means  satisfied  that  the  beasts  would 
get  either  food  or  water  under  this  clause. 
The  railway  companies  were  to  be  &ee 
from  responsibility,  unless  there  was  a 
request  from  the  consignor  or  the  man 
in  chai^.  8o  long  as  there  was  a  cer- 
tainty of  their  being  re-paid,  he  did  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  compulsory  on 
the  companies  to  supply  food  and  water, 
whether  requeBt«d  to  do  so  or  not.  He 
saw  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  M'Gombie)  appeared  t«  take  a  dif- 
ferent view,  judging  by  the  Amendment 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  limiting  the 
providon,  as  far  as  regarded  fat  cattle, 
to  the  case  of  tnimftla  conveyed  on  lunger 
ioumeys  than  fifteen  hours.  Everyone 
Knew  that  the  hon.  Member  himself  took 
every  care  of  his  beasts,  and  that  they 
always  reached  the  market  in  first-rate 
condition ;  but  other  persons  were  neither 
so  prudent  nor  so  himiane.  He  intended 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in  line  39, 
after  "person,"  to  insert — 

"  And  if  anj  Company  on  anjr  occaaLon  &i1a 
to  eompir  with  Ihli  enactment,  aueh  Companf 
afaall  on  eTerf  auoh  oeonaion  be  deomed  gaiXif  of 
an  oB^nce  againit  thi«  Act." 

CoLOMBL  CORBETT  said,  he  doubted 
whether  It  would  be  possible  to  get  a 
conviction    under   this   claose    against 

Mr.  W.  E.  FortUf 
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either  the  consignor  or  the  man  in 
charge.  All  depended  upon  the  nature 
of  the  food  upon  which  the  cattle  had 
been  fed.  Tumip-fed  cattle  would  go  a 
long  time  without  taking  water,  while  if 
they  had  been  fed  upon  hay  and  dry 
meat,  they  would  want  it  in  much  less 
time.  Would  there  not  be  a  difficulty 
in  obtaining  a  conviction  under  such  cir- 


Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEH  said,  that  the 

luse  was  purposely  fram.ed  to  take  any 
discretion  out  of  the  hands  of  the  ma^s- 
trates.  It  would  be  an  offence  if,  after 
the  cattle  had  been  thirty  hours  in 
transit,  a  request  was  not  made  upon 
the  railway  company  for  food  and  water. 
The  Society  forthe  Prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals  would  be  sure  to  see  that  the 
Act  was  carried  out. 

Mb.  pease  stated  that  animals  would 
not  drink  in  trucks  after  a  journey  of 
twenty  hours,  although  they  would  eat 
dry  hay.  This  showed  that  they  did 
not  suffer  from  thirst. 

Mb.  pell  said,  that  great  difficulty 
would  arise  in  laying  down  any  rules  for 
feeding  and  watering  animals  on  a  jour- 
ney, in  consequence  of  the  various  droves 
not  being  put  into  trucks  at  the  same 
hour.  It  was  desirable  above  all  things 
that  the  animals  should  be  conveyed  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Mr.  CAENBGIE  said,  that  unless  it 
was  the  interest  of  the  owners  of  the 
cattle  to  prosecute,  in  the  event  of  the 
cattle  not  being  properly  fed  and  watered 
on  their  journey,  he  had  no  confidence 
that  any  prosecution  would  be  under- 
taken. If  the  carrying  out  of  this  clause 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Society 
for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  very  suc- 
cessful. 

CoLONiL  STKES  said,  that  if  any 
animal,  whether  biped  or  quadruped, 
were  kept  for  thirty  hours  without  food, 
it  must  necessarily  become  exhausted, 
and  the  quality  of  its  flesh  as  food  must 
be  greatly  deteriorated.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  an  animal  in  the  state  of  suffering 
inseparable  from  its  being  conveyed  in 
a  railway  truck  would,  in  all  probability, 
refuse  food  and  water,  even  if  placed 
before  it  during  thn  journey. 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  it  was  an 
easy  matter  to  provide  that  the  railway 
cconpanies  ahould  supply  water,  but  not 
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ao  eajsj  to  lay  down  rules  as  to  £he  pointo 
at  wMcli  the  aniniHlH  should  be  un- 
trucked  and  water  giren  them.  This  was 
on  experimeatal  clause,  and  if  it  did  not 
answer  something  else  could  be  &amed. 

Mb.  MILLEB  said,  that  in  his  opinion 
the  railway  companies  would  not  find 
much  difficulty  in  giving  the  cattle  water 
at  nearly  every  station.  He  begged  the 
House  to  remember  that  lean  cattle  were 
conveyed  by  rail  aa  well  as  £at  ones,  and 
that  trains  of  cattle  going  from  fiur  ia 
fair  were  often  delayed  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  hours  without  any  person  being 
in  charge  of  them.  Suui  cases  as  these 
ought  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  D.  DALEYMPLE  eaid,  he 
thought  that  by  riding  the  humanitarian 
hobby  too  hard  we  Mould  bring  about 
the  very  evil  we  desired  to  obviate.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Yice  President  of  the  Council)  would 
carry  hia  proposition. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet's  (SirBobertAnstruther's) 
Amendment  were  carried,  a  task  would 
be  imposed  on  the  Privy  Connoil  which 
that  Department  would  find  it  extremely 
difficult  to  perform,  while  other  persons 
would  be  relieved  from  a  responsibility 
which  they  certainly  ought  to  oear. 

Sir  EOBEET  ANSTEUTHEE  said, 
he  wished  to  impose  a  duty  not  on  the 
Privy  Council,  but  on  the  railway  com- 
panies. 

Mb.  tipping  said,  that  the  railway 
companies  were  only  common  carriers, 
and  ought  not  to  be  burdened  with  a 
responsibility  which  properly  belonged 
to  the  owners  of  the  property  conveyed. 

Sib  smith  CHILD  suggested  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  amended  by 
providing  tliat  the  food  and  drink  be 
supplied  at  such  stations  aa  the  Privy 
Council  direct. 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  moved  to  add 
to  the  end  of  the  clause  the  following 
words: — 

"  If  *n;  Comptnr  od  \kj  oeouion  fkiU  to 
eomplf  with  Ihg  requirementt  of  tbis  uotion,  they 
■hill,  on  every  inch  ocoasion,  b«  deemed  gnilty 
of  an  offbnee  B^ingt  the  Act:  If  in  the  oue  of 
u;  ■ninutl  neh  a  rrqneit  u  afbrewid  ia  not 
nude  H>  that  the  animil  remaina  withoota  aappl; 
oF  wnter  for  thirty  eoDMCUtiie  houn,  the  oDn- 
aitnor  and  the  penon  in  ohnrge  of  the  animal 
■hall  «ich  be  deemed  gallty  of  an  offimee  againit 
tbia  Aat." 

Affleadmest  agriti  to. 
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Mb.  M-  W.  BIDIiET  said,  he  wished 
to  know  why  steamboats  were  excluded 
Irom  the  operation  of  the  clause. 

8iB  EOBEET  ANSTEUTHEE  aereed 
that  there  was  much  more  need  of  legis- 
lating for  steamboats  than  railways. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  it  was 
difficult  to  meet  the  case  of  steamboats 
coming  from  foreign  countries,  because 
if  certain  provisions  for  the  relief  of  suf- 
fering cattle  were  made  obligatory,  th^ 
would  cease  to  come  in  Briti2i  ^ps  and 
be  transferred  to  a  foreign  Sag.  In  the 
case  of  Irish  steamboats  any  regulations 
must  be  made  obligatory  at  the  port 
&om  which  they  sailed. 

Mb.  M'COMBIE  said,  he  could  answer 
for  the  Aberdeen  steamboats,  on  board 
which  cattle  for  London  were  well  sup- 
plied with  water,  hay,  turnips,  and  other 
food. 

Mb.  O'EEILLT  DBASE  said.hehoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  endea- 
vour to  do  something  to  meet  the  case  of 
cattle  coming  from  Ireland.  The  London 
and  North-Westem  Company  had  a  line 
of  steamers  which  carried  on  an  immense 
traffic.  Great  complaints  were  made  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  cattle  were 
treated.  When  they  arrived  at  Holy- 
head they  were  put  into  the  company's 
premises  without  food  or  water.  They 
were  afterwards  put  into  trains  and  con- 
veyed into  the  midland  districts,  still 
without  food  or  water.  He  should  like 
to  see  some  Amendment  introduced  into 
the  clause,  with  respect  to  steamers. 
The  Committee  were  not  now  dealing 
with  foreign  boats,  but  with  Dublin 
boats,  and  he  trusted  Irish  Members 
would  turn  their  attention  to  this  griev- 
ance, which  was  a  real  and  not  a  senti- 
mental one. 

Mr.  SsBJEAin'  DOWSE  said,  he  conld 
fiilly  confirm  the  statement.  Pleuro- 
pneumonia was  occasioned  by  the  shame- 
ful way  in  which  cattle  were  packed  in 
the  Irish  steamers.  He  wished  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  introduce  a 
special  clause  on  the  subject  into  the 
Bill.  The  value  of  the  cattle  was  re- 
duced 10  per  cent  by  this  mode  of 
transit.  He  had  known  cases  in  which 
cattle  had  been  brought  from  Dublin  to 
Peterborough  without  food  or  water, 
having  been   kept  in  the  trucks  fifty 

Mb.  J.  HOWAED  SMd,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  entirely  fbr  Irish  agricul- 
turists. 
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Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  grier- 
anoe  was  patent,  but  lie  doubted  whetlier 
it  would  be  possible  in  a  Biil  which 
was  intended  to  apply  to  England  and 
Scotland  only,  to  muce  proTision  for  the 
treatment  of  cattle  in  Ireland  and  on 
their  embarkation  to  ports  in  Great 
Britain.  He  hoped  the  present  measure 
would  be  followed  next  Session  by  an 
Irish  Bill,  in  which  the  requisite  provi- 
sions could  be  made.  If,  however,  the 
hou.  and  learned  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr,  Serjeant  Dowse)  could  devise 
a  clause  which  would  meet  the  case  of 
the  carriage  of  cattle  by  steamboats,  he 
should  be  glad  to  consider  it  on  the 
Eeport. 

Mb.  W.  EGEETON  said,  he  had 
heard  that  the  Irish  beasts  were  much 
more  unruly  than  any  other  beasts,  and 
that  the  Irish  drovers  were  rather  more 
harsh  to  their  beasts  than  any  other 
drovers. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauae  64  (Betum  of  oases  of  disease 
amon^  imported  foreign  animals). 

Me.  COEEANCE,  in  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South-east  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Reed),  moved  after  "  cattle 
plague"  to  insert  "and sheep  pox."  The 
matter  was  of  great  importance,  bnt  he 
left  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
trusting  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  ^ve  his  opinion  on  the  point. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  the 
question  of  the  precautions  to  be  taken 
against  sheep  pox  had  received  the  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  Government. 
The  conclusion  at  which  they  had  arrived 
was  that  the  powers  they  had  already 
taken  to  isolate  sheep  were  sufficient  to 
enable  them  to  deal  with  the  matter. 
He  therefore  did  not  recommend  the 
Committee  to  adopt  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said,  he  tbonght  that 
compensation  should  be  made  in  the 
event  of  the  compulsory  slaughter  of 
sheep. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  65  and  66  agreed  to. 

Clause  67  (Compensation  on  slaughter 
—1866,  [I.]  s.  12  ;  1867,  s.  15). 

Mb.  CAWLEY  said,  this  clause  and 
the  postponed  Clause  No.  7  involved 
two  queationa  of  considerable  importance, 
Mr.  J.   Sbward 


and  it  would  be  necessary  for  hiTn  to 
raise  them  both  now,  or  else  lose  the 
opportunity  of  doing  so.  One  proposal 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  as  to  the 
more  correct  mode  of  raising  the  money 
required  for  compensation,  related  to  a 
tax,  and,  consequently,  could  not  be 
brought  forward  by  a  private  Member. 
He  waa,  however,  at  liberty  to  raise  the 
question  as  to  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion, and  who  should  pay  it.  It  ap- 
peared  to  him  that  as  the  cattle  plague 
was  a  national  calamity,  the  compensa- 
tion for  animals  slaughtered  ought  to  be 
contributed  by  the  country  at  large,  and 
not  by  particular  localities.  The  local 
authorities'  were  very  curiously  defined. 
A  borough  was  defined  to  be  a  town 
which  had  quarter  sessions  held  within 
it,  and  the  result  was  that  the  town  of 
Bradford,  which  had  no  quarter  seS' 
sions,  was  included  within  tte  county,, 
and  had  to  pay  a  contribution  of  £1,400 
on  an  assessment  of  £506,000,  while 
Leeds,  having  a  court  of  quarter  sea- 
sions,  paid  nothing  at  all.  Many  other 
instances  of  a  similar  character  might  be 
given,  and  they  proved  that  the  local 
authority,  as  provided  in  the  Bill,  could 
not  be  maintained  on  any  principle  of 

Cice  or  equality.  The  Beport  which 
been  laid  upon  the  table  as  to  the 
amounts  paid  in  different  places  showed 
the  vast  discrepancies  between  different 
counties,  although  it  did  not  show  fully 
the  differences  between  towns.  It  wottid 
require  a  rate  of  something  like  7t.  6d.  per 
head  to  pay  for  the  loss  of  the  cattle  which 
had  been  slaughtered  in  Cheshire  alone. 
Now  the  mode  of  meeting  the  dif&culty 
of  the  case,  which  he  should  propose, 
was  very  simple.  While  the  individual 
farmer  who  lost  his  cattle  could  not  af- 
ford to  bear  the  loss,  the  infliction  caused 
by  the  disease,  to  which  the  owners  of 
cattle  generally  were  liable,  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  be  mot  by  a  system  of 
mutual  insurance.  Whatever  loss  the 
disease  had  occasioned  to  particular  per- 
sons, there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
price  of  meat  had  been  greatly  enhanced 
in  consequence  of  the  slaughter  of  cattle 
which  it  had  brought  about,  so  that 
cattle  dealers  in  localities  which  bad  not 
been  afl'ectwl  by  it  had  been  considerable 
gainers  in  the  result.  There  was  every 
reason,  therefore,  why  a  system  of  in- 
surance might,  with  advantage,  be  re- 
sorted to.  He  would  not  give  the  full 
value  of  the  cattle  lost  in  «ach  cose,  be- 
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canse  lie  did  not  wish,  to  hold  out  any 
inducements  which  might  prevent  pro- 
per precautions  beina;  ta^en  against 
disease;  he  had  no  desire,  therefore, 
to  go  b^ond  the  proportion  mentioned  in 
the  Bill.  A  charge  of  I».  per  head 
por  annum  on  catUe,  and  \a.  per  annum 
on  each  ten  sheep,  iu  the  shape  of  insur- 
ance, would,  he  tiiought,  be  lound  a  good 
mode  of  meeting  the  case ;  and  if  a  pro- 
posal of  the  kind  were  not  adopted,  he 
should  more,  at  the  proper  time,  that 
the  compensation  given  be  a  general 
charge  on  the  whole  country.  The  hon. 
Qentlemaii  concluded  by  moving,  in 
page  16,  line  14,  to  leave  out  "local 
aufiioritj,"  and  insert  "there  shall  be 
paid." 

Mb.  E.  EOHRTOK  said,  whHe  thank- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
Fi«sident  of  the  Council  for  the  pains 
which  had  been  bestowed  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Bill,  there  was  one  portion 
of  it  with  which  he  did  not  feel  at  all 
satisfied.  He  alluded  to  the  provisions 
by  which  compensation  was  thrown  on 
the  local  authority  for  that  which  was  a 
pubhc  calamity.  The  total  amount  of 
compensation  for  which  the  country  was 
liable  was,  he  beheved,  £600,000 ;  and 
for  33  per  cent  of  that  amount  Cheshire 
was  hable ;  and  why,  he  should  like  to 
know,  should  the  compensation  for  the 
37,000  head  of  cattle  which  had  been 
slaughtered  in  that  county  for  the  public 
good  be  thrown  Siclusively  upon  it,  in- 
stead of  being  borne,  as  it  ought  to  be, 
by  the  country  at  large? 

Db.  BBEW£R  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  proposal  for  an  in- 
surance at  1(.  a  head  had  already  been 
tried  in  a  particular  instance,  and  that 
,it  had  produced  in  five  years  only£7,495, 
while  the  value  of  the  cattle  lost  by 

fleuro-pneumonia  alone  was  £16,925. 
t  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  plan 
had  not  been  successful.  A  proposition 
for  assurance,  at  the  rate  of  2«.  6i2.  per 
head,  would  be  entitled  to  more  favour- 
able consideration.  

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  wished 
to  state  in  a  few  words  why  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  adopt  the  Amendment 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Cawley)  had  given  a  sketch.  It 
was  true  that  the  expenses  connected 
with  the  cattle  plague  had  not  been  paid 
according  to  principles  of  perfect  equality, 
but  the  same  might  be  said  of  any  tax. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  next  stated  that 
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insurance  was  the  most  desirable  prin- 


try.  In  like  manner  it  might  be  said 
timt  the  relief  of  pauperism  was  a  mat- 
ter which  concerned  uie  whole  country, 
but,  nevertheless,  it  was  considered  that 
a  local  system  insured  the  most  econo- 
mical and  efficient  mode  of  raising  and 
distributing  the  money.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
respect  to  the  cattle  pl^;ue  the  future 
was  likely  to  resemble  the  past,  for  every- 
one must  allow  that  if  catUe  plague  were 
to  oome  into  the  country  now,  there 
would  not  be  anything  hke  the  same 
percentage  to  pay  for  hMses  consequent 
on  it,  and  that  whereas  it  had  been  a 
question  of  pounds  in  the  past,  it  would 
be  on^  a  question  of  pence  in  the  fiiture. 
The  House  must  also  consider  the  in- 
convenience of  adapting  the  insurance 
principle  to  the  whole  of  the  country, 
for  the  machinery  requisite  to  cany  it 
out  would  be  very  extensive,  and  the 
money  which  would  he  raised  by  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  amount 
to  more  than  £300,000  a  year,  and  this 
to  insure  a  &nd  for  compensation  when 
it  was  hoped  that  in  future  no  necessity 
would  arise  for  the  payment  of  any 
compensation  at  all.  With  regard  to 
Cheshire,  all  must  have  regretted  to 
hear  how  much  the  farmers  in  that 
coimty  suffered  from  the  cattle  plague  ; 
but  that  was  a  matter  of  the  past,  and 
did  not  affect  the  present  Bill,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  make  provision  for  the 
future.   

Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  proposal 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cawley) 
went  further  in  principle  than  at  first 
sight  it  appeared  to  do.  It  was  impos- 
sible, if  uiey  were  to  take  the  whole 
area  of  the  country  for  these  kinds  of 
demands,  but  that  the  same  principle 
must  be  applied  to  the  poor  rate  and 
every  other  burden.  He  was  sorry  to 
say  that  everything  was  tending  to  what 
called  a  national  rate.  That  was 
pressing  on  in  every  direction,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  help  it  forward,  for  he 
beheved  that  such  a  system  would  lead 
to  very  wasteful  expenditure.  He,  there- 
fore, could  not  give  his  assent  to  the 
proposed  Amendment. 

Me.  M'COMBIE  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
approved of  the  Amendment,  the  adop- 
tion of  which  would  cost  some  of  hu 
constituents  £100  a  year. 
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meet  with  the  approval  of  the  agtieul- 
tural  Members. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawm. 

Mr.  M'OOMBIE  moved,  pa^  16, 
line  17,  to  leave  out  "one-half,"  and 
insert  "two-thirds."  He  had  a  long 
experience  as  chairman  of  the  Aberdeen- 
Bhu«  Binderpeat  Association.  They  eat 
weekly  for  nine  months,  and  had  the 
credit  of  being  the  first  to  stomp  out  the 
disease,  and  their  system  was  followed 
throughout  Britain.  Sut  although  they 
gave  liberal  oompeiuation  they  found 
people  unwilling  to  give  information  of 
outbreaks  of  disease  among  their  eiack. 
It  was  to  be  expected  that  if  they  only 
offered  a  man  one-half  the  value  of  his 
animalH  he  would  say  to  himself — "I 
will  rather  run  the  risk  of  the  disease 
spreading  than  have  them  killed."  But 
o£fer  him  three-fourths  of  the  value  for 
nnimftlH  affected,  and  Aill  value  for  sound 
ones  which  had  been  in  contact,  and 
there  would  be  no  temptatioa  to  con- 
ceal.   

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  alteration  of  the  amount 
would  produce  the  effect  anticipated  by 
the  hon.  Qentleman. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraan. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  68  (Compensation  for  the 
slaughter  of  cattle  herded  with  diseased 
animals— 1866,  [I.]  e.  15). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Q.  QaxooKT, 
"thirty"  was  substituted  for  "tweaty- 
five"  inline  27. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  69  ta  72,  inclusive,  agrttd  to. 

Clause  73  (Power  for  Council  to  make 
orders— 1848,  [n.]s.4;  1866[n.]B.4). 

Mb.  CAWLEY  moved,  in  page  17, 
line  34,  after  "animals"  to  leave  out 
to  the  end  of  line  88. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  the 
terms  upon  which  compensation  was  to 
be  made  were  merely  defined,  but  not 
provided  for,  by  the  Bill.  In  the  event 
of  the  cattle  plague  unfortunately  break- 
ing out  again,  the  question  of  providing 
for  compensation  would  have  to  be  taken 
into  consideration. 

Mr,  FEUj  said,  he  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  at  an  early 
period  of  the  cattle  plague  in  this  ooun 


Mb.  O.  OBEOORY  said,  he  feared 
that  if  the  local  authorities  had  a  com- 
mon fund  to  resort  to  they  would  become 
lax  in  the  performance  of  their  duties. 
He  must  observe,  too,  that  that  would 
be  a  capitation  tax,  and  not  an  ad  calorfft 
one,  and  that  it  would  therefore  bear 
unequally  on  the  poor  with  their  inferior 
cattle,  and  the  rich  with  their  highly- 
bred  animals. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  considered  it 
desirable  to  rely  on  the  existing  machi- 
nery for  giving  compensation,  endea- 
vouring to  extend  the  area  of  rating  so 
as  to  include  many  boroughs  of  a  semi- 
rural  character. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  that  the 
present  question  was  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  local  authority,"  and  there  was 
no  advantage  in  entering  now  upon  the 

Suestion  what  the  local  authority  should 
e? 

Mb.  CAWIjET  said,  that  voluntary 
assistance  failed  because  it  was  not  na- 
tional. When  the  catUe  plague  swept 
over  a  district  the  cattle  and  the  assur- 
ance went  together.  His  present  pur- 
pose was  served  by  tbe  diecuBsion  that 
had  taken  place.  The  discussion  could 
be  renewed  on  a  clause  that  had  been 
postponed. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  mithdraun. 

Mr.  G.  GEEGOET  moved,  page  16, 
line  16,  to  leave  out  "twenty,"  and  in- 
sert "thirty."  The  clause,  he  said,  al- 
ready provided  that  the  compensation 
should  not  exceed  one-half  of  the  value 
of  the  animals,  and  as  there  were  many 
animals  worth  £60,  he  did  not  think 
that  £30  would  be  too  high  a  figure  to 
adopt  OS  a  maximum. 

Ma.  W.  £.  FOBSTER  said,  be  did 
not  attach  much  importance  to  that  point , 
but  he  should  be  prepared  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  if  it  should  meet  witii  the 
general  approval  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  DEKT  said,  he  thought  £20 
would  be  a  sufBdentiy  high  sum  for  a 
maximum  of  compensation.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  would  hold  out 
an  inducement  to  local  valuers  to  rate 
cattie  at  on  excessive  amount. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HENIiEY  said,  he  thought  the 
figure  of  £20  was  high  enough. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  be  would 
recommend  that  the  Amendment  should 
not  be  pressed,  as  it  did  not  appear  to 
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try  cattle  vera  Blanglit«red  withoat  any    IStii  April,  1666,  and  for  vrhiah.  no  oom- 
compenaation  bein^  made  to  the  ownere.   peusation  had  beea  given. 

Mfi.   DENT  aaid,  that  in  that  case       it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Sevett 
the  cattle  must  have  been  slaughtered  o'dock 
■without  the  authority  of  the  Privy  Coun-       tt 
oil  or  of  any  of  the  recognized  local  an-  ^' 

thoritiea. 

1<£b.  CAWLET  said,  he  thought  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  would  give  the 
Privy  Council  power  to  apply  the  Act 
to  any  disease  that  could  be  called  in- 


Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEK  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  advisable  to  retain  the  dause 
as  it  stood,  but  he  would  give  the  whole 
matter  his  attentive  consi&ration  before 
the  bringing  up  of  the  Beport 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  mated,  in 
line  38,  after  "affected"  to  add — 

"  And  thii  leotion  >bsU  exteDd  to  horaei  aiiil 
■11  rumiDitting  ontmitli  not  within  ths  deflniCioB 
oT  loimkli  in  tbii  Aot.'' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Claueefl74to  86,  indosive,  agrttdto. 

Clause  87  omitted. 

Clause  SB  (Expenses  for  compensation 
1867,  8.  33). 

Mb.  W.  K  FOESTEE  moved  at  end, 
to  add — 

"  ETei7  order  of  s  board  of  giuirdlani  foreon- 
tribQtion*  of  manefs,  oat  ofwhiah  an;  iDah  e(- 
pcnditnre  aa  in  thii  lettioti  nmnlionvd  ii  pajable, 
aball  itate  ths  amount  iti  tb"  pound  of  ooatriba- 
tioD  required  for  auoh  expcndicure  ;  and  the  over- 
wen,  on  the  receipt  giien  to  anj  ratepayer  for 
poor  rate,  ihall  ipeoif;  th*  amoont  (ifan^),  ool- 
laot*d  ID  reipact  of  auoh  eipendlttm." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  89  agreed  to. 

Clause  90  (Application  of  balance  un- 
appropriated). 

Sib  EDWAED  BDIiLEB  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  refusal 
to  pay  compensation  in  the  county  of 
Chester,  on  the  ground  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  inspector  was  invalid,  and 
that  there  existed  between  the  20th  of 
February  and  4th  of  March,  1666,  no 
authority  to  elaugbter  cattle  and  to  award 
compensation.  He  proposed  an  addition 
to  the  clause  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
posal of  any  balance^that  compensation 
should  be  given  out  of  it  for  an^  cattle 
slauglitered  by  direction  of  an  inspec- 
tor, in  order  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
the  disease,  between  20th  February  and 
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Committee   report   Prt^Tess;  to   at 
again  upon  Thmday  next,  at  Two  of  the 


again  u 
cu«k. 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  ^Hiat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  die 
Chair." 

LAW  OP  FORFEITURE  ON  CONVICTION 
OF  FELONY.— ftUESTlON. 

Mk.  C.  FOESTEE  aaid,  he  rose  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  which 
passed  this  House  in  the  Session  of 
1666,  for  altering  the  Law  of  Forfeiture 
on  Conviction  of  Felony  ?  Five  years 
ago  he  had  himself  introduced  a  Bill  on 
the  subject,  and  it  was  read  a  second 
time  without  opposition ;  but  iu  deference 
to  the  su^estion  that  such  a  Bill  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  Government,  he  re- 
signed the  question  to  the  then  Attorney 
General,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hidmiond  (Sir  Eouudell  Pelmer), 
who  introduced  a  Bill  dealing  with  it  in 
1666.  That  Bill  passed  through  all  its 
stages  without  opposition,  but  when  it 
reached  the  other  House  there  came  a 
change  of  Oovemment  and  the  Bill  was 
dropped.  The  consideration  of  the 
question  was  again  adjourned  from  time 
to  time,  but  he  trusted  that  the  injuBtico 
and  inconvenience  of  the  present  system 
would  not  be  allowed  to  continue  much 
longer.  ^^ 

1^  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
would  be  impossible  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  for UieGovemmenttobringin a 
Bill  on  the  subject ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  undertake  to  bring  in  such  a 
Bill  at  some  future  period  he  thought  it 
was  not  unlikely  that  he  should  be  able 
to  co-operate  with  him  in  carrying  it 
through  Parliament. 

ARREST  OF  MR.  MURPHY  AT  BIRUING- 
HAM.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :    Sir,  I  beg  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice.    I  have  to-day  presented 
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a  Petition  from  a  meeting  in  St.  James's 
Hall,  at 'wluchland other hon.  Uembers 
ofthieHoufie  were  present.  That  meeting 
■waa  convened  for  uie  purpose  of  consi- 
dering the  effect  of  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  through  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  action  of  certain  civic 
authorities  on  the  right  of  free  assembly 
and  free  discussion  of  lawful  topics.  I 
will  not  now  detain  the  House  by  going 
into  this  subject ;  indeed,  that  womd  be 
unfair  on  my  part  in  the  absence  of  the 
other  hon.  Members  who  were  present 
at  that  meeting,  but  who  are  not  now  in 
their  places.  I  will  therefore  merely 
advert  to  the  fact  that  in  the  case  which 
has  arisen  in  Birmingham,  where  Mr. 
Murphy  was  arrested  without  any  infor- 
mation, and,  I  believe,  contrary  to  law,  an 
action  of  false  imprisonment  is  iatended 
against  the  Mayor  of  Birmingham ;  but 
it  is  impossible  that  that  action  can  come 
on  untU  after  the  Becess.  Now,  Sir, 
considering,  as  my  hon.  Friends  consi- 
der, that  ttie  present  state  of  things  ia 
highly  unsatisfactory,  with  the  law  m  a 

freat  measure  confined  in  its  application 
y  what  has  occurred,  I  wish  to  give 
notice  that  I  intend  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  circumstances  which 
have  arisen  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject of  the  right  of  free  assembly  and 
free  discussion,  and  I  beg  to  a^  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman,  Whether  on  the 
pwi  of  the  Government  he  will  afford 
me  any  &cility  for  bringing  forward  that 
Motion  ? 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  he    had   already 

S'ven  a  private  answer  to  the  hon. 
ember's  private  communication,  to  the 
effect  that,  although  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  at  all  times  be  ready  to 
meet  any  charge  that  might  be  made 
against  them  with  respect  to  the  mea- 
sures they  had  taken  to  prevent  the  dan- 
gers they  believed  likely  to  arise  from 
the  proceedings  of  the  lecturer  Murphy, 
the  pressure  of  Public  Business  was  such 
that  out  of  the  very  limited  portion  of 
time  that  remained  at  their  disposal  they 
did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  grant  any  spe- 
cial facilitiea  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
bring  this  subject  forward  on  a  Aiture 
occasion.  The  hon.  Member  would, 
however,  find  no  difficulty,  as  an  inde- 
iiendent  Member,  on  an  occasion  simi- 
lar to  the  present,  in  bringing  forward 
any  Motion  he  might  thirilt  fit  upon  this 
subject,  which  alter  all  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  be  of  very  pressing  importance. 


CENTRAL  ASIA.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  EASTWICZ*  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  ask 
a  Question  as  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Central  Asia,  and  to  the  remarkable 
changes  that  are  going  on  there;  and  I 
wish,  before  doing  so,  to  explain  why  I 
desire  to  refer  to  the  subject.  Some 
hon.  Members  may,  perhaps,  think  that 
at  a  time  when  so  many  home  questions 
of  the  utmost  importance  are  pressing 
for  decision,  the  consideration  of  a  ques- 
tion relating  to  a  region  so  remote  and 
inaccessible,  and  of  which  we  know  so 
little,  as  Central  Asia,  might  well  be 

gstponed.  But  I  would  remind  the 
ouse  that  the  remoteness  of  a  region, 
ite  difBculty  of  access,  and  our  ignorance 
concerning  it,  are  no  sufficient  guaran- 
tees that  it  may  not  unexpectedly  be- 
come a  grievous  burden  upon  our 
finances,  witness  the  case  of  Abyssinia, 
of  Persia,  and  of  Affgh&nistan.  I  be- 
lieve that  had  our  relations  with  those 
countries  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  at  the  proper  moment,  we 
should  never  have  beard  of  the  Abys- 
sinian, Persian,  or  Affghan  wars,  nor 
have  had  to  lament  the  enormous  expen- 
diture they  entailed.  In  that  belief  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  take  up  this 
question  of  Central  Asia  in  good  time, 
and  in  particular  I  would  ask  those  hon. 
Members  who  expressed  such  extreme 
dissatisfaction  at  the  discrepancy  between 
the  Estimates  for  the  Abyssinian  en)e- 
dition  and  the  actual  ouday  to  be  be- 
forehand with  this  question,  and  to  take 
care  that  there  shall  never  be  a  neces- 
sity for  drawing  up  any  Estimates  at  all 
regarding  it. 

Sir,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saving 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  a  late  hon. 
Member  of  this  House — who  is,  perhaps, 
better  acquainted  with  the  Central  Asiaa 
question  than  any  other  Englishman 
— I  mean  the  late  Member  for  Frome 
(Sir  Henry  Bawlineon) — tohave  brought 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
last  Session.  That  intention  was  frus- 
trated ;  but  I  think  the  very  f^  that 
one  so  conversant  with  the  subject  was 
desirous  of  bringing  it  forward,  is  good 
evidence  that  the  consideration  of  it 
ought  not  to  be  deferred  now,  more  par- 
ticularly as  eveiy  circumstance,  that 
could  have  been  mentioned  then,  has  ac- 

Juired  increased  gravity  in.  the  interim, 
suppose  that  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson'a 
principal  motive  for  wishing  to  bring 
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the  subject  fivward  was  that  which  also 
actuates  myself — I  mean  the  deeire  to 
remove  some  erroneoue  impreBsions  oa 
the  question,  which  have  been  created 
and  disaemiiiated  by  the  public  Freae.  I 
am  not  speaking  of  the  Press  of  this 
country,  thouffh  there  has  been  no  iu- 
coneiderable  interest  awakened  on  the 
Bubioct  even  here.  But  1  refer  chiefly 
to  the  Russian  Press,  and  would  say  of 
the  articles  which  have  appeared  on  the 
subject  in  such  papers  as  the  Mmcow 
GiuetU,  using  the  words  of  an  Edin- 
burgh Eeview  for  1867 — 

"How  man;  a  blunder  to  Rnsiia  do  leia  tbxn 
to  Englaod  might  be  snTad,  ir,  od  tbe  oonmon 
groand  of  Central  Aaiu,  the  poUtioal  intentions  of 
eith«r  putr  were  more  olurlj  undentood  bj  the 

In  India,  too,  the  progress  of  Ituasia 
has  become  a  very  absorbing  topic,  and 
has  given  rise  to  considerable  anxiety, 
and  even  alarm,  which  it  is  very  desirable 
should  be  dissipated  by  a  full  and  frank 
discussion  in  this  House. 

I  will  now  hasten  to  notice,  as  briefly 
as  possible,  the  events  which  have  oc- 
curred in  Central  Asia ;  but  I  must  first 
define  the  region  of  which  I  wish  to 
speak  under  mat  title.  I  mean  by  Cen- 
tral Asia,  then,  that  VEist  region  which 
is  conterminous  with  the  northern  fron- 
tiers of  Persia  and  Afigh&aistan,  is 
bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Caspian 
Sea,  on  the  north  by  the  frontiers  of 
the  Russian  provinces,  Orenbetg  and 
Omsk,  and  on  the  east  by  the  mountains 
of  Chinese  Tartary,  and  tiie  ranges  which 
succeed  them,  up  to  Bakhtarminsk.  In 
order  to  simplify  my  statement,  I  shall 
say  what  I  have  to  say  of  Chinese  Tar- 
tary  at  once,  so  as  to  eliminate  that 
country  from  the  discussion.  It  has  been 
called  Little  Bokh^a,  Eastern  Turkestan 
or  Chinese  Tartary.  The  second  name 
is  that  which  should  now  be  adopted, 
ranee  the  Russians  have  established  a 
new  province  to  the  west  which  they 
have  called  Turkestan.  The  name  of 
Chinese  Tartary  is  no  longer  applicable. 
The  Chinese  have  been  maseacred  or  ex- 
pelled. The  whole  country  has  been  re- 
volutionized and  Uuhammedinized,  and 
is  under  the  sway  of  Takub  Kushbegi, 
a  native  of  Eokand,  whose  capital  is 
Eashgtir.  This  is  the  same  individual 
who  commanded  the  Army  of  Kokand 
against  the  Russians  some  fifteen  years 
ago,  and  is  said  to  have  been  secretly 
favourable  to  them.    Be  that  as  it  may, 


it  is  certain  he  now  rules  at  Eashg^r, 
and  the  Russians  have  advanced  ttieir 
frontier  irom  Bakhtarminsk  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Elashgar  500  miles  to  the  south, 
to  the  Syanshan  Mountains,  which  bound 
Eashgar  to  the  north,  and  have  an- 
nexed all  the  territory  to  the  west. 
Were  the  same  rate  of  progress  con- 
tinued, Russia  would  in  the  course  of  a 
few  years — I  have  heard  one  great  au- 
thoii^  say  in  one  year  —  advance  to 
the  Kuen  Lim  range  and  the  frontiers  of 
Eashmfr,  and,  for  my  part,  I  do  not 
see  why  such  an  event  should  be  con- 
templated by  us  with  any  feeling  of 
dissatisfoction.  The  Chinese  Qovem- 
ment  of  Eastern  Turkestan  was  cruel 
and  exacting,  and  that  of  the  natives 
when  they  succeeded  to  power  was  no 
better,  as  witness  the  pyramids  of  heads 
set  up  in  Eashgar  in  1657,  by  Tali 
Ehan  Turia,  on  the  summit  of  one  of 
which  be  is  said  to  have  placed  the 
head  of  the  celebrated  traveller  Adolphe 
Schlagentweit.  If  the  Government, 
therefore,  should  pass  into  other  bands, 
I  can  see  no  reason  for  regretting  the 
change.  As  to  the  Indian  frontier  in 
this  direction,  ^though  the  discoveriesof 
that  enterprizing  officer  Mr,  Forsyth  and 
others  have  dispelled  the  illusion  once 
entertained  even  by  the  President  of  our 
Get^aphical  Society,  that  it  is  fenced 
with  such  stupendous  and  impassable 
mountain  ranges  that  the  movements  of 
the  most  formidable  hostile  power  in  the 
region  beyond  it  might  be  viewed  with 
complete  indifference,  I  neverthelesa 
considerthat  there  is  no  ground  for  alarm. 
It  is  true  Mr.  Forsyth  and  others  have 
shown  that  about  seventy  miles  east  of 
the  Earakorum  Pass  there  is  a  route 
over  a  high  plateau  passable  even  for 
wheeled  carriages  between  the  frontier 
of  India  and  Tarkand.  It  is  true,  too, 
that  the  frontier  of  India  has  twice  been 
invaded  in  that  direction,  once  in  1666, 
and  ^ain  in  1641 ;  but  the  territoiy 
belongs  to  our  faithful  ally  the  Rajah  of 
Eashmir,  who  sent  a  brigade  to  assist 
us  at  the  siege  of  Delhi,  and  whose 
loyalty  and  fidelity  are  well  known,  and 
with  our  assistance  he  could  render  all 
attempts  at  invasion  over  the  difficult 
count^  I  have  mentioned  impossible, 
and  therefore  we  need  have  no  anxiety 
on  that  head.  I  must  mention  that  Mr. 
Forsyth  has  succeeded,  with  the  aid  of 
the  Rajah  of  Eashmir  and  his  Minister, 
in  developing  a  trade  between  the  Pim- 
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jab  and  Tarkand  in  this  directioii,  which 
cannot  but  prove  most  beneficial  to  our 
Indian  tea  plantations.  On  that  ac- 
count and  in  the  interest  of  science  I 
truat  the  Government  will  see  reason  to 
publish  the  correspondence  and  Papers 
which  have  passed  between  Mr.  Forsyth 
and  the  Indian  Goyemment  on  this  sub- 
ject. To  return  to  the  great  tract  to  the 
West,  which  I  have  called  Central  Asia, 
and  the  boundaries  of  which  I  have 
mentioned.  This  b  marked  out  by 
nature  in  three  great  divisions.  To  the 
north  there  is  the  Qreat  Eii^hiz  Steppe, 
extending  1,500  miles  from  west  to  east, 
and  more  than  500  from  north  to  south. 
This  is,  for  the  most  part,  desert,  and 
wandered  over  by  2,500,000  of  nomad 
Kirghiz.  Next  comes  the  rich  tract  be- 
tween the  rivers  Jaxartes  and  Ozus, 
which  extends  from  the  Sea  of  Aval,  in 
a  south-easterlydirection  some  800  miles, 
ujp  to  the  mountains  of  Badakhshin  and 
Kabul,  and  comprehends  the  three 
Uzbek  States,  Khmva,  Bokhara,  and 
Kokand.  Lastly,  there  is,  to  the  south- 
west, the  great  Turkuman  Steppe,  with  a 
population  of  2,000,000  of  nomad  Tur- 
komans. The  area  of  the  whole  region 
I  am  describing  exceeds  1,000,000  of 
square  miles,  with  a  population  of  less 
than  9,000,000.  Its  area  surpasses  that 
of  British  India,  and  might  even  be  com- 
pared with  the  whole  of  the  vast  tract 
from  Peshawar  to  Calcutta  and  Cape 
Comorin.  This  scanty  population  is 
mainly  owing  to  mis-government,  for 
the  country  between  the  rivers  possesses 
a  soil  of  singular  fertility,  and  is  capa- 
ble of  supporting  many  times  more  inha- 
bitants than  it  at  present  has.  Indeed, 
the  immense  armies  of  Chengiz,  and  of 
Tamerlane,  were  maintained  andrecrui ted 
there.  Sir,  twenty  years  ago  the  whole  of 
this  vast  region  was  interposed  as  an  in- 
dependent country,  inhabited  by  free  and 
independent  tribes,  between  Russia  and 
Persia,  and  Afghanistan.  The  Russian 
frontier  was  then  marked  by  the  so- 
called  Orenbei^  and  Siberian  Lines,  a 
series  of  military  posts  which  extended 
frvm  Gouriev,  whore  the  river  Ural 
falls  into  the  north-west  part  of  the 
Caspian,  to  Orenberg,  Orsk,  Troitska, 
Petropalovsky,  8emipatatinsk,andBakh- 
tarminsk,  a  distance  of  3,300  verets,  or 
2,200  miles.  But  in  1B47-8  the  Bus- 
edans  commenced  a  great  movement 
to  the  south ;  they  built  three  forta 
in  the  centre  of  the  Ei^hiz  Steppe  on 
Mr.  Etutmck 


the  Turgai,  Irgiz,  and  Eerabnt  rivers, 
established  lines  of  communication  fr«m 
Orenberg  to  the  Sea  of  Aral  through 
the  Steppe,  and  built  the  Fort  of  Aralsk 
or  Bamisk,  where  the  Jaxartes  flows 
into  the  Aral  Sea,  on  which  they  launched 
three  vessels.  From  that  time  to  this 
their  advance  has  been  sometimes  slow, 
but  continuous.  I  will  not  weary  the 
House  by  detailing  their  militaiy  opera- 
tions, which  were  uniformly  successful, 
and  reflect  much  credit  on  the  Busfdan 
soldiers.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the 
advance  was  made  in  two  directions ; 
izoxa  the  Aral  atoi^  the  course  of  the 
Jaxartes,  where  a  Hne  of  forte,  erected 
by  the  Kokanians  since  1817,  were  cap- 
tured and  destroyed,  or  re-built  and  gar- 
risoned, and  from  the  Siberian  lines  to 
effect  a  junction  with  the  troops  ascend- 
ing the  Jaxartes,  and  to  capture  the  forts 
that  intervened  between  the  two  Eus- 
sian  lines  of  advance.  The  progress  of 
these  two  lines  was  delayed  oy  two 
events,  one  of  which  was  a  serious  in- 
surrection of  the  Kirghiz  of  the  Steppe 
under  one  Izet  Kuteoar,  which  lasted 
irom  1833  to  1857.  I  maymention  that 
these  tribes  are  now  again  in  revolt,  and 
have  been  joined  by  the  Bashkirs.  But 
the  present  insurrection  will  assuredly  be 
put  down  as  was  the  last.  However,  in 
1853,  the  Buasianstook  Ak-Mesjid,  the 
principal  Kokanian  fort  on  the  Jaxartes, 
and  in  1854,  they  founded  Fort  Vemoe, 
on  the  Issikul  I^e,  on  the  eastern  line 
of  advance,  which  became  the  capital 
of  the  Great  Kii^hiz  horde,  who  must 
now  he  reckoned  as  Bussian  subjects. 
The  other  great  event  was  the  Crimean 
War ;  but,  as  soon  as  it  was  over,  Bus- 
sia  made  immense  efforts  to  reduce 
Gircassia  to  complete  submission.  An 
army  of  more  than  100,000  men  was 
employed  in  the  Caucasus — Gaunib  was 
taken  in  1859,  and  Shamil  sent  prisoner  to 
BuBsia.  The  Circassian  exodus  followed, 
and  the  great  army  of  Trans-Caucasift 
was  set  free  to  reinforce  the  troops  in  Cen- 
tral Asia,  or  to  act  in  any  other  direc- 
tion. In  1864,  the  two  Bossian  lines  of 
advance  were  brought  into  communica- 
tion by  the  capture  of  Turkestan  and 
Chemkend,  two  important  cities  above 
the  forts  on  the  Lower  Jaxartes,  and  by 
the  storming  of  all  the  Kokanian  forts 
to  the  East.  In  November  of  that  year, 
Prince  Gortachakoff  issued  a  circular, 
stating  that  Bussiabad  been  constrained 
by  imperious  necessity  to  advance  thus 
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far,  but  that  tlie  Empire  had  now  reached 
its  Umita,  which  would  be  settled  by 
Degotiation.  In  1665,  the  recently  con- 
qaered  territory  waa  erected  into  a  new 
Government,  which  was  caDed  the  Pro- 
vince of  Turkestan.  But  in  the  summer 
of  that  year  hoatilitieB  were  resumed ; 
General  Ghemaief  eng^ed  and  defeated 
the  combined  forces  of  Kokan  and 
BokMra,  and  advancing  south  ninety 
miles,  took  Taahkend,  acitywith  100,000 
inhabitants,  and  the  most  important  com- 
mercial town  in  Central  Asia.  He  was  re- 
called, but  presented,  it  is  said,  with  a 
diamond-hilf«d  sword  by  tho  Emperor. 
Eia  successor,  General  Bomanoffsky, 
followed  in  his  eteps,  and  in  Hay, 
1866,  defeated  the  Amfr  of  BokMra  at 
Idfar,  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Jaxartes, 
marched  aouth,  and  took  Khojend,  a  city 
directly  between  Kok^n  and  Bokh&ra. 
With  this  blow,  the  independence  of 
Eokan,  one  of  the  three  principal  Usbek 
States,  was  extinguished,  half  its  terri- 
tory being  incorporated  with  Eussia,  and 
the  other  half  reduced  to  a  dependency 
under  Khudayiir  Khan.  In  1867,  Eo- 
manoffeky  invaded  the  territory  of  Bok- 
hara, and  established  a  tiU  de  ponl  at 
Jizzik,  within  sixty  miles  of  Samarkand. 
On  this,  he  was  recalled,  and  even  de- 
graded &om  his  mihtary  rank  and  sent 
to  Moscow,  where  he  devoted  his  time 
to  the  preparation  of  a  pamphlet  on 
the  means  of  consoUdating  the  Russian 
conquests  in  Central  Asia.  Heanwlule, 
General  Kau&iann  in  command  of  Jizzik, 
defeated  an  army  of  observation,  which 
the  Amfr  of  BokMra  had  assembled  in 
the  vicinity,  and  took  Samarkand,  which 
is  now  Kjurisoned  in  force  bj  the  Eua- 
eians.  Thus  expired  the  independence 
oS  BokMra,  for  the  Bussians  can,  at 
any  time,  occupy  the  capital  and  over- 
run the  remaining  territory ;  but,  ere 
they  do  this,  they  vrill  probably  wait  for 
the  construction  of  a  railway  from  the 
Caspian  to  the  Oxua,  which,  at  the  re- 
commendation of  General  Eomanoffsky, 
haa  been  sanctioned  by  the  Eusaian  Go- 
TWnment,  and  the  surveys  for  which  are 
now  being  made.  It  ia  said  that  Gene- 
ral Eomanof&ky  will  shortly  arrive  to 
superintend  the  construction  of  this 
line,  by  which  the  troopa  iu  Bokhira 
can  be  re-inforced  in  a  few  weeks  either 
£rom  the  Caucasua  or  from  Astrakhan. 
Buaaia  being  now  dominant  in  Bok- 
Mra and  Kokan,  and  the  whole  of  the 
ridi  eonntry  between  the  Jaxartes  and 
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the  Oxus  having  been  virtually  abaorbed 
into  the  Eussian  Empire,  it  may  be  asked 
—What  will  be  the  results?  The  first 
result  win,  of  course,  be  that,  as  the 
Orenbui^  and  Siberian  Lines  are  now 
useless,  me  whole  of  the  Cossacks  and 
other  troops  that  guard  them  will  be 
pushed  forward  some  1,200  ndles  to  oc- 
cupy a  new  frontier  from  Krasnovodsfc 
Bay,  or  wherever  else  on  the  Caspian 
the  railway  may  be  commenced,  to  tho 
Oxus,  aad  along  that  river  to  the  foot  of 
the  K&bul  mountains,  and  so  on  to  Fort 
Yemoe,  in  the  Kaahg^  mountains,  and 
thence  to  Siberia,  ^e  (umy  of  Central 
Asia  will  also,  no  doubt,  be  greatly  aug- 
mented, and  the  resources  and  revenue 
of  the  new  country  will  be  fully  adequate 
to  meet  the  increased  expenditure.  The 
railway  from  the  Caspian  to  the  Oxus 
will  enable  the  Eussians  at  any  time  to 
reinforce  their  army  on  the  Oxus  to 
any  extent  from  Trans-Caucasia.  This 
is  expressly  stated  by  General  Eoman- 
offsky in  words  which,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  I  will  now  read. 
General  Bomanof&ky,  after  speaking 
of  new  roads,  projected  by  theEussians, 
from  the  Caspian  into  Central  Asia, 
says — 

"  Sines  the  iboTS  wu  vrilten  pT«pantt[aDE  fbr 
the  coDilructioD  of  a  railroad  hsTe  begun  on  thii 
route.  After  the  completion  of  tho  line,  which 
mhf  be  expected  wilhin  two  jeara  at  laleat.  com- 
manioationa  bf  iteam  will  bave  been  eitabliahed 
between  St.  Peteraburg  and  Kho.iend,  in  [he  very 
heart  of  Turlieatan.  Anolber  ailvaptaga  of  tbs 
projected  roadi  ia  that  thej  would  put  the  Cau- 
ca<ui  in  direct  oommanioation  with  Turkeitao, 
it  being  probable  that  we  thall  have  to  keep  a 
large  force  id  the  Csaciuaa  for  manf  yeara  to 
come,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  there  will  t>e 
no  lack  of  opportniiities  in  Central  Aaia  of  achiev- 
ing grand  reeults  with  imall  detacbmenta,  the 
importance  of  providing  a  abort  cot  eannot  be 
OTer-rated.  At  present,  it  tokea  two  months  to 
march  a  bodj  of  troopa  from  the  Volga  to  Tur- 
kestan 1  afUr  the  conatruoiion  of  the  new  road, 
a  couple  of  oeeks  irill  suffloe.  In  future,  then, 
the  Caucasian  armj  will  be  regarded  h;  our  Ge- 
nerals as  the  reserve  of  the  I'urkeatau  foroe,  and 
being  always  so  strong  that  it  can  ensily  spare 
some  battalions  wtthont  injur;  la  the  service 
entrusted  to  it,  its  sphere  of  action  will,  in  laot, 
extend  to  both  coantriea  alike." 

The  second  result  will  be  that  the 
EuBsians  will  acquire  a  predominant  in- 
fluence at  Ktibul.  Those  who  question 
this  do  not  perhaps  consider  how  inti- 
mately Bokh^a  and  Kibul  are  con- 
nected, both  geographically  and  poli- 
tically. The  distncts  of  Balk,  Khulum, 
and  Kunduz,  which  have  been  held  by 
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tlie  AffgiSns  of  Kabul  for  the  lost  thirty 
years,  belong  properly  to  Bokhara ; 
while  MEtimanah,  Sir-i-Pul  and  Andkoi 
are  ia  dispute  between  the  two  States. 
Theee  circumstances  most  lead  either 
to  a  collision  between  the  Bussians  and 
Affgh^s,  or  to  great  concessions  on 
part  of  the  latter.  In  either  case,  Kabul 
IS  sure  to  become  dependent  on  its 
powerful  neighbour.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, too,  that  Bokhara  has  re- 
peatedly, in  the  last  quarter  of  a  centuiy, 
decided  the  fate  of  Efibul.  Both  Dost 
Mohammed,  and  Akbarhis  son,  tool 
^ge  in  Bokhara,  and  returned  from  it 
to  reign  at  Kabul ;  and,  in  IS67,  Ab- 
du'r  rahm^  Khto,  the  grandson  of 
Muhammed,  who  is  married  to  a  daughter 
of  ^e  Amfr  of  Bokhara,  expelled  Sher 
All  Khan,  the  present  ruler  of  Kabul, 
from  his  capital,  with  the  help  of  a 
Bokhfirian  aujoliary  force.  We  may 
fairly  argue,  then,  that  in  the  hands  of 
Hussia  Bokhara  will  play  a  more  influ- 
ential r6le  at  Kabul  than  it  did  in  fliOBe 
of  a  comparatively  weak  native  chief. 
Sir,  I  cannot  but  think,  irom  the  tone  of 
at  least  one  article  which  has  appeared 
in  the  Moteow  Oautte,  that  the  Bussians 
themselves  anticipate  such  a  result, 
otherwise  they  would  hardly  have  in- 
formed ns  that  the  Paasea  up  to  Kabul 
are  practicable  for  riege  guns,  or  have 
supposed  that  we  should  attach  so  much 
importance  to  their  occupation  of  Bok- 
hara as  they  seem  to  think  we  do,  by 
anticipating  that  we  would  have  recourse 
to  diplomatic,  or  even  military  inter- 
ference, to  prevent  their  advance.  Sir, 
I  believe  these  notions  are  quite  false, 
and  I  imagine  I  am  expressing  some- 
thing of  the  general  feeling  here  when 
I  say  that  I  rejoice  that  the  odious 
tyranny  of  the  Uzbek  chie&  has  been 
superseded  by  a  Government  which  has 
already  done  so  much  to  civilize  an  im- 
mense portion  of  Asia,  and  develop  its 
natural  resources,  and  which  hospitably 
receives  and  protects  travellers,  instead 
of  plundering  and  imprisoning,  or,  per- 
haps, muirdering  them.  The  whole  region 
of  which  I  have  spoken,  as  just  occupied 
by  the  Kussians,  is  rich  in  minerals,  and 
large  portions  of  it  in  agricultural  and 
other  produce,  and,  under  a  settled  Oo- 
vemment,  we  may  expect  to  see  the 
uprise  of  a  flourishing  commerce,  which 
by  enriching  Russia  must  indirectly 
benefit  us.  With  regard  to  Kabul,  al- 
though I  conceive  it  to  be  our  du^  to 
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cultivate  friendly  relations  with  its  ruler, 
as  well  as  other  neighbouring  Princes,  I 
can  see  no  reasons  which  should  induce 
us  to  embark  in  ai^  fresh  alliance  with 
him  ;  still  less  can  I  understand  why  we 
should  be  apprehensive  of  any  dtuiger 
from  that  quarter.  As  soon  as  the  rail- 
way is  completed  to  Peshawar  from 
L^ore — and  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  lines,  as  far  as  Eawul 
Findee,  are  nowbeing  made — and  as  soon 
as  the  line  from  Hyderabad  to  Mult^ 
is  finished  I  should  look  upon  Peshawar 
as  about  the  safest  place  in  all  India  for 
us  to  encounter  an  enemy.  Supposing, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  a  hostile  force 
to  descend  from  Kabul  to  invade  India,  it 
would,  as  Sir  Henry  Lawrence  remarked 
long  ago,  emerge  from  the  Khyber  Pass, 
necesearilyin  some  disorder,  in  the  face  of 
a  first-class  fortress  and  a  powerful  army, 
with  all  the  resources  of  India  at  their 
back.  It  is  quite  within  our  own  power  to 
make  Peshawar  absolutely  secure  against 
any  force  that  under  any  circumstances 
could  be  brought  against  it.  It  stands 
to  reason  that,  as  tMs  place  Is  one  of  the 
two  doors  of  India,  and  as  there  are 
salubrious  hill  stations  within  a  conve- 
nient distance,  as  at  Bawul  Pindee,  and 
Campbellpore,  we  should  here  mass  our 
strongest  European  force,  say  15,000 
men,  under  llie  very  best  General  the 
English  army  can  produce,  and  that  he 
should  have  unlimited  powers  to  estab- 
lish defences  on  the  banks  of  the  Indus, 
and  to  deal  with  the  hiU  tribes  in  the 
neighbourhood.  If  we  wish  to  solve  an 
Affghin  problem,  let  us  begin  with  these 
tribes,  who  are  amongst  the  most  warlike 
of  their  nation,  and  if  united  could,  it  is 
said,  bring  into  the  field  100,000  fighting 
men.  I  am  informed  that  a  medal  is 
about  to  be  given  for  fifteen  actions 
fought  by  our  troops  in  fouriieen  years 
wit£  these  tribes ;  and  it  is  notorious 
that,  in  the  campaign  of  1863  alone,  we 
lost  against  them  900  officers  and  men, 
killed  and  wounded.  Sir,  I  hope  the 
Qovemment  will  propose  another  medal 
for  the  General  and  troops,  who  eball 
maintain  our  North-western  frontier  for 
three  years  without  a  single  engage- 
ment with  these  tribes.  I  have  no 
doubt  su(^  a  medal  could  be  won,  but 
not  till  afrer  a  iudicious  mixture  of 
severity  and  conciliation,  maintained  for 
some  time,  had  brought  these  tribes  over 
to  our  side.  In  order  to  effect  this  ob- 
ject we  must  select  the  very  best  G^eneral 
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we  have  for  the  command  of  the  frontier, 
and  place  under  him  a  sufficient  number 
of  £uropean  troops.  At  present  we  have 
at  Fesfaiffar  and  on  the  frontier  a  force 
of  25,000  natiTe  troopB — the  very  flower 
of  our  native  Army — and  it  appears 
highly  impolitic  to  have  with  them  no 
more  than  6,500  Europeans.  There  are, 
at  a  convenient  distance  fr^im  Pesh&war, 
the  most  salubrious  hill  stations  in,  per- 
haps, all  India,  and  there  I  would  mass 
a  force  of  not  less  than  15,000  Euro- 
peans, drawing  2,000  fi^mt  each  of  the 
minor  Presidencies — from  such  places  as 
Uadras,  Hyderabad,  and  Punah,  and 
the  rest  from  such  stations  as  Cawnpore 
in  Bengal.  Such  a  European  force  could 
at  once  crush  any  opposition  on  the 
fr^mtier,  and  would  m^e  it  absolutely 
secure ;  and,  in  case  of  any  unforeseen 
emergency,  a  division  of  it  could  be 
moved  by  rail  to  any  part  of  India.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  it  is  entirely  in 
own  power  to  make  our  frontier  _. 
Pesh^ar  secure,  and  I  am  agaiost  any 
fresh  alliances  with  the  Affghans  of 
Kabul.  I  know  it  has  been  said  that 
the  neutrality  of  the  AfiTgh&ns  during 
the  great  Mutiny  was  owing  to  the 
subsidy  paid  to  Dost  MuharMned ;  but  I 
am  convinced  that  it  is  to  be  attributed 
to  the  stem  and  decisive  measures  taken 
by  our  General  and  the  political  autho- 
nties  at  Peshiwar,  rather  than  to  any 
forbearance  on  the  part  of  the  ruler  of 
£abul.  In  short,  I  am  entirely  opposed 
to  any  agreement  to  supply  the  ASghins 
with  money  or  with  arms,  because  our 
motives  in  such  a  course  would  be  cer- 
tainly misinterpreted,  and  because,  from 
the  notorious  fickleness  of  the  Affghins, 
such  supplies  would  be  just  as  probably 
need  against  us  as  for  us.  Besides,  our 
unfortunate  antecedent  relations  with 
the  Affghans  have  left  on  their  minds  a 
blood  feud.  Above  all,  such  a  measure, 
without  conciliating  the  ASgh^ns,  would 
indubitably  give  great  umbrage  to  our 
old  and  natural  tuly,  Persia. 

Having  mentioned  Persia,  I  come  to 
mention  a  third  result,  which  must 
necessarily  follow  from  the  recent  con- 
quests of  Euasia,  and  that  is  a  consider- 
able amount  of  apprehension,  and  per- 
haps disturbance,  amongst  the  Persians. 
I  ^ow  that,  in  one  reject,  the  Eussian 
advance  will  be  beneficial  to  Persia.  The 
slave  markets  of  the  Uzbek  capitals  will 
be  now  dosed,  and  thus  one  great  in- 
ducement fbr  the  forays  of  the  Turku- 


majiB  will  be  removed.  We  may  even 
hope  that  the  Buseians  may  be  induced, 
in  the  cause  of  humanity,  to  enforce  the 
liberation  of  the  myriads  of  Persians 
who  are  now  pining  in  slavery  amongst 
the  Uzbeks.  I  know,  too,  that  the  Sh&h 
is  too  conscious  of  Ms  dignity,  as  the 
representative  of  one  of  the  oldest 
monarchies  upon  earth,  and  too  confi- 
dent in  the  loyalty  of  his  people,  to  have 
any  anxiety ;  and  Z  suppose  that  his 
Government  and  our  own  would  be  as 
willing  to  accept,  as  the  Russians  would 
be  willing  to  offer,  assurances  of  the 
groundlessness  of  any  apprehension  of  a 
fresh  advance  on  their  part.  But  still 
imreasonable  panics  prevail  in  the  East ; 
and  I  cannot  but  think  that  the  advance 
on  the  East  of  the  Caspian  of  a  great 
Power,  which  has  already  deprived 
Persia  of  some  of  her  fairest  provinces 
on  the  West  of  that  sea,  will  cause  con- 
siderable alarm  in  the  frontier  provinces 
of  Persia,  and  especially  in  Ehurasdn. 
The  Persians  will  point  to  the  island  of 
Ashuradah,  in  the  south-east  comer  of 
the  Caspian,  close  to  Astarabad,  which 
was  occupied  by  Russia  so  long  back  as 
1841,  and  converted  from  a  mere  sand- 
bank into  a  naval  depot  and  a  station 
for  war  steamers.  The  Persians  have 
long  since  been  informed  by  one  of  their 
own  European  instructors,  M,  Ferrier, 
that  a  Bussian  expeditionary  force  might 
with  ease,  and  almost  without  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Persian  Government,  be 
landed  from  Baku  or  Astrakhan,  at 
AshurSdah,  concentrated  at  AstarabM, 
and  marched  along  the  Perso-Turkuman 
frontier  all  the  way  to  Herat.  Indeed, 
the  Persians  might  allege  that  such  a 
step  could  not  be  prevented,  for  by  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  the  Persians  are  pro- 
hibited  from  entering  Herat  territory, 
and  it  would  take  many  weeks  for  a  force 
fi^m  Kabul  to  reach  Herat  by  the  cir- 
cuitous route  of  Ghazni  and  Kandahar. 
The  Persians  will  also  point  to  the  iact 
that  there  is  an  AiTghan  contingent  serv- 
ing in  the  Eussian  camp,  commanded,  it 
is  said,  by  Sikandar  Khan,  son  of  the 
late  Ruler  of  Herat.  Above  all,  they 
will  dwell  on  the  circumstance  that  the 
immense  strategic  importance  and  general 
value  of  Herat  is  thoroughly  well  known 
among  the  Russians,  who hada  scientific 
mission  there  in  1858,  which  explored 
all  the  neighbouring  country.  In  fact, 
every  Russian  officer  must  know  that 
Herat  poseesses  a  soil  of  nniivaUed  &z- 
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tility,  a  salubrioue  climate,  and  abiind- 
aace  of  '^ater ;  that  all  tlie  roads  from 
the  principal  cities  to  the  north,  west, 
and  south  centre  in  it ;  that  it  is  sur- 
rounded by  formidable  earthworta, 
■which  might  be  atrengthened  by  Euro- 

ftan  science  to  any  extent.  In  short, 
ussiaa  officers  know  well  that  Herat  ie 
a  position  of  the  highest  strategic  im- 
portance, and  possesaes  unrivalled  ad- 
vantages in  other  respects.  The  Per- 
sians, therefore,  will  ima^e  that,  just 
aa  three  Susaian  Generals  in  succession 
disregarded  the  manifeato  of  Prince 
Gortaehakoff,  and  advanced  to  firesh  con- 
quests, so  a  fourth,  in  imitation  of  hie 
predecessors,  ma;  be  found  to  make  a 
sudden  and  une^ected  advance  upon 
Herat.  Now,  it  will  be  said  that  these 
apprehensions  of  the  Persians  are  quite 
groundleae,  and  the  whole  notion  of  a 
fredi  movement  on  the  part  of  Bussia 
illusory,  and  many,  therefore,  will  re- 
commend a  policy  of  complete  inaction, 
and,  no  doubt,  that  was  our  true  policy 
thir^  years  ago.  But  I  contend  that  a 
system  of  interference  on  our  part,  as 
regards  Herat,  ever  since  1837 — wars 
waged,  and  millions  of  money  expended, 
and  above  all,  Treaty  obligationa  in- 
curred— render  an  inactive  policy  now 
inconsistent  with  justice  to  Persia  and 
with  honour.  Sir,  the  House  will,  I 
hope,  pardon  me  if  I  show,  by  a  very 
brief  remmi  of  our  relations  witih  Persia, 
the  manner  in  which  the  Herat  question 
arose,  and  the  grounda  on  which  I  be- 
lieve our  former  interference  in  it,  and 
our  present  neglect  of  it,  alike  unjustifi- 
able. It  is,  perhaps,  not  generally 
known  that  our  friendly  relations  wit^ 
Persia  are  of  older  date  than  those  with 
Turkey,  which  commenced  in  1675,  while 
those  with  Persia  began  in  1602.  In 
that  year  two  valiant  English  Knights 
— Sir  Anthony  and  Sir  fiobort  Sherley 
— entered  the  service  of  Abbda  the  Great, 
and  became  the  instructors  of  the  Per- 
sian  Army.  It  was  in  great  part  owing 
to  them  that  he  gained  that  si^ial  victory 
over  the  Turks,  in  which  23,000  Turks 
were  left  dead  on  the  field  of  battle,  and 
ten  Pashas  were  alain  or  taken  prisoners. 
In  1622,  friendly  Embassies  were  inter- 
changed between  England  and  Persia, 
In  1625,  the  combined  forces  of  Persia 
and  of  the  East  India  Company  took 
Gombroon,  which  has  ever  since  been 
called  the  Port  of  Abb^.  An  English 
factory  was  maintained  there  till  1761, 
3£r.  Eoittcieh 


and  during  all  that  time  the  agents  of 
the  Eaat  £dia  Company  were  well  re- 
ceived at  the  Persian  Court.  The  auc- 
cessors  of  Abbas,  whatever  their  follies, 
or  whatever  their  crimes,  were  uniformly 
favourable  to  Christians,  and  especially 
to  the  English,  and  their  conduct  in  that 
respect  controated  moat  advantageously 
witn  the  cruelty  and  intolerance  of  the 
Turks.  Even  Nadir,  that  great  con- 
queror so  terrible  to  others,  anowed  es- 
pecial favour  to  Englishmen  ;  treated 
Hanway  with  respect,  and  made  Mton 
hia  Admiral  in  ttie  Caspian.  In  1763, 
Karim  Khfin,  then  Sovereign  of  Persia, 
granted  to  the  English  exclusive  trade 
privileges  and  the  right  of  establishing 
a  factory  at  Bnshire.  Those  privileges 
were  enl^ged  and  confirmed,  in  1788, 
by  Jafir  Eiian.  From  1801  to  1814, 
under  the  dread  of  an  AffghAn  or  a 
French  invasion  of  India,  the  English 
sought  the  alliance  of  Persia  with  ex- 
traordinary persistence,  and  Path  All 
Sh&h  responded  to  their  advances  with 
the  utmost  cordialily,  and  thereby  estab- 
lished, in  behalf  of  Persia,  an  enduring 
claim  on  the  fdendship  of  England.  In 
the  repeated  Treaties  which  were  con- 
tracted during  that  period  between  the 
two  countries,  it  was  eapecially  covenanted 
that  Persia  shoidd  prevent  any  invasion 
of  India  by  the  AiF^MnB,  or  by  a  Euro- 

S»n  Power  advancing  by  Samarkand  or 
okh&ra.  But  as  the  dread  of  invasion 
passed  away,  the  friendship  of  England 
grew  cold.  I  shall  not  allude  to  what 
took  place  between  us  and  Abbda  Mirza 
in  1826  acd  1828,  because  I  am  quite 
unable  to  justify  it.  It  is  enough  that 
our  policy  towards  Persia  underwent  a 
complete  change,  until,  in  the  beginning 
of  Muhammed  Sh^'s  reign,  our  aliena- 
tion culminated  in  positiTe  interference 
and  repression.  Then  arose,  and  was 
officially  expressed,  the  idea — the  pre- 
posterous idea,  I  will  call  it — that  Persia 
was  the  "pioneer  of  Kuasia."  That 
notion  received  some  colour  from  the 
fact  that  Haji  Mirza  Aghassf,  bom  a 
subject  of  Russia,  had  risen  to  be  Prime 
Minister  of  Persia.  But  it  is  absurd  to 
suppose  that  so  astute  a  people  as  the 
Peisiana  could  have  ever  believed  in  any 
special  identity  between  their  own  in- 
terests and  tliose  of  Bussia.  I  will  not 
pursue  this  theme,  but  will  only  say  that 
Bussia  is  her  own  pioneer,  and  stands  in 
need  of  no  assiatance  frvm  any  quarter 
to  accomplish  her  objects.    However,  at 
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this  time  tlie  Herat  question  aroee,  and 
the  erroneous  doctrine  I  have  mentioned 
prevented  our  diplomatic  officers  from 
giving  to  ttie  argumente  of  the  Persians, 
in  fayouT  of  the  expedition  against 
Herat,  their  due  weight.  I  believe  the 
value  of  Herat  to  Persia  has  never  been 
properly  understood  in  England.  In 
order  to  view  the  question  aright,  it 
must  he  observed  that  the  mountains, 
which  form  an  impassable  barrier  to  the 
north  of  KhurSs4n,afl6rrunmng8eTeral 
hundred  miles  from  the  Caspian  in  the 
direction  of  Herat,  sink  down  before 
they  reach  that  city,  and  leave  a  level 
country  quite  open  to  the  forays  of 
marauders.  The  Turkumans,  who  have 
desolated  Persia  for  centories,  and  have 
carried  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Fer- 
siaus  into  slavery,  cannot  be  repressed 
by  Persia  without  the  occupation  of 
Merv,  and  Merv  cannot  be  retained 
without  the  possession  of  Herat,  &a  from 
no  other  place  is  there  between  Persia 
and  Merv  a  well  watered  and  practicable 
route.  Merv  is  a  colony  of  the  family 
of  the  Shdh,  and  is,  in  consequence, 
called  "  Merv  of  the  Kajars."  It  was 
for  these  reasons,  and  not  out  of  a  foolish 
ambition,  that  Path  Ali  ShAh,  Abbas 
Mirza,  his  son,  Muhammed  8Mh,  and 
his  grandson,  the  reigning  Shah,  have 
desired  and  attempted  to  occupy  Herat. 
But  there  were  other  and  just  grounds 
for  Mnhammed  Shdh's  expedition.  The 
House  win  be  surprised  to  hear  it,  per- 
haps ;  but  it  is  the  fact,  that  the  popula- 
tion of  Herat  is  more  Persian  than 
Afighan.  I  will  go  further  than  that — 
I  will  prove  to  the  House  that  the 
Affghjins  are  in  a  small  minority ;  that 
they  are  mere  invaders,  and  are  as  odious 
and  detested  as  any  invaders  ever  were 
in  any  part  of  the  world.  I  establish 
this  by  the  impartial  testimony  of  a  cele- 
brated traveller  and  Orientalist,  who  has 
been  the  last  European  visitor  at  Herat, 
M.  Vambery.     He  says — 

"  NcTer  w»B  ruler  or  conqueror  to  deteited  ■■ 
u  the  Affghin  bjr  tfae  llcrnll.  The  orlginnl  in- 
habiUnla  at  the  eilj  were  reraiana,  and  belonged 
to  thfl  nioe  that  aprend  ilwir  from  Siai&n  (owardi 
the  North  ciat.  The  fortrtH  Itwlf  ia  iiilubUBd,  for 
the  Dioit  part,  bf  PeraUna.  Aa  li>r  Affghini,  one 
Bannot  find  in  Ihe  city  more  thxn  t  in  S.  Thej 
baire  bfcome  quite  Peratans,  and  are.  particalnrlf 
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IrjiDen.  A  K&bull  ia  aa  mueh  detesied  bj  them 
ai  by  ihe  aborigiiinl  naliTei  at  Herat.  It  needa 
onlj  aome  attack,  do  uialter  bjr  whom,  to  be  made 
Upon  Herat,  for  the  H-rslii  to  uke  up  arms 
againit  the  Afghani."— [rnttwbtn  Central  AH», 
p.  283.] 


I  was  employed  In  the  neighbourhood  of 
Herat  during  the  last  siege,  and  I  was 
in  daily  communication  with  Heratis, 
and  I  confirm  that  statement.  Bnt  even 
our  own  political  officer  at  Kabul  ac- 
knowledged that  Muhammed  Shah  was 
justified  m  marching  on  Herat.  Bumes 
wrote  from  Kabul  to  Lord  AudJand,  on 
the  14th  of  October,  1837— 

"  The  moat  oulrageoaa  eonduot  of  Kamrati  and 
Ma  Miniater  in  having  aold  inloalnvery  the  greater 
part,  if  not  (he  whole  Shiah  population  of  Uerat, 
would  juatifjr  anj'  attaok  ou  the  part  of  Penia." 
But  Bumes  did  not  add  that,  by  the  9tb 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1814,  England 
was  expressly  debarred  from  interfering. 
The  Article  is — 

"  If  war  ihould  be  declared  between  the  Affgh&na 
and  Perainna,  ibe  Engliah  GoTemment  tball  nol 
interfere  with  either  partj.  nnleaa  their  mediatioa 
to  effect  a  peace  ahall  be  tolidted  bj  both  partiea." 
But  in  spite  of  this  express  covenant — 
in  spite  of  the  most  just  grounds  and 
even  necessity  that  Persia  had  to  occupy 
Herat — England  interfered,  and  in  fa- 
vour  of  whom  ? — of  a  man  who  bad  aold 
a  whole  population  into  slavery,  and  who 
requited  us  by  immediately  tendering 
his  allegiance  to  Persia.  Sir,  it  would 
occupy  too  much  time  to  continue  the 
stoiy  of  Herat.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  it 
is  aU  of  the  same  kind,  and  has  resulted 
in  great  expense  to  ourselves,  and  in 
great  loss  and  expense  to  Persia,  counter- 
balanced in  some  degree,  to  Persia  by 
the  tact  that  even  the  Afghin  chie& 
that  we  have  imposed  upon  the  Heratis, 
have  all  been,  avowedly  or  secretly,  the 
vassals  of  the  Shftb,  and  have  some  of 
them  even  read  the  prayer  for  the  Sove- 
reign,  and  coined  money  in  his,  the 
Shah's,  name.  Sir,  I  contend,  that,  aa 
onr  policy  of  repression  and  interference 
with  Persia  has  entirely  broken  down  in 
the  case  of  Herat,  we  should  abandon  it 
as  regards  Merv,  Sfstin,  Bahrain,  and 
other  places,  where  we  have  no  legitimate 
right  to  meddle.  I  would  also  urge  that 
we  should  again  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  interests  of  Persia  are  entirely  iden- 
tical with  our  own  ;  and  that  we  should 
return  to  the  former  cordial  alliance  with 
that  country  which  we  maintained  for 
many  years.  As  for  Herat,  we  are,  of 
course,  bound  to  observe  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  but  let  us  at  least  interpret  it  aa 
favourably  aa  possible  to  Persia ;  and  to 
that  end  let  us  send  a  British  officer  of 
experience  to  Herat,  who  may  act  aa 
mediator  for  the  Persian  intereete.  There 
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can  be  no  objeddon  to  this,  ae  our  name 
has  alwaya  stood  well  with  the  HeratCs, 
and  there  have  been  many  European 
officers  at  Herat  aince  the  time  of  Eldred 
Pottinger.  Colonel  Taylor,  and  Captain 
Clerk,  were  there  in  1857 ;  the  Buesiau 
Mission  in  1858  ;  Colonel  Pell^  in  1860 ; 
and  Dost  Muhanuned  himself  invited  me 
to  Herat  during  the  siege  of  1862-3.  In 
every  other  respect  let  us  assist  to 
strengthen  Persia.  I  understand  that 
there  is  an  intention  of  sending  officers 
to  instruct  the  Shdh's  battalions,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  application  which  I 
had  the  honour  to  submit  irom  His  Ma- 
jesty, in  1863;  but  I  must  own  I  am 
surprised  at  the  delay  which  has  taken 
place  in  acceding  to  so  reasonable  a  re- 

Siest.  There  is  no  better  soldier  than 
e  Persian,  and  under  English  officers 
— to  whom  he  has  always  been  respect- 
ful and  attached — he  would  be  equal  to 
any  undertaking.     If  the  House  will 

Sennit  me  I  wul  establish  this  by  un- 
oubted  evidence.  The  first  evidence  I 
will  quote  is  that  of  one  who  saw  the 
Persian  soldier  in  action,  and  whose 
testimony  cannot  be  disputed — I  mean 
Eldred  Pottinger.    He  says — 

"  MuhnTTimed  Shfih'a  troopi  were  inBnitelj 
better  Boldien  than  aura  (the  jepojs),  and  twice 
W  good  troops  Bi  the  Afgh&na.  The  non-succeas 
of  their  efforLa  waa  (he  Tault  of  their  GeDerala. 
Ths  men  worked  verji  well  kt  the  trencbea,  eon- 
■idering  the;  were  not  trained  Sappera,  and  the 
practice  or  (heir  artillery  wRa  tmIIt  luperb.  Thej 
■implf  wsnted  Engineer*  and  a  Genernl  to  hive 
proved  ■  moat  fonnidahla  force.  It  ia  my  firm 
belief  thai  Mubammed  ShAb  might  hare  carried 
the  citf  bf  uaentt  the  trrj  drat  da;  that  he 
reaohed  Ilorat." — \Kaye't  Livti  of  Indian  Qjfi- 
«r*.  Vol.  3,  p.  183.] 

The  second  authori^  is  Sir  Justin  Bhiel, 
who  writes — 

"The  Peniati  loldier  ia  Mtira, energatio, and 
robuit.  with  immeDae  power  of  enduring  fatigue, 
pri'Btion,  Mid  eipoanre.  He  ia  fiill  of  inteliigecce, 
and  aecma  to  hare  a  natural  aptitude  for  >  mill- 
Urr  life.  Ualf-clothed,  half-fed,  mod  not  BTen 
half-paid,  be  will  make  mtrcbea  of  twentj-fonr 
milea  da;  after  daj,  and  wbeti  needa  bo  be  will 
extend  them  to  fortr  milee.    He  beara  cold  and 

beat  with  equal  fortitude ia  full  of  lift 

and  ebeerrulneia,  and  baa  alwayi  ditplayed  the 
moat  complete  iDbmiaaion  Co  hii  English  eom- 
mandera,  for  whom  he  has  erer  had  a  apeeial 
Teneratioo.  In  the  laat  conteat  between  Peraia 
and  Turkey  3,000  or  1,000  Pertians  of  the  ra- 
gular  arm;  put  to  flight  80,000  or  10,000  Turka 
at  Toprah  Kalah,  between  Balild  and  Erurfim." 
—{SheiC$  PtTiia,  p.  882.] 
Having  indicated  the  desirableness  of  a 
change  of  policy  as  regards  Persia,  and 
of  non-inteiference  with  her  territorial 


claims,  I  must  make  one  exception,  and 
that  is  as  regards  the  dominions  of  our 
faithful  aUy,  the  Ehau  of  EeUt.  Sir, 
it  is  now  thirty  years  since  we  acknow- 
ledged the  independence  of  Kelat,  and 
entered  into  an  alliance  with  its  ruler  as 
with  an  independent  Prince.  I  may  say 
that  I  drew  the  first  Memorandum  for 
the  first  Treaty  myself.  Ever  since  then 
the  Khans  of  Eelat  have  been  owe  faith- 
ful aUies,  and  I  think  their  country  may 
fairly  be  regarded  as  an  integral  part  of 
India.  Indian  names  of  places  still  re- 
main in  it.  The  Hindus  go  in  multitudes 
on  pilgrimage  to  HingUij,  which  is  with* 
in  its  Omits.  We  have  a  special  interest 
in  protecting  Kelat,  as  it  forma  the  Ren- 
tier of  Sindh,  and  we  have  already  some 
small  militaiy  posts  in  it,  as  well  as  our 
telegraphic  stations.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  we  ought  to  interpose  our  good 
offices  to  put  an  end  to  the  war  which  is 
now  earned  on  between  the  Persians 
and  Kelatfs  along  their  frontier.  In 
order  to  remove  aU  ^imd  for  qiuurel  a 
Boundary  Commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed under  our  mediation,  which 
would  settle  the  line  of  demarcation  once 
and  for  ever,  all  the  way  from  the 
Makran  coast  to  Quettafa.  Should  it  be 
acceptable  to  the  Khan  of  ZelSt,  I  would 
also  move  up  all  the  Sindh  horse,  except 
half  a  regiment,  to  Quettah,  and  even 
locate  with  them  the  European  regiment 
now  at  Karachi.  This  is  a  measure  re- 
commended by  that  great  military  genius, 
General  Jacob,  and  by  many  other  autho* 
rities.  The  climate  of  Quettah  is  in- 
finitely preferable  to  that  of  Sindh  for 
Europeans,  and  by  the  move  we  should 
have  the  control  of  the  Bolan  and 
Ebojnk  passes.  The  Bolan  might  be 
made  absolutely  secure  by  the  yearly 
expenditure  of  half  the  sum  wepaid  as 
Bubsidy  to  Dost  Mnhammed.  Tlie  only 
objection  I  have  heard  to  this  step  ia  that 
it  would  give  umbrage  to  the  Affgh&na. 
But  why  should  the  Afghans,  who  sub- 
mit so  quietly  to  our  appropriation  of  a 
large  part  of  what  ia  really  Afigh&n 
territoiy — I  mean  Peshjiwar — take  um- 
brage at  our  fixing  an  additional  post  in 
a  country  which  is  entirely  independent 
of  them !  The  truth  is,  the  objection  is 
worse  than  ridiculous — ^it  is  false.  The 
Affghana  do  not  object,  and  Saiyid  Nut 
Mtihammed,  the  present  Prime  Minister 
of  Kibul,  when  he  resided  for  aomo 
months  at  Quettah,  used,  while  depre- 
iting  our  so  much  as  sending  a  single 
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officer  to  K&bul,  to  recommend  our  ocoa- 
patioa  of  Quettah.  With  a  chimge  of 
policy  towards  FereiB,  I  would  ui^,  as 
a  first  stop,  tbe  transference  of  the  super- 
intendence of  our  relations  with  that 
Dountiy  &om  the  Foreign  to  the  India 
Office.  At  present  there  is  a  conflict  of 
authority,  the  officers  in  one  part  of 
Perda  being  under  one  Department,  and 
ia  another  part  under  another.  This  is 
extremely  detrimental  to  the  public  in- 
terests, and  productive  of  delays  and 
embarrassments.  Then,  without  in  the 
least  depreciating  the  great  merit  and 
ability  of  the  officials  at  the  Foreign 
Office,  I  must  say  that  they  cannot  pos- 
sibly know  BO  much  of  Persian  a&ira 
as  men  like  Sir  Henry  Pawlinson,  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  Lord  Lawrence,  and  others, 
who  are,  or  have  been.  Members  of  the 
Council  of  Lidia.  Indian  officers,  too, 
are  more  fitted  for  employment  in  Persia 
than  the  regular  diplomatic  atlacMs,  who 
pine  for  Paris  and  Vienna,  and  are  only 
ausiouB  to  ^et  away  &om  Teher^  as 
soon  as  posaible.  It  is  mainly  with  re- 
gard to  Indian  interests  that  our  Lega- 
tion at  Teheran  is  so  important.  Indian 
trade  with  the  Persian  Qulf  alone 
amounts  to  £5,000,000,  and  it  is  on  that 
account  that  India  defrays  the  greater 
part  of  the  expenses  of  the  Legation, 
and  would,  no  doubt,  willingly  de&ay 
all.  Therefore,  as  the  India  Office  pays 
for  the  Legation,  it  ought  to  have  the 
control  of  affairs.  The  Electric  Tele- 
graph, with  all  the  officers  attached  to  it, 
IS  now  under  the  India  Office  ;  and  if  it 
be  true,  as  I  hope  may  be  the  case,  that 
there  is  a  prospect  that  English  officers 
will  be  again  sent  to  Persia  to  instruct 
the  Shah  s  army,  they  would  most  wa- 
bably  be  under  the  India  Office.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  asking  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for  India,  If 
he  has  received  any  recent  Despatdies 
as  to  Central  Asia,  and  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  them  upon  the 
Table  ?  __ 

8m  CHABLES  WINGFIELD  said, 
that  as  r^iarded  the  policy  of  this 
country  in  view  of  the  present  position 
and  presumed  designs  of  Bussia  in 
Central  Asia,  two  divisions  of  opinion 
were  entertained — the  one  representing 
the  policy  of  action,  the  other  that  of 
inaction;  in  other  words,  intervention 
and  non-intervention.  The  idea  of 
advancing  our  troops  into  Afighanistan 
and  taking  up  strategical  positions  would 


be  utterly  repudiated  in  this  conntty, 
and  had  even  fallen  out  of  favour  in 
India;  but,  generally  speaking,  the 
policv  of  action  might  be  described  as 
one  leading  us  to  enter  into  close  alli- 
ance with  Affghanistan,  with  the  view  of 
creating,  on  uie  one  hand,  an  indepen- 
dent power  to  hold  Bussia  in  check,  and, 
on  the  other,  entering  into  n^otiations 
with  Bussia  to  induce  her  to  re&ain 
from  agression,  and  to  guarantee  the 
neutrahty  of  Affghanistan.  Neither  of 
these  measures  recommended  themselves 
to  his  judgment.  As  r^arded  Affghan- 
istan itsej?  there  never  had  been — at  all 
events  for  a  time  long  past — a  settled 
government  in  that  country.  It  was 
true  that  Dost  Mahommed  secured 
supreme  authority,  but  he  could  not 
transmit  it  to  his  son.  He  (Sir  Charles 
Wingfield)  did  not  believe  that  the 
whole  militaty  power  of  Affghanistan, 
even  in  the  hands  of  one  man,  could 
hold  Bussia  in  check.  Nothing  short  of 
sending  our  armies  into  that  country 
would  avail  if  Bussia  was  bent  on  con- 
quest. Neither  did  he  see  any  chance  of 
arriving  at  a  satisthctory  result  by  enter- 
ing into  negotiations  with  Bussia  to 
limit  her  conquests.  How  could  they 
ask  Bussia  to  do  so  when  they  did  not 
propose  to  give  up  anything  themselves. 
She  might  also  answer  that  she  desired 
no  extension  of  territory,  although  she 
might  be  compelled  to  take  more  in 
order  to  keep  what  she  had.  He  would 
attach  no  value  to  the  disclaimer  of 
Bussia  with  respect  to  interfering  in 
Affghanistan,  because  she  was  not  in  a 
position  to  do  so,  and  would  not  be  in  a 
position  to  do  BO  for  some  time  ;  and  no 
power  could  bind  posterity.  He  quito 
agreed  with  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson  that 
we  were  "strong  enough  in  India  to 
hold  our  own."  Those  who  advocated 
the  policy  of  inaction  alleged  that  Bussia 
had  no  temptation  to  interefere  with 
Affghanistan,  and  that,  if  she  entertained 
so  wild  an  idea  as  that  of  invading 
India,  we  should  be  in  a  better  position 
to  meet  her  if  we  kept  within  our  own 
territory.  The  policy  of  inaction  was, 
he  believed,  the  right  one  for  us  to 
pursue,  and  the  adoption  of  any  other 
would  be  likely  to  precipitate  a  collision. 
The  pohcy  which  he  advocated  was  that 
which  was  pursued  by  Lord  Lawrence 
up  to  the  wose  of  his  viceroyalty,  al- 
though he  could  scarcely  reconcile  with 
it  his  treatment  of  the  Ameer.     For 
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some  yeaTB  after  the  death  of  Dost 
Mahommed  the  policy  of  non-interren- 
tion  was  fltrictly  adhered  to,  but  last 
year  Shore  All  renewed  the  contest,  and 
obtained  some  advantagee,  and  8here 
All  then  sought  the  aasistaiice  of  this 
country,  and  Lord  Lawrence,  after  re- 
peated solicitations,  at  last  resolved  to 
give  him  some  aid  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  him  a  obance  of  recovering  Ma 
power,  and  he  sent  the  Ameer  a  present 
of  money  and  arms,  but  declined  to  enter 
into  a  treaty.  He  promised,  however, 
Airther  assistance  from  time  to  time,  as 
the  conduct  of  Shere  Ali  might  deserve. 
The  House  was  aware  that  Shere  Ali 
had  since  met  Lord  Mayo  at  TTmballah, 
and  received  from  him  a  sum  of  £60,000, 
in  addition  to  the  previous  sum  of 
£60,000,  and  a  battery  of  guns.  He 
thought  this  was  a  departure  from  the 
policy  which  Lord  Lawrence  had  fol- 
lowed so  long,  notwithstanding  much 
pressure,  of  leaving  the  A^hans  to  settle 
their  own  differences.  What  was  a  gift 
of  money  and  arms  to  Shere  Ali  out 
taking  a  side  in  the  struggles  of  the  con- 
tending parties?  Besides  which  this 
might  be  regarded  as  an  earnest  of 
fature  assistance,  and  of  something  very 
like  a  subsidy.  There  was  one  thing 
that  might  be  confidently  relied  on, 
which  was  that  when  this  money  was 
gone  Shere  Ali  would  want  more,  and 
that  if  he  did  get  it  his  dissatisfaction 
would  be  greater  than  if  the  money  was 
refused  from  the  first.  It  may  be  said 
that  hie  father  Dost  Mahomed  had  re- 
ceived aid  from  the  Government  of  India. 
But  there  was  a  very  material  difference 
between  the  positions  of  the  father  and 
the  son,  because  the  former  was  undis- 
puted ruler  of  Affghanistan,  while  Shere 
Ali  was  hardly  able  to  hold  his  own. 
The  position  of  an  Affghan  ruler  was 
always  precarious,  and  if  Shere  Ali  were 
to  lose  his  life  or  his  throne,  it  might  be 
deemed  necessary  to  take  the  country 
under  our  direction.  This  gift  of  money 
would  not  secure  the  friendship  of  the 
Afi'ghan  people,  who  were  notoriously 
treacherous,  and  would  take  our  money 
and  Kussian  money  too.  But  the  lose  of 
the  money  would  be  the  least  loss ;  the 
probability  was  this  gift  of  ours  would 
give  rise  to  intrigues  on  the  part  of 
Euasia,  who,  seeing  our  policy,  would  set 
up  a  candidate  of  her  own  for  the  throne 
of  Affghanistan.  This  was  a  subject  on 
which  feeling  was  very  strong  in  Suseia, 
Sir  Charlet  WingfitUt 
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as  the  columns  of  the  Moscow  GeaetU 
sufficiently  proved.  The  Press  of  £ng- 
laud  had  been  studiously  moderate  on 
the  recent  interview  between  the  Ameer 
and  the  Viceroy,  but  the  Press  of  Lidia 
had  fiourished  it  as  a  great  diplomatic 
triumph  gained  over  Busaia,  and  a  proof 
that  the  policy  of  non-intervention  was 
at  an  end.  The  policy  of  non-inter- 
vention which  he  approved  of  might  not 
be  the  right  one.  It  might  be  right  to 
rise  up  a  strong  power  in  Affghanistan  to 
oppose  Russia;  but  let  us  not  delude 
ourselves  into  the  belief  that  this  was  a 
policy  of  non-intervention,  and  embark 
this  countiT  in  relations  with  Affghanistan 
which  might  prove  highly  embarrassing, 
and  a  source  of  future  difference  and 
difficulties  with  Russia.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  Russia  had  any  hostile  in- 
tentions against  Affghanistan  —  if  she 
adopted  any  policy  of  aggression  it  would 
be  by  way  of  Herat  and  Candahar.  He 
did  not  regard  the  extension  of  Russia's 
conquests  as  at  all  menacing  to  this 
country.  On  the  other  hand  he  saw  one 
material  advantage  which  might  be  de- 
rived from  it,  and  that  was  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Christian  power  in  Central 
Asia,  especially  in  Bokhara,  which  had 
been  the  hotbed  of  Uahomedan  bigotry. 
It  might  have  a  depressing  effect  on 
Mahomedan  fanaticism  in  our  own  terri- 
teries,  and  every  one  must  wish  to  see  the 
surrounding  peoples  relieved  from  that 
religious  and  political  despotism  under 
which  they  had  so  long  suffered.  In  his 
opinion  we  were  very  apt  to  exaggerate 
the  effect  produced  on  the  native  mind  of 
of  India  by  the  advance  of  Russia.  He 
did  not  believe  that  her  advance  was 
viewed  with  satisfaction  by  any  except 
the  low  Mahomedan  population  of  the 
towns  and  those  classes  who  looked  for- 
ward to  the  gratification  of  their  preda- 
tory tastes.  But  these  persona  were, 
happily,  diminishing.  We  must  finish 
the  railway  from  PcBhawur  connecting 
the  Ghaut  between  Mooltan  and  Hyder- 
abad, and  construct  a  railway  between 
Delhi  and  Bombay ;  and  then,  with  the 
mountain  barrier  and  river  on  our  front, 
and  the  railways  open  on  our  rear,  we 
might  feel  confident  of  being  able  to  put 
down  any  ^^ression  in  India.  He  wait 
quite  in  favour  of  cultivating  friendly 
relations  with  Persia,  but  not  of  an  ag- 
gressive alliance.  HelhoughtthePersion 
Embassy  should  be  placed  in  a  different 
position,  and,  men,  such  as  Sir  Heniy 
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SavliiiBon  should  be  got,  instead  of  men 
vhose  tastee  led  them  to  look  to  Berlin 
or  Parifl.  After  all,  the  real  aeourity  for 
the  maintenance  of  our  rule  in  India  was 
a  just  and  liberal  system  of  administra- 
tion. Not  merely  that  which  promoted 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  maseee — 
for  in  that  the  Oovemment  had  not  been 
wanting  during  the  last  twenty  years — 
but  a  system  that  would  give  an  opening 
is  the  public  serrice  for  the  upper  and 
educated  classes  of  India,  and  by  as- 
sociating them  with  us  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  coimtry  would  make  them 
feel  that  their  interests  and  our  own  were 
identical.  The  natives  knew  well  the 
alternative  was  not  between  English  and 
national  rule ;  and  the  policy  he  recom- 
mended  was  that  laid  down  by  the  late 
Lord  Canning,  whose  memory  would  al- 
ways be  held  in  respect  and  veneration, 
since  he  was  magnanimous  in  the  hour 
of  triumph,  and  generous  in  all  his  deal- 
ings. That  policy  was  to  show  the  people 
of  India  that  although  the  reins  of  go- 
Tomment  were  not  in  their  hands  it  was 
carried  on  exclusively  for  their  good,  and 
that  it  was  to  their  interest  to  continue 
the  loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  If 
we  could  insure  Governors  Gteneral  in 
India  such  as  Lord  Canning,  whom  every 
chief  in  the  country  was  ready  to  give 
his  life  to  defend,  there  would  be  no  fear 
of  our  future  in  the  £ast.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  observe  that  the  discussion 
would  show  that  the  House  deprecated 
any  course  of  policy  which  would  oblige 
ns  to  support  any  dynasty  in  AfFghanis- 
tan  ;  it  would  do  much  good  in  allaying 
the  fears  of  our  countrymen,  and  in 
showing  that  we  were  confident  in  our 
ability  to  repeal  aggression  from  what- 
ever quarter  it  shoiJd  come,  and  that  we 
oould  aSbrd  to  look  calmly  on  the  pro- 
gress of  Bussia  in  her  work  of  civiliza- 
tion in  Central  Asia. 

Mb.  GBANT  duff  said,  he  was 
glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Peniyn  (Mr.  Eastwick),  whose  con- 
nection both  with  the  literature  and 
politics  of  the  East  was  well  known,  and 
whose  courtesy  and  kindness  in  twice 
postponing  this  Question  at  the  request 
of  Government  he  had  to  acknowledge, 
had  at  last  succeeded  in  bringing  it 
1>efore  the  House.  And  yet  the 
first  idea  which  struck  hiuL  when  he 
heud  that  he  proposed  doing  so  was 
that  since  the  end  of  last  Session  the 
Ij^^ialature  had  been  deprived  of  the 


services  of  the  two  men  who  were  better 
fitted  than  any  others  to  enlighten  it 
upon  all  that  relates  to  Central  Asia. 
Ilie  long  experience  of  Sir  Henry  Kaw- 
linson — gone  &om  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— had  been  gained,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  to  the  Indian  Council ;  but  the 
vast  Imowledge  and  the  many  gifts  of 
Lord  Strangford  were  lost  for  ever  to 
his  friends  and  to  his  country.  His  hon. 
Friend  had,  aa  was  to  be  expected,  devoted 
a  considerable  part  of  his  speech  to  our 
relations  with  Persia.  Against  the  prac- 
tical conclusions  at  which  he  had  arrived 
he  had  littie  to  advance.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  the  hon.  Member  could  he 
that  we  should  keep,  not  only  on  amica- 
ble but  even  upon  cordial  terms  with  the 
Government  of  the  Shah ;  but  he  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  in 
advocating  close  relations  with  Persia, 
he  was  guided  chiefly  by  the  following 
considerations : — Firstly,  it  seemed  de- 
sirable that  we  should  support  that  Go- 
vernment from  motives  of  good  neigh- 
bourhood, and  because  it  was  the  ob- 
vious interest  of  a  country  situated  like 
Great  Britain  that  eveiy  civilization 
should  develop  itself  in  its  own  way. 
Secondly,  it  was  desirable  that  we  should 
be  acceptable  to  and  influential  at  Te- 
heran, in  order  that  we  might  work  in 
the  interests  of  peace.  When  Persia 
quarrelled  with  Turkey  or  with  Kussia  we 
suffered  more  or  less  ;  when  she  quar- 
relled with  the  small  potentates  of  the 
Gulf  we  suffered  more  or  less ;  but  when 
she  quarrelled  with  the  Affghans  or  Be- 
loocMstan  it  was  proximut  ardet  Uealegon, 
and  we  were  put  to  infinite  expense  and 
inconvenience  in  ordering  out  the  fire- 
engines.  Thirdly,  it  was  desirable  that 
we  should  be  strong  at  Teheran,  in 
in  order  that  we  might  give  all  possible 
support  to  the  material  development 
of  the  country.  The  trade  between 
Persia  and  India  was  already  consider- 
able, but  he  was  assured  by  those  most 
intimately  acquainted  with  its  details 
that  it  was  not  likely  to  increase  until 
better  roads  were  mside  from  the  interior 
to  the  seaboard  of  Persia.  For  this  and 
many  other  good  things  for  that  countiy 
nothing  was  wanted  but  external  peace, 
internal  strong  government,  and  the 
counsel  and  support  of  a  thoroughly 
disinterested  and  highly  civilized  Power. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  in  favour  of  lend- 
ing Indian  officers  to  drill  the  armies  of 
the  Shah.    There  were  many  precedents 
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tor  this ;  and  if  in  these  times  of  peace 
redundant  officers  oould  be  spared  &osi 
India,  and  if  Persia  would  make  it  wortk 
the  while  of  officers  who  would  do  our 
Army  credit,  to  go  thither,  he  saw  no 
reaaou  against  letting  them  go,  provided 
always  it  was  distinctly  understood  that 
they  were  only  allowed  to  go  in  conse- 
quence of  a  direct  application  &om  the 
Shah,  and  that  they  were  not  allowed  to 
take  part  in  any  war  i^^ainst  Powers 
with  which  this  country  was  at  peace. 
With  regard  tJS  the  affairs  of  Sebtan, 
very  few  persons  could  claim  to  be  as 
well  informed  as  his  hon.  Friend ;  but 
tras  not  the  state  of  things  pretty  much 
this?  From  1509  to  1749Seistan  was 
Persian  territory,  but  about  that  date  it 
■WOB  added  to  the  new  kingdom  of 
Affghanistan  by  Ahmed  Shah.  During 
his  reign,  which  was  a  long  one,  it  re- 
mained subject  to  Affghanistan.  Then 
it  revolted  and  remained  for  a  consider- 
able period  independent;  and  inde- 
pendent it  was  wnen  Captain  Christie 
travelled  through  it  in  1810.  Persia 
took  advantage  of  the  English  invasion 
of  Affghanistan  to  put  forth  her  long 
dormant  pretentions  to  it,  and,  in  1853, 
the  Persian  standard  was  hoisted  with 
the  goodwill  of,  at  least,  one  of  its 
duels.  From  that  time  to  this  there 
had  been  a  Persian  party  and  an  Affghan 
party,  who  had  struggled  together  with 
various  fortunes.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not,  so  far  as  he  knew,  ever 
given  a  very  positive  end  final  opinion 
as  to  which  of  the  two  Powers  had  the 
best  claims  on  the  disputed  territory, 
nor,  indeed,  as  to  whether  either  Power 
was  dejure  master  of  Seistan,  and  he  did 
not  feel  justified  in  saying  anything  posi- 
tive on  the  subject.  Bjb  hon.  Friend 
had  spoken  of  the  importance  of  Herat. 
No  one  who  knew  the  facts  would  under- 
rate its  importance,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  certainly  never  done 
so.  It  was  a  great,  and  in  the  hands  of 
a  European  Power  might  become  a 
unique  fortress,  and  it  was  surrounded 
hy  a  very  fertile  countiy  where  an  army 
might  encamp,  and  whence  it  might,  no 
doubt,  advance  towards  Scinde.  It  was, 
however,  possible  to  over-rate  as  well  as 
to  under-rate,  not  the  importance  of 
Herat  as  a  place  for  a  conqueror  to  hold, 
with  a  view  to  be  strong  in  Western 
Asia,  but  its  special  importance  with  re- 
gard to  us.  It  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  &om  Herat  to  the  Indus  tl^ere  were 
Mr.  Grant  Ihtg 


618  miles,  and,  reflecting  on  what  an 
army  would  have  to  go  through  when 
advancing  &om  Herat  to  our  territory, 
he  was  reminded  of  the  words  of  the 
poet — 

"  But  mnnj  a  binner  ihiU  b«  torn, 
And  naaj  &  kiiighc  to  earth  be  boma, 
Aad  manr  a  iheuf  of  Brroiri  spsnt, 
Ere  Scotland'!  King  ihall  croai  tbo  Trent. 
His  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  the  advantage 
to  Persia  of  possessing  Herat,  in  order 
to  defend  her  frontier  against  Turcoman 
raids.  He  agreed  with  him  as  to  the 
object,  for  there  were  few  human  beings 
whose  lot  was  more  to  be  compassionated, 
than  those  unfortunate  Persians  who 
were  carried  off  by  the  Turcomana  to 
the  slave  market  of  Eiiiva,  but  be  de- 
murred to  the  Persian  theory  as  to  the 
way  in  which  it  was  to  be  effected. 
What  Persia  wanted  for  the  protection 
of  her  people  against  the  Turcomans 
was  not  Herat,  but  a  strong  Government 
and  an  effective  military  administration 
on  her  irontier,  He  could  not  agree 
with  his  hon.  Friend  when  he  advocated 
an  advance  from  our  side  to  Quettah. 
He  was  persuaded  that  an  advance  to 
Quettah  would  be  very  far  from  being 
really  agreeable  to  Khelat,  while  it  could 
not  tail  to  irritate  both  Persia  and  AiT- 
ghanistan,  and  wake  up  old  fears  of 
annexation.  Looking  at  it  from  the 
English  point  of  view,  it  would  be  Iright- 
fuUy  expensive,  and  very  unpopular  in 
the  army  when  the  first  novAty  was 
over.  It  would  involve  throwing  a  con- 
siderable force,  257  miles — say,  twenty 
long  marches — in  advance  of  our  present 
frontier  posts,  and  it  would  turn  the 
Bolan  Pass  into  a  difficulty  behind  us, 
instead  of  leaving  it  as  it  is — a  defence 
in  front  of  us.  Our  relations  with  Bussia 
were  at  present  of  the  most  cordial  kind, 
and  the  communications  which  had  lately 
passed  between  the  two  Governments 
with  regard  to  Central  Asia — communi- 
cations to  which  undue  importance  had 
been  attached — had  been  most  friendly. 
He  had  always  been  an  advocate  for  the 
co-operative  policy  in  the  relations  of 
England  and  Bussia  In  Ada,  but  that 
was  a  question  for  the  future.  It  was 
early  to  talk  of  anything  more  than  the 
most  general  good  understanding.  We 
were  still  separated  from  each  other  by 
vast  distances,  and  the  orbits  of  our  po- 
licies did  not  yet  touch.  There  were,  how- 
ever, some  matters  of  fact  with  respect  to 
the  fiuBsian  position  in  Asia  vhich  were 
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sot  sufldentt;  knovn,  and  vriaeh  ongbt 
to  be  known  before  a  just  idea  could  be 
formed  of  the  present  state  of  tilings  in 
.  Central  Asia.  And  first  tie  irould  give  the 
most  positive  denial  to  three  stories 
Thich  had  been  frequently  repeated. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Kussians  were 
in  force  at  Gharjui,  on  the  Oxus.  It 
not  so.  The  Bussians  had  never  been 
within  many  days'  march  of  OhaHui. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Bnsaians  had 
established  a  pKiet  at  Giunah,  between 
Tarkand  and  Khoten.  It  Tras  not  so. 
They  had  never  been  within  some  hundred 
miles  of  that  place.  It  had  been  said 
that  a  Captain  Beinthal  bad  been  with  a. 
party  surveying  in  Affghanietan ;  that 
was  a  fiction,  founded  upon  his  having 
been — not  with  a  surveying  party — at 
Easbgar,  so  that  the  tale  had  about  as 
much  foundation  as  if  it  had  been  noised 
abroad  that  a  Bussian  officer  with  a 
veying  party  had  been  examiuiug  the 
Cbiltem  bills,  whereas  in  deed  and  iu 
truth  the  Bussion  officer  in  question  bad 
been  at  Galway.  The  two  furthest  points 
to  which  the  Bussians  had  penetrated  in 
the  Khanate  of  Bokhara  were  Bokhara 
itself  and  Earshi,  which  last  place  they 
took  from  the  Ameer's  rebel  son  and  re- 
stored to  his  iather.  From  both  these 
points  they  had  now  fallen  back,  and  it 
would  appear  that  their  outposts  at  pre- 
sent were  Samarcand  and  two  smaller 
places  not  very  far  fiwn  it.  He  should 
not  be  at  aU  surprised  if  they  even  with- 
drew from  Samarcand,  at  least  for  a 
time,  for  Samarcand  was  cut  off  from  the 
Jaxartes  by  a  desert  tract  very  difficult 
to  traverse.  It  was  far  from  improbable 
that  they  might  ^ace  for  a  timo  their 
advance  post  at  Khodjend,  far  in  the 
rear  of  their  present  advanced  poets,  a 
place  from  which  they  would  still  be  able 
to  dictate  both  to  £hokan  and  Bokhara. 
Bamarcaud  might  be  taken  as,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  the  extreme  point  of 
Bnssian  advance  towards  British  India 
on  the  A^hanistan  side  for  some  time 
to  come.  Their  furthest  point  of  advance 
towards  British  India,  on  the  side  of 
Eastern  Turkestan,  was  a  small  detached 
fort  on  the  Naryn — that  was,  on  the 
head  waters  of  the  great  Jaxartes,  far, 
tea  away  from  any  support,  so  far  away 
as  really  not  to  be  an  advanced  post,  iu 
the  ordiaary  senso,  at  all.  Persons  who 
looked  at  the  map  of  Central  Asia  and 
knew  that  the  Bussians  were  at  Samar- 
cand, and  that  they  had  also  an  outpost 
VOL.  OXCVU.    [thibd  bbeim.] 


only  1 67  miles  from  Kashgar,  high  up  on 

the  Naryn,  very  naturally  concluded  that 
these  two  extreme  points  of  their  advance 
towards  Affgbanistan  and  Cashmere  were 
connected  with  each  other.  But  this  was 
as  far  as  possible  frvm  being  the  case. 
The  whole  independent  part  of  the  Khan* 
ato  of  Ehokan  lay  between  these  points 
of  advance,  and  in  addition  there  was  a 
huge  mountain  knot  of  hardly  peopled 
couutry.  Boughly  stated  the  position 
was  this — Suppose  some  Power  advanc- 
ing from  the  north  towards  Italy.  Let 
it  have  one  body  of  men,  say  2,000 
strong,  at  Clermont,  in  the  heart  of  Au- 
vergne.  Let  it  have  another  body  of 
men,  say  1,000  strong  at  Zurich,  in 
Switzerland,  and  let  the  military  connec- 
tion of  this  body  of  1,000  men  be  kept 
up  with  Clermont  only  by  a  route  leading 
round  through  Soutbem  Germany  to  a 
point  to  the  uorth  of  the  Lake  of  Con- 
stance, say  Augsbui^,  and  ao  southward 
to  Zurich  by  Constance.  That  was  about 
the  state  of  affairs  if,  instead  of  Cler- 
mont,  Zurich,  and  Augsburg,  you  read 
Samarcand,  the  outpost  of  Kurtka,  and 
Fort  Vemoe,  the  most  southern  point  in 
which  the  Bussians  are  in  anything  hke 
strength  in  the  direction  of  Cashmere, 
fi^m  which  it  is  separated  by  many 
hundreds  of  miles,  and  bv  some  of  the 
most  difficult  country  on  the  fece  of  the 
earth.  And  there  was  this  difference 
between  the  European  and  Asiatic 
regions  which  he  was  comparing  — 
in  France,  Germany,  and  Switzerland 
there  were  good  roads,  in  Central  Asia 
there  were  none.  In  all  the  huge  pro- 
vince to  which  was  lately  given  the  name 
of  Eastern  Turkestan,  and  of  which  one 
centre  was  at  Samarcand  and  the  other 
at  Fort  Vemoe,  the  Bussians  might  have 
on  a  liberal  computation  some  25,000 
men,  for  the  most  part  scattered  in  lonely 
posts  engaged  in  keeping  up  communi- 
cations. Transfer  the  scene  again  to 
Europe.  Would  the  existence  of  such  a 
force  between  Clermont  and  Augsburg, 
with  its  reservoir  of  strength  1 ,600  miles 
to  the  north-west  of  Clermont — that  is, 
far  in  the  Atlantic  behind  the  British 
Isles — be  sufficient  to  frighten  the  hold- 
)f  the  Venetian  Quadrilateral  out  of 
their  propriety  ?  The  idea  of  invasion  of 
Britiui  India  by  Bussia  was  reaUy  so 
preposterous  that  he  could  not  for  a  mo- 
ment entertain  it.  But  suppose  for  the 
sake  of  argument  that  the  whole  western 
half  of  Northern  Asia  were  occupied, 
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not  by  the  outlyinp;  prorincee  of  a  great 
SuTOpeau  power,  but  by  a  substantive 
empire  n-lucli  liad  no  cares  to  distract  it 
&om  the  one  thought  of  pushing  south- 
trards.  Buppoee,  again,  'Uiat  the  forlorn 
and  £ur-ofF  towna  of  Siberia,  Orenburg 
and  the  rest,  were  busy  and  crowded 
centres  of  national  life,  and  euppose  iar- 
ther  that  all  this  national  life  were  di- 
rected by  a  man  of  vast  military  ambi- 
tion who,  burning  for  tiie  battle-fields 
of  British  India,  had  already  advanced 
on  the  Affghanistan  side  as  &t  ae  Samar- 
cand,  and  on  the  side  of  Eastern  Turkes- 
tan as  far  as  the  small  fort  on  the  Naryn, 
which  now  forms  the  outpost  of  Buesia 
in  that  direction.     This  conqueror,  sup- 


before  he  reached  that  fortress,  613  miles 
to  traverse.  That  is  to  say,  he  would 
have  to  pass  over  something  very  like 
the  space  between  London  and  Inver- 
ness, and  would  not  in  doing  so,  be  able 

to  take  advantage  of  the  "limited  mi 

"We  need  not  foQow  his  route  from  Herat 
to  Caudahar,  and  from  Candahar  on- 
wards, about  818  miles  more,  making 
more  than  1,400  in  all.  Suppose  he 
traversed  it  with  aa  little  loss  as  could 
reasonably  be  expected  by  an  army  tra- 
versing so  vast  a  distance,  the  last  stage 
of  the  journey  must  be  sixty-six  miles  of 
the  weary  Bolan  Pass,  and  behind  the 
Bolan  Pass  a  strip  of  desert,  and  behind 
the  strip  of  desert  a  lai^  and  well-ap- 
pointea  army  able  to  choose  exactly  its 
own  ground,  absolutely  &eah  and  un- 
tired,  having  traversed,  with  every  ap- 
pliance of  modem  science,  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  distance  from  which  its  most 
fiu-drawn  regiments  had  oome.  That 
was  the  grand  route — incomparably  the 
easiest  of  all  the  routes.  Take  another. 
Let  the  supposed  invader  marcb  from 
Bokhara  to  Balkh  —  310  miles,  from 
Balkfa,  through  the  tremendous  Bamian 
Pass,  to  Cabul  347  miles,  from  Cabul  to 
Peshawur  about  194  miles  more,  through 
the  Khyber  Pass,  and  meet  behind  it 
the  drilled  and  iron  ranks  of  the  same 
army.  Take  a  third  and  last  route  from 
Tashkend,  aoross  the  still  independent 
State  of  Ehokan,  and  over  the  Thian 
Shan  mountains,  by  the  Terek  Pass, 
down  upon  Ea&hgar ;  that  must  be  about 
477  miles ;  then,  from  Eashgar  to  Tar- 
kand,  as  the  crow  Siee,  must  be  about . 
130  miles.  From  Yarkand  a  short  jour- 
ney would  bring  him  to  that  agreeable 
Jfr.  Grmt  Duff  I 


Faee,  of  which  we  had  heard  so  much 
lately,  the  Chang-chin-Moo,  no  doubt 
less  dif&cult  than  the  old  Earakorum 
route,  but  for  which  the  best  that 
could  be  said  as  a  route  for  an  army 
was  that,  given  every  condition  of  sea- 
son, skilfril  oommissariat,  and  the  rest 
as  favourable  as  possible,  and  imagin- 
ing that  Eastern  Turkestan  had  be- 
come absolutely  an  integral  part  of  the 
dominions  of  this  great  "West  Asiatio 
Empire,  and,  further,  was  bristling  with. 
troops  like  the  Bhenish  frontier,  it 
might  not  be  wholly  impracticable  to  a 
man  of  the  temper  of  Alexander  the 
Great  or  Charles  aU.  Since  our  rda- 
tions  with  AiCghanistan  had  been  last 
alluded  to  in  this  House  the  whole  story 
of  our  recent  policy  towards  our  unruly 
neighbours  beyond  the  Passes  had  been 
told  in  "another  place,"  very  succinctly 
but  voir  clearly,  by  the  chief  mover  in 
that  policy.  A  friend  said  to  him  early 
this  Session — "I  am  sorry  you  have  given 
that  money  to  Shere  Ali ;  you  are  only 
buying  the  air."  Well,  if  the  transac- 
tion were  to  be  looked  upon  as  one  of 
sale  and  purchase,  his  friend  was  quite 
right,  but  tliat  was  just  what  it  was  not. 
Ever  since  the  death  of  Dost  Mahomed 
tiie  India  Oovemment  had  been  longing 
for  something  like  stability  in  the  a&irs 
of  AfEghauistan.  We  had  troubles  enough 
with  the  wild  tribes  along  800  miles  of 
our  North- Western  frontier,  with  whom 
our  relations  were  precisely  those  which 
existed  in  the  days  of  James  Y.  between 
the  Lowlanders  and  Highlanders  of  Soot- 
land,  without  having  behind  us  this 
surging,  raging  Affghanistan,  out  of 
whioh  no  one  could  know  what  form  of 
trouble  might  not  arise.  Those  who  had 
followed  the  tangled  story  of  the  events 
which  had  occurred  there  in  the  last  few 
years  knew  perfectly  well  that  what  the 
Viceroy  was  always  wishing  for  was 
some  prospect  of  prolonged  peace.  This 
was  the  burden  of  all  Ms  communica- 
tions, and  in  consequence  he  did  not 
scruple  to  recognize  A&ul  Khan  as  d« 
facto  ruler,  although  his  sympathies,  so 
far  as  he  can  be  said  ia  have  had  any 
sympathies  in  the  matter  other  than  a 
sympathy  for  quiet,  were  with  Shere  Ali, 
who  was  the  lavourite  son  of  Dost  Ma- 
homed, and  was  first  recognized  by  us. 
It  was  not  till  last  October  that  Lord 
Lawrence  thought  the  mobile  minds  of 
the  AiTghan  people  had  at  last  turned 
distinctly  towards  Shere  Ali,  and  that  he 
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TAS  really  likely  to  obtain  sudi 
amount  of  support  aa  to  enable  him 
liold  the  country  in  his  gra^  as  his 
&ther  had  held  it,  and  then  it  was  Lord 
Lawrence  determined  to  give  that  amount 
of  assistance  which  would,  in  his  opinion, 
just  make  the  difference  between  Shere 
Ali'e  having  a  thoroughly  assured  and  a 
doabtM  supremai^.  People  had  written 
as  if  he  bad  been  moved  to  do  so  by 
some  apprehension  about  Bueda,  bnt 
Uiat  was  utterly  opposed  to  the  feet.  If 
theycould  go  back  to  1730,  when  Bussia 
first  began  that  long  march  of  conquest 
— and,  ho  would  add,  of  beneficent  con- 
quest— which  had  taken  her  from  the 
banks  of  the  Ural  to  Bokhara,  a  wise 
ruler  of  India  would — given  the  existing 
drcumstanceB  of  AfTghanistan  —  have 
done  the  same.  To  have  plunged  into  Hie 
seething  gulf  of  Afghan  poUtics  only  a 
few  months  before  would  have  been 
most  unwise ;  but  Lord  Lawrence  seized 
the  favourable  moment,  when  a  Httle 
assistance  might  be  expected  to  act  as 
oil  had  been  said  to  do  at  the  bar  of  the 
Tagus,  and  torn  the  seething  gulf  into 
calm  water.  The  Government  did  not 
dream  of  erecting  Shere  All  into  a  bul- 
wark against  Bussia.  or  against  anybody 
else.  If  any  bulwark  was  wanted  in 
that  part  of  the  world,  nature  had 
planted  bulwarks  enough  in  all  con- 
science, as  we  once  found  out  to  our 
cost,  and  as  anybody  else  would  soon 
find  out  to  theirs.  What  was  wanted 
waa  a  quiet  Aflighanistan,  just  as  we 
wanted  a  quiet  Burmah.  The  Gkivem- 
ment  wanted  to  be  able  to  use  every 
penny  they  could  scr^ie  together  in 
India  for  tiie  moral  and  material  deve- 
lopment of  the  country.  They  wished 
to  stimulate  commerce  roimd  me  whole 
of  the  land  and  sea  frontier,  and  it  did 
not  at  all  suit  to  have  one  of  their  trade 
gates  locked  up  by  a  burning  house,  the 
cellars  of  which  were  known  to  be  full 
of  highly  explosive  compounds.  They 
wanted  Shere  Ali  to  be  strong  for  the 
suppression  of  lawleesneas,  and  rich,  if 
possible,  into  the  bargain.  They  wanted 
him  to  understand  that  they  did  not 
covet  a  square  inch  of  his  territory  or 
ask  any  kind  of  assistance  &om  him, 
other  than  the  sort  of  indirect  assistance 
which  a  civilized  Government  must  al- 
ways derive  from  being  known  to  exercise 
a  pacifying  and  semi-civilizing  infiuence 
around  its  own  borders.  If  they  efTectod 
ttua  object,  the  money  they  had  given, 


and  the  money  they  might  give,  would 
he  an  uncommonly  good  investment.  It 
would  be  honourable  to  Shere  Ali  to 
receive  it,  because  he  was  aaked  to  do 
nothing  for  it  escept  what  it  would  be 
to  his  interest  and  honour  to  do  if  he 
did  not  receive  one  farthing ;  and  it 
would  be  honourable  to  them  to  give  it, 
because  their  only  object  was  to  get  that 
done  which  every  benevolent  man  would 
wish  to  see  done,  even  if  his  own  in- 
terest were  in  no  way  affected — that  was 
to  see  a  fine  country  rescued  fi^m 
miserable  anarchy.  The  experience  of 
the  past  in  India  told  us  that  we  were 
never  safer  than  when  a  strong  man 
kept  his  house  on  our  frontier.  The 
danger  came  when  the  strong  man 
was  gone,  and  the  house  was  divided 
against  itself.  Contrast  the  period  of 
Bunjeet  Singh  with  the  period  that  imme- 
diately followed  it.  Was  it  in  the  days 
of  the  old  Lion  or  in  the  days  of  his  weak 
successors  that  wave  afler  wave  of  war 
broke  upon  our  border,  untU  we  were 
obliged  fairly  to  incorporate  with  our 
dommions  a  territory  as  large  as  the 
kingdom  of  Italy  ?  Did  our  last  experi- 
ment of  making  it  worth  while  for  the 
Affghans  to  be  peaceable  neighbours 
turn  out  so  badly  ?  If  Dost  Mahomed 
had  not  been  eating  our  salt  in  1667, 
was  it  quite  so  certain  that  he  would 
have  resisted  the  pressure,  the  very 
strong  pressure,  that  was  put  upon  him 
by  the  fanatical  party  at  Cabul  to  swoop 
down  upon  the  Punjaub?  It  was  the 
custom  to  talk  scornfully  of  Affghan 
faith  as  another  great  Imperial  nation 
used  to  talk  of  Punic  feith,  and  pro- 
bably, in  the  main,  we  spoke  truly ;  but 
if  the  transactions  of  the  last  forty  years 
between  us  and  the  house  of  Dost  Ma- 
homed were  carefully  added  up  and 
compared,  he  was  not  so  sure  that  Uia 
balance  in  our  favour  would  be  so  great 
as  it  ought  to  be.  Before  leaving  the 
afiairs  of  Affghanistan  there  was  just 
one  other  point  to  which  he  alluded  a 
moment  ago,  and  on  which  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  more.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  majority  of  their  country- 
men rightly  apprehended  our  position  in 
North- Western  India.  They  thought  of 
us  as  in  immediate  contact  with  Affghan- 
istan,  and  when  they  heard  of  our  wish- 
ing to  be  on  good  terms  with  that  couu- 
try,  they  thought  that  it  coidd  only  be 
because  we  wished  for  assistance  against 
the  Muscovite  spectre  that  was  moving 
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slowly  southwarde.  But  tliat  waa  a  pure 
delusion.  Between  us  and  the  AfFgaana 
proper  there  was  an  inner  ring  of  wild 
tribes,  nnnibering  many  thousand  fight- 
ing men,  who  gave  us  infinite  trouble, 
and  against  wEom  we  had  every  few 
months  some  little  fighting  to  do.  From 
time  to  time  the  litUe  fighting  became 
great  fighting,  and  we  had  a  really  se- 
rious campaign  lite  that  of  Umbeyla, 
in  1663.  Now,  as  long  as  we  were  on 
tiioroughly  good  terms  with  the  Af%bans, 
we  exercised  a  far  greater  cheek  over 
these  people  than  we  could  do  at  other 
times,  and  we  paralyzed  the  efforts  of 
the  disaffected  ACussulman  fanatics  in 
the  Ganges  valley  who  were  in  commu- 
nication with  some  of  them,  and  used 
their  known  zeal  for  Islam  as  a  means 
of  exciting  disquiet  among  our  own  Bub- 
jects.  He  desired  to  say  one  word  about 
the  Umballah  interview.  He  saw  that 
some  very  able  writers  in  India  imt^ned 
that  that  was  the  starting  point  of  a  new 

folicy.  He  could  not  too  emphatically 
enythat.  There  was  no  new  policy.  Cir- 
cumstanoes  in  AfTghanistan  had  changed ; 
tiie  spirit  in  whirfi  the  Government  re- 
garded them  had  not  changed.  The 
policy  of  Her  Uajesty's  Government  with 
reference  to  Central  Asia,  in  ao  far  as  it 
was  connected  with  India,  might  be  thus 
summed  up — First,  they  desired  to  live 
on  the  best  possible  terms  with  all  their 
neighbours,  by  which  he  meant  that 
they  desired  not  only  to  do  no  harm  to 
them,  but  that  each  one  of  them  should 
not  only  be  but  feel  himself  the  stronger 
and  happier  for  being  in  contact  with 
HerMajesty'sIndianEmpire.  Secondly, 
they  intended  to  strengthen,  in  every  pos- 
Bible  way,  our  North-Western  frontier 
they  intended  to  make,  and  were  making, 
Kurrachee  as  good  a  port  as  modem  en- 
gineering science  ooiud  make  it ;  they 
kfoked  forward  to  the  completion,  at  no 
very  distant  period,  of  the  missing  link 
of  railway  in  the  Indus  valley ;  they 
were  already  pushing  the  railway  on- 
wards towards  Peshawur.  Thirdly,  they 
meant  to  give  every  reasonable  encour- 
agement to  the  eitenaion  of  trade  with 
Central  Asia,  which  was  at  present 
small;  and  they  looked  with  consider- 
able favour  upon  the  efforts  that  were 
being  made  by  Mr.  Forsyth  and  other 
energetic  officers  on  the  frontier  to  extend 
that  trade.  They  were  extremely  glad 
to  observe  that  in  this  matter  the  Uaha' 
n^'eli  of  Cashmere  and  his  able  Prime 
Mr.  Grant  Siff 


Minister  were  acting  thoroughly  with  ■as, 
and  they  would  look  with  themost  friendly 
feelings  on  any  judicious  andnot  too  am- 
bitious efforts  that  might  be  made  to  in- 
crease our  knowledge  of  the  countries 
to  the  north- w^it  as  well  as  to  the  north- 
east and  east  of  our  dominions.  It  was, 
perhaps,  not  altogether  creditable  ta 
Great  Britain  thatl^e  geographer  should 
have  any  work  still  to  do  so  near  British 
territory,  but  the  diffioultieB  had  been 
and  were  still  great,  and  considering  how 
recent  an  acquisition  the  Punjaub  aftsr 
all  was,  we  might,  he  hoped,  plead  not 
unsuccessfully  before  the  science  of 
Europe  the  ret  dwa  and  the  regni  rtovitat. 
Lastly,  they  were  firmly  persuaded  that 
if  we  could  believe  in  the  possibilily  of 
any  danger  from  the  side  of  Central 
Asia  threatening  us  at  present  in  India 
— if,  in  short,  that  great,  substantive, 
conquering  empire  of  which  he  had 
spoken  a  little  time  ago  did  exist  and 
were  not  a  mere  fiction  of  the  brain,  and 
even  if  there  were  a  Napoleon  at  the 
head  of  it — our  best  protection,  a  better 
protection  even  than  the  vast  spaces 
which  a  hostile  army  would  have  to  tra- 
verse, or  than  the  strength  which  that 
hostile  army  would  have  to  meet,  lay 
and  would  ever  lie  in  the  good  govern- 
ment of  India,  in  the  development  of 
the  material  prosperity  and  general  well- 
being  of  the  people.  They  believed  that 
their  first  duty  was  to  take  care  that  our 
rule  there  should  be  increasingly  sympa- 
thetic as  well  as  increasingly  enlightened, 
and  while  they  would  crush  and  stamp 
out  every,  the  slightest,  attempt  at  re- 
sistance to  authority,  they  would  not 
forget  that  authori^  in  India,  as  in 
Europe,  had  sometimes  "  beat  with  his 
staff  the  childthatmight  have  led  him." 
By  these  arts,  they  beheved,  if  by  any, 
empire  would  be  deserved  and  would  be 
held ;  and  while  they  would  watch 
and  were  watching  with  the  deepest  and 
minutest  interest  the  development  of 
events  in  Central  Asia,  and  while  they 
would  thank  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  that  night,  and  any  other 
hon.  Gentlemen,  for  giving  them  from 
time  to  time  the  benefit  of  any  informa- 
tion which  they  might  have,  oranyideaa 
that  might  occur  to  them,  they  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  they 
had  not  a  feeling  of  uneasiness  or  alarm 
about  this  matter.  And  the  fact  that 
Hussia  had  advanced  to  a  point  between 
Samazcand  and  Bokhara  had  not  induced 
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tlieiiL  to  do  any  one  thing  trhich  they 
would  not  have  the  strongest  motiveB 
for  doing  if  she  had  never  passed  a 
verst  beyond  the  Ural  or  the  Orenburg 
line.  With  re^ird  to  the  Papers  for 
■which  his  hon.  Friend  had  moved,  he 
thought  the  Goremment  could  give  bim 
nearfy  all  of  them  except  the  last ;  but 
his  hon.  Friend's  long  official  and  diplo- 
matic experience  would  tell  bim  that  it 
might  turn  out  that  when  the  Papers  for 
wbich  be  asked  were  examined,  certain 
passages  might  have  to  be  omitt«d.  He 
could  assure  him,  however,  and  the 
House,  that  he  was  anxious  to  give 
everything  he  could  possibly  give  with- 
out inconvenience  ta  the  public  service. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  the  House  would  not  regret 
the  time  that  had  been  bestowed  upon 
the  discussion  of  this  subject,  especially 
when  they  considered  the  character  of 
the  three  speeches  to  which  they  had 
had  the  privilege  of  listening,  coming, 
as  they  did,  from  Gentlemen  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject,  and  approach- 
ing it  as  they  had  done  from  different 
points  of  view,  and  illustrating  in  a  re- 
markable manner  the  points  on  which 
all  agreed,  and  indicating  in  a  very  in- 
offensive manner  the  points  on  which 
there  was  considerable  difference  of  opi- 
nion. He  could  not  but  feel  diat  with 
regard  to  this  very  great  and  imjKirtant 
question,  as  touchmg  the  Iniperial  in- 
terests of  England,  of  all  things  the 
most  to  be  deprecated  was  a  policy  of 
n^stery.  He  rejoiced  that  the  hon. 
A^ember  fbr  Falmouth  (Mr.  Eastwich) 
had  been  able  to  obtain  a  night  for  this 
discnsalon,  because  he  knew  that  there 
existed  an  unfortunate  impression  in 
many  quarters,  to  the  effect  that  there 
was  some  disposition  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament to  put  this  matter  aside  as  if 
there  were  in  it  something  dangerous 
and  inconvenient  to  discuss.  Now,  he 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  when  the 
result  of  that  debate  came  to  be  known 
to  the  public  a  very  excellent  impression 
would  be  produced,  because  it  would  be 
evident  that  the  matter  would  be  treated 
frankly,  and  that  there  was  no  deeire  to 
conceal  anything.  This  discussion,  too, 
ought  to  do  a  great  deal  of  good  in 
clearing  up  the  differences  and  jealouaieB 
that  maay  people  supposed  to  esist;  and 
though  this  was  a  source  of  satisfaction 
to  bun,  he  rejoiced  stiU  more  at  the 
clearing  away  of  any  mysteiy  for  the 
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sake  of  the  people  of  India ;  for  he  was 
well  aware  that  there  were  many  per- 
sons who  busied  themselves  in  India  in 
spreading  rumours  and  getting  up  sus- 
picions, as  if  there  were  something  be- 
hind the  scenes  which  it  was  dangerous 
to  discuss.  After  listening  to  the  speech 
of  hie  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fal- 
mouth, approaching  the  question  &om  a 
Persian  point  of  view,  after  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Qravesend  (Sir  Charles  Wingfield),  ap- 
proaohing  it,  as  he  did,  with  some  jea- 
lousy of  what  had  occurred  with  regard 
to  our  relations  in  India  and  AfTghanis- 
tau,  and  after  listening  to  the  eminently 

i'udicious  and  satisfactory  speech  of  the 
ion.  Qeutleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  he  beUeved  that  those 
speeches  were  calculated  to  do  great 
good  in  Russia,  in  India,  and  perhaps 
even  in  this  country.  When  he  heard 
that  the  House  was  asked  to  discuss  the 
policy  of  England  in  Central  Asia  he 
was  tempted  to  say  that  the  only  answer 
we  could  give  was  that  England  had  no 
policy  iu  Central  Asia.  In  point  of  fact, 
we  ought  not  to  have  a  Central  Asian 
policy.  It  ought  to  be  an  Indian  pohcy. 
We  had  enough  in  our  hands  with  the 
management  of  our  own  interests.  And, 
however  interesting  the  questions  con- 
nected with  the  development  and  civili- 
zation of  those  regions  might  be,  he  did 
not  feel  that  the  policy  of  England  ought 
to  be  directed  to  the  condition  of  those 
countries ;  but  should  be  influenced 
mainly  by  a  consideration  of  the  interests 
of  our  own  Indian  Empire.  And  look- 
ing at  it  &om  an  Indian  point  of  view, 
this  debate  had  been  eminently  satis- 
factory, both  in  the  opinions  that  had 
been  expressed  and  the  opinions  that 
had  not  been  expressed.  There  had 
been  no  advocacy  of  a  policy  of  annexa~ 
tion,  of  a  pohcy  of  extending  the  Bri- 
tish domimons,  or  of  a  policy  of  ad- 
vancing in  order  to  meet  Russia  mid- 
way between  our  frontier  and  tiieirs. 
The  general  feeling  evidently  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  policy  of  keeping  within 
our  own  frontiers — of  developing  the  in- 
ternal defences,  extending  uie  existing 
railways,  and  improving  the  harbour  of 
Kuirachee,  rather  than  attempting  to  go 
into  the  country  of  Affghanistan.  In 
addition  to  the  other  reasons  which 
might  be  stated  against  such  a  proceed* 
ing  as  the  latter,  Utere  was  the  danger 
"    reating  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  thQ 
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natiTes.  He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gravesend  had  ffiven  expreBaion  to 
the  feelings  of  "RngliwhnmTi  of  all  par- 
ties, when  he  said  uat  ve  ought  to  seep 
free  from  the  imbroglio  of  Affghan 
policy.  There  'vas  a  general  feehng 
that  we  ought  not  to  repeat  the  mistakes 
we  made  in  1840  ;  that  we  ought  to  keep 
ourselves  entirely  free  from  entangling 
alliances.  What  we  should  do  was  to 
maintain  friendly  relations  with  the  na- 
tives on  our  bordere,  to  desire  the  exist- 
ence of  a  good  Qoyemment  in  AffghaH' 
istan.  It  was  a  misapprehension  tc 
suppose  that  we  wanted  to  erect  Cabul 
into  a  bulwark  against  Bussia.  What 
we  desired  was  that  there  should  be 
peace  on  our  frontiers,  and  that  the 
States  bordering  on  those  frontiers  should 
be  well  governed  in  themselves.  Any 
disquiet  in  a  Mahomedan  State  on  our 
border  must  necessarily  affect  a  Ma- 
homedan population  within  our  own 
frontiers.  He  believed  that  the  advance 
of  Russia  had  been  to  a  great  extent 
forced  on  her  by  the  circumstances  in 
which  she  had  been  placed.  She  had 
found  herself  constancy  in  contact  with 
countries  in  a  state  of  anarchy,  and  for 
that  reason  it  became  necessary  for  her 
to  make  incursions  into  those  countries. 
If  we  wished  to  give  Russia  an  excuse 
to  go  into  Affghanistan,  we  should  let 
that  country  fall  into  a  state  of  anarchy ; 
but  we  were  doing  what  we  could  to 
strengthen  the  ruler  of  Cabul.  There 
seemed  every  prospect  that  he  would  be 
successful  in  maintaining  a  strong  Clo- 
vemment ;  but  there  was  no  engagement 
on  onr  part  to  support  his  dynasty.  If 
Shere  Ali  could  support  himself,  well 
and  good.  As  long  ae  he  did  so  the 
Britisli  Government  would  maintain 
friendly  relations  with  him.  We  had 
made  him  presents  in  order  to  assist  him 
in  governing  his  countiy,  and  the  same 
thing  might  be  done  from  time  to  time  ; 
but  Shere  Ali  must  manage  his  own 
affairs,  for  we  would  not  enter  into  an 
imbroglio  in  the  affairs  of  Affghanistan. 
We  must  do  nothing  that  would  outrage 
the  feelings  of  any  of  our  European 
neighbours,  and,  in  respect  of  commer- 
cial matters,  we  must  remember  that 
grave  dangers  might  arise  from  pressing 
forward  the  trading  interests  of  British 
merchants  with  too  great  rapidity. 
Whatever  rehanco  was  to  be  placed  on 
harbours  and  railways,  he  attached  still 
greater  importance  to  the  respecting  of 
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the  rights  of  the  independent  States  that 
yet  remained  in  India,  and  to  the  giving 
educated  natives  a  fair  share  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  their  own 
country.  If  that  policy  were  steadily 
pursued  the  period  of  our  rule  in  India 
would,  he  believed,  be  prolonged  and 
prosperous.  He  knew  that  the  question 
of  connecting  the  Persian  Embassy  witli 
the  India  Office  had  been  repeatedly 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  was  aware  that  there  had 
been  a  difference  of  opinion  on  the  point 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the  India 
Office.  His  own  opinion  was  that  the 
balance  of  advantages  was  in  favour  of 
connecting  the  Embassy  with  the  latter 
Department. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
the  remark  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Stafford  Northoote)  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  speech,  I  wish  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty^B  Government  have  come  to  no 
conclusion  adverse  to  the  opinion  which 
he  has  expressed.  Indeed,  no  conclusion 
has  as  yet  been  arrived  at.  With  re- 
ference to  this  debate,  I  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  its  general  tone 
has  been  favourable  and  advantageous. 
I  think  it  will  tend  to  propagate  in  the 
public  mind  of  this  and  other  countries 
the  impression,  which  I  hope  is  a  just 
and  true  one, — namely,  that  the  policy 
of  England  in  India,  and  in  the  East 
gener^y,  is  to  exercise  her  great  powers 
for  the  benefit  of  those  over  whom  she 
rules,  and  on  principles  of  equity  and 
good-will  to  those  beyond  our  own  fron- 
tiers. I  hope  the  tendency  of  the  debate 
will  be  to  impart  confidence  and  tran- 
quillity to  the  public  mind  at  home,  and 
to  disabuse  it  of  a  natural,  but  at  the 
same  time,  inoonvenlent,  susceptibility. 
There  are  only  two  things  I  wish  to 
add  to  the  very  able  statement  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiiiirs.  la 
the  first  place,  I  am  able  to  confirm 
what  has  been  said  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  'opposite  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote),  that  the  recent  fransactions  be> 
tween  the  representatives  of  the  British 
Government  and  the  Ameer  of  Cabul 
involve  us  in  no  engagements.  What 
they  have  done  can  have  no  binding 
effect  in  determining  the  future  policy 
or  proceedings  of  England,  or  in  causii^; 
her  to  depart  in  the  shghtest  degree — 
either  by  exceeding  or  by  falling  short — 
from  that  which  the  drcumstances  and 
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Hie  polity  of  the  moment  ma;  appear 
from  time  to  time  to  demand.  "Sha  prin- 
ciple laid  dom  with  perfect  truth  is  not 
that  a  political  object  properly  bo  called 
with  reference  to  a  third  Power  should 
be  sought,  but  that  we  are  to  promote 
peace,  contentment,  and  f^ood  goYcm- 
ment,  if  poesible,  in  a  country  neigh- 
bouriug  to  our  own.  And  I  wish  aW> 
to  state,  with  reepect  to  Busda,  that 
GOmmunicatdona  have  recently  passed  as 
well  as  at  farmer  times,  between  the 
Qovermnent  of  Her  Majesty  and  that  of 
the  Emperor  of  Sussia  on  &e  subject  of 
the  progress  made  by  Itussia  in  Central 
Asia.  We  have  not  conceived  that  any- 
thing has  occurred  on  the  part  of  that 
Power  which  has  given  us  any  title  to 
complain ;  and  the  tone  of  those  commu- 
nications on  the  part  oi  the  Russian  Qo- 
vemment  have  been  altc^;ether  friendly. 
More  has  been  prcgeoted  on  the  part  of 
that  Qoremment  —  perhaps  in  some 
d^ree  echoing  back  an  opinion  that  had 
unofficially  Mien  at  a  certain  period 
from  my  noble  Friend  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Afi'airs — llid 
idea  that  it  might  be  for  the  convenience 
of  both  countries  and  for  the  general 
advantage  if  it  were  understood  that  be- 
tween t£at  portion  of  Central  Asia  in 
which  Russia  ezeiciees  influence  and  the 
territories  in  which  we  hold  a  dominion, 
there  was  interposed  a  neutral  zone  in 
which  there  should  be  no  contact,  and 
therefore  no  rivalry,  between  the  action 
of  thoee  two  Powers.  And  the  Buseion 
Qovemment  has  itself  stated  with  refer- 
ence to  AffghtmiatAn — a  name  to  which 
they  have  not  given  any  precise  geo- 
gtaphical  definition,  and  therefore  lam 
not  authorized  to  assign  to  it  —  that 
Affghanistan  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a 
region  lying  beyond  the  range  of  Russian 
influence.  There  is  nothing  in  thoee 
communications  of  a  nature  approaching 
to  a  mutual  engagement  or  agreement, 
nor  have  they  arrived  at  anything  which 
can  be  called  a  conclusion.  But  tlie 
House  will,  I  think,  be  of  opinion  that 
the  spirit  manifested  on  ba&  sides  and 
the  snggestion  in  respect  to  interposing 
a  neutral  zone  between  the  dominions 
of  the  two  Powers  are  an  indication  that 
both  Governments  are  sensible  of  the 
deairablenesB  of  harmony  in  their  action, 
and  wish  to  avoid  anytning  that  would 
disturb  the  public  mind  or  would  create 
appvehension  of  fritore  danger  or  mis- 
chief.   Iwaadeairoas  tomakeibefle  two 
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statements  to  the  House;  and  I  need 
not,  with  any  further  remarks,  detain 
the  House  from  the  other  business  of  tiie 
evening. 

PAaUAMENf— THE  LADIES' GALLEST. 


Mb.  H.  A.  HERBERT  Baid,heroBeto 
move — "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  grating  in  fivnt  of  the  Ladies' 
Gallery  should  be  removed."  Hebrought 
that  subject  forward  because,  in  his  own 
opinionand  in  that  of  other  hon.  Members, 
the  existing  accommodation  for  ladies 
who  wished  to  listen  to  their  discussions 
most  inadequate.  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  had  declined  to  take 
upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  re- 
moving the  grating  which  obstructed 
the  view  from  the  Ladies'  Galleiy.  He, 
Uierefore,  wished  to  test  the  opmion  of 
the  House  upon  that  question,  more 
especially  as  that  was  a  Reformed  House 
of  Commons,  in  which  the  matter  bad 
not  been  previously  discussed.  The 
Ladies'  Qalleiy  was  divided  into  three 
parts.  The  first  part  was  properly  and 
rightly  given  up  to  the  Speaker.  Behind 
it  was  a  very  comfortable  tea-room,  with 
which,  however,  they  had  nothing  to  do. 
Then  there  was  the  part  which  was  as- 
signed to  the  wives,  daughters,  and 
friends  of  Members,  and  whiim  comprised 
the  remaining  two-thirds  of  the  Gallery. 
The  Gallery  was  very  dark,  very  hot,  and 
very  low-roofed.  The  temperature  th^e 
was  always  nearly  four  degrees  higher 
than  in  titie  rest  of  the  House.  [Laugh- 
i&r.'\  It  was  all  very  well  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  laugh,  but  they  were  there 
for  their  pleasure,  while  the  ladies  came 
to  listen  to  tbem ;  audit  was  a  very  poor 
compliment  to  the  ladies  to  put  them  in 
a  place  in  which  they  were  to  be  confined 
— in  what  hod  been  called  a  chamber  of 
horrors,  where  they  had  to  breathe  the 
air  that  passed  through  all  the  longs  of 
the  House.  All  that  was  really  a  dis- 
grace in  this  age  of  civilization.  If  the 
ladies  wanted  tea  or  any  refreshment  they 
could  only  get  it  in  the  small  room  of  the 
door-keeper,  who  was  obliged  to  go  out, 
so  that  if  any  "row"  took  place  in  the 
Gallery,  he  was  not  there  to  suppress  it. 
It  was  but  the  other  day  that  complainta 
were  made  by  the  reporters  of  a  noise  in 
the  Ladies'  Q^ery ;  but  this  would  not 
have  happened  if  Uie  ladies  had  a  prc^w 
tea-room.    It  was  said  tliat  the  la^es 
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that  ladies  eKould  be  admitted  to  the 
Oalleiy,  and  from  that  time  no  drtmken 
man  ever  appeared  in  the  House.  Mr. 
YillierB  took  a  most  cautious  line,  hoping 
that  the  matter  would  be  diecusBed  in 
all  the  populous  towns  of  the  kingdom, 
and  declaring  that  the  question  was  so 
complicated  Uiat  he  did  not  think  they 
could  consider  it  in  all  its  bearinga 
and  make  up  their  minds  in  fewer  than 
three  SeesionB.  Mr.  Grandey  Berkeley 
modestly  disclmmed  ulterior  views.  Now, 
his  ult«rior  view  was  to  get  rid  of  this 
Black  Hole  of  Calcutta  into  which  ladies 
were  put  when  the  House  repented  of 
putting  them  into  the  "  ventilator."  He 
was  told  by  his  predecessors  of  both 
sezea — ^Laughttr'] — by  those  of  a  former 
generation,  uien,  if  the  House  preferred 
that  expression — that  in  some  respects 
the  "ventilator"  was  better  than  the 
present  arrangement,  because  when  the 
debates  were  dull — if  debates  there  ever 
were  dull — there  was  an  open  space  in 
which  strangers  might  walk  about  and 
talk  with  Members  of  the  House.  A  few 
strokes  of  the  hammer  and  chisel  would 
get  rid  of  the  grating,  and  be  hoped  that 
the  right  hon,  Qentleman  the  First  Com- 
miaeioner  of  "Works  would  give  them 
some  assurance  that  the  object  in  view 
would  be  accomplished. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leavB  oat  from  the  word  "Thst"  to  ths 
eod  of  the  Queation,  id  order  to  add  the  word* 
"  in  the  opinion  of  tbia  Hoaae,  th>  grating  in 
Dnt  of  tlie  Lidiei'  Gatlerjr  ibonld  be  remorsd," 

(ifr.  Eerberl.) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  tJie  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  BERESFOKD  HOPE  begged  the 
House  not  to  be  carried  away  by  the 

fervent  eloquence  of  the  two  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, and  not  do  that  which  he  be- 
lieved seriously — and  he  did  not  seewhy 
the  matter  should  be  treated  as  a  joke — 
would  neitherbeconducive  to  the  dignity 
of  this  House  or  be  considerate  to  the 
feelings  of  those  for  whose  professed 
benefit  the  Motion  was  made.  The  ladies 
might  be  comfortable  or  not  with  or 
wiutout  a  grating,  but  it  was  not  in  good 
taste  to  deal  with  this  as  a  mere  matter 
of  fun.  The  accommodation  of  the 
ladies  was  just  as  serious  a  matter  as 


-would  fidget  about,  would  applaud,  and 
would  attract  the  attention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. But  no  one  could  have  witnessed 
the  recent  great  debate  in  the  1 
Lords  without  observing  how  quiet  was 
the  demeanour  of  the  utrge  number  of 
ladies  who  were  in  the  Galleries.  The 
throng  of  beauty  did  not  attract  the  at- 
teutiou  of  noble  Lords  in  the  other  House, 
where  the  ladieswere  accommodated  with 
Beats  in  which  they  could  see  and  hear 
comfortably.  Ko  inconvenience  was 
perieuced  by  speakers  in  the  other  House 
&om  the  presence  of  ladies,  neither,  he 
was  convinced,  would  any  be  experienced 
by  speakers  in  that  House.  He  agreed 
with  what  Lord  Falmerston  said — that 
if  the  Gallery  were  once  ojpened,  in  a 
week  hon.  Members  would  foi^t  there 
was  a  Gallery.  Better  accommodation 
should  be  provided  for  ladies  in  that 
House.  He  begged  to  move  the  Reso- 
lution. 

Mb.  a.  JOHNSTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  it  had  been  objected  by 
some  that  the  presence  of  the  ladies  in 
the  House  under  circumstances  in  which 
they  could  be  seen  would  set  the  hearts 
of  speakers  fluttering  and  palpitating ; 
but  ne  asked  whether  they  could  reaUy 
lay  their  hands  on  their  hearts  and 
say  that  when  they  rose  to  address  the 
House  they  ever  gave  a  thought  to 
the  presence  of  the  ladies?  He  had, 
indeed,  heard  of  an  hon.  Member  who 
said  he  never  got  up  to  speak  with- 
out casting  a  propitiatory  glance  at  the 
Ladies'  Gallery;  but  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  now  been  removed  to  another, 
and,  he  hoped,  a  better  place.  That 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  frequently  in  the 
other  House,  and  the  presence  of  ladies 
there  did  not  seem  to  have  the  shghtest 
effect  on  his  speeches.  Thirty-five  years 
ago  it  was  said  that  the  debates  would 
be  much  longer  if  ladies  were  admitted 
to  listen  to  the  debates,  because  hou. 
Members  would  speak  who  did  not  speak 
before ;  but  the  answer  given  was  that 
the  debates  would  be  much  shorter,  be- 
cause Members  who  then  talked  very 
uselessly  would  be  ashamed  to  do  so  in 
the  presence  of  ladies.  Mr.  O'Connell 
said  the  presence  of  ladies  in  the  Irish 
Parhament  had  been  of  the  greatest  ad- 
vantage, because  in  former  days  hos- 
pitality was  exercised  to  such  an  extent 
that  many  Members  of  the  Lish  House 

of  Commons  were  in  the  habit  of  coming   their  own,  "but  in  behalf  of  the  ladies 
there  drunk.    The  remedyproposed  was  |  themselves  he  most  represent  ibsb  it 
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irould  be  a  cruel  kindness  to  tako  away 
that  barrier.  Tbere  -were  two  sidea  to 
every  question,  and  to  a  certaia  extent 
tbo  grating  impeded  sight  and  sound. 
But  kdies  were  thereby  admittedinthat 
recognized  yet  not  tooobtmsiTe  position 
'which  best  conduced  to  their  own  com- 
fort. What  was  the  object  of  a  Ladiee' 
Gallery?  Was  it  to  enable  a  certain 
number  of  ladies  to  add  one  more  to  the 
number  of  evening  parties,  and  come 
down  here  in  their  b^  dresses,  or 
it  to  allow  ladies  to  enjoy  one  or  two 
hours  of  rational,  intellectiial  enjoyment 
in  their  morning  dresses  and  bonnets, 
without  being  molested  by  impertinent 
glances  ?  In  behalf,  therefore,  not  of  a 
few  fashionable  ladies,  but  of  the  general 
ladyhood,  and  of  those  who  really  wished 
to  be  able  to  see  and  understand  the 
working  of  our  constitutional  system,  he 
should  oppose  the  Motion.  It  was  a  fact 
that  when  the  late  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  Mill)  was  lu-ging  woman's 
rights,  a  high  authority  af£ed  him  whe- 
ther he  would  bring  bia  muse  to  bear  on 
the  removal  of  the  grating,  and  his 
answer  was  that  if  that  grating  were 
removed  bisdaughter  would  never  again 
come  to  the  House.  As  to  the  other 
House,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
wives  or  daughters  of  Peers  were  ad- 
mitted, not  by  order,  but  by  ri^ht,  and 
that  was  a  totally  different  question  from 
the  admission  of  ladies  to  this  House  by 
entries  in  a  book  or  by  order.  He  hoped 
that  they  were  not  going  to  add  a  flirt- 
ing lobby  to  the  House.  At  all  events, 
by  throwing  down  the  barrier  they  would 
not  add  to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and 
would  bestow  a  cruel  kindness  on  the 
ladies.  If  the  hon.  Member  pressed  his 
Motion  he  would  divide  the  House. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  said,  that 
perhaps  the  admission  of  ladies  to  the 
Gallery  was  not  an  inapt  subject  for  a 
maiden  speech.  He  was  surprised  at 
the  lice  taken  on  this  subject  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  jocu- 
lar way  in  which  the  remarks  of  the  two 
preceding  speakers  had  been  received ; 
but  he  woiud  beg  to  remind  the  hon, 
Gentleman  that  the  laughter  did  not 
come  from  the  advocates  but  from  the 
opponents  of  the  measure,  wMch  had 
been  brought  forward  in  a  serious  spirit. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  if  the 
grating  were  removed  many  ladies  who 
now  visited  the  Galloiy  would  do  so  no 
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longer.  He  disagreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  thought  that  if  the 
grating  were  removed  it  would  prevent 
some  subjects  from  being  treated  in  a 
manner  not  at  all  conducive  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House.  With  regard  to  the 
assertion  that  ladies  would  not  come  if 
the  grating  were  removed,  because  they 
woidd  have  to  appear  in  evening  dress, 
he  did  not  think  that  argument  applied 
for  a  moment,  because  it  was  the  custom 
in  Bocie^  for  both  sexes  to  appear  in  fijll 
dress  or  neither.  \^Lavghter.'\  Hon. 
Gentlemen  might  laugh,  but  he  Relieved 
he  was  quite  correct  in  what  he  had 
stated,  and  it  was  no  more  necessary  for 
a  lad  V  to  come  in  full  dress  than  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  appear  in  evening  dress. 
As  to  the  impertinent  glances  which, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  would 
be  directed  at  the  ladies  in  case  they 
were  visible,  he  did  not  think  Jt  was 
customary  for  an  assembly  of  gentlemen 
to  indulge  themselves  in  that  manner ; 
and  this  was  not  likely  to  be  done  in  this 
any  more  than  in  the  other  House  of 
Farhament.  The  Ladies'  Gallery  had 
been  called  by  so  high  an  authority  as 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  a 
"Chamber  of  Horrors."  He  thought 
that  was  a  sufficient  reason  why  some 
alteration  should  be  made  in  it.  He  had 
frequently  been  there  himself  and  he 
had  always  found  that  the  atmosphere 
was  really  unfit  for  breathing.  The 
grating  was,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
perfectly  useless,  and  there  could  be  no 
earthly  reason  for  not  removing  it.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  should  press  the  Motion 
to  a  division  he  should  certainly  vote 

Mb.  LATABD  said,  he  did  not  quite 

father  from  tiie  eloquent  speech  of  the 
on.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  A. 
Herber^ — whose  interests  he  advocated 
in  the  Motion  he  had  brought  forward — 
whether  he  wished  the  grating  removed 
for  the  advantage  of  ttie  Members  of 
the  House,  or  in  order  that  those  who 
occupied  the  Ladies'  Gallery  might  have 
a  better  opportunity  of  witnessing  the 
proceedings  of  the  House.  The  question 
naturally  divided  itself  into  two  parts — 
what  might  be  convenient  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  what  might  be  most  convenient 
to  those  who  occupied  the  (Jallery.  Now, 
ho  had  thought  it  advisable  to  inform 
himself  as  to  the  real  feeling  of  the 
ladies,  tot,  after  all,  that  was  a  matter 
that  ought  to  be  taken  into  oooBideratioii. 
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And,  although  he  might  not  have  so 
large  an  acquaintance  with  ladies  as  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  A.  Herbert),  atill 
he  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  some ; 
and  be  had  taken  the  means  of  ascertain- 
ing what  was  the  opinion  of  the  ladies 
on  this  subject.  Kow,  he  must  say  the 
result  had  been  to  him  most  unexpected. 
He  might  safely  say  he  had  asked  at 
least  200  ladies  whettier  they  wished  the 
grating  to  be  removed,  and,  curiously 
enough,  out  of  that  number  only  two 
ladies  had  stated  that  they  were  desirous 
it  should  be  removed.  He  had  received 
a  lett«r  &om  a  lady,  which  put  the 
matter  so  clearly  that  he  thought  the 
best  thing  he  oould  do  would  be  to  read 
it  to  the  House.  The  letter  was  in  these 
words — 

"Ja\j  1,  1969. 
"  Mf  dtar  Mr.  Lajard,— I  da  bope  yaa  will 
eiert  ths  weight  of  jonr  ofilcial  Botfaority  to  pre- 
serve for  UB  the  proteotioo  ol  the  grating  in  (root 
of  our  Gnllerr,  which  aome  hoD.  Morohen,  do 
doubt,  prompted  bf  feelings  of  mistaken  kiadness, 
an  disposed  to  remove.  I  riil]j  appreciate  the 
chivalrous  senl  of  Mr.  Herbert,  but  if  70U  bave 
an  opportanitf  1  hope  jtia  will  tell  him  bow 
manj  more  effeotusi  wajs  there  are  of  defending 
our  cause  in  Parlinmeot  and  earning  our  grati- 
tude. Do  not  suppose  that  I  mean  to  la;  that 
the  Ladies'  Gallery  could  not  be  improved.  The 
ocoaaional  viaita  we  receive  from  our  friends  in 
tbe  House  of  Commons  are  too  abort  for  them  to 
be  able  to  judge  of  our  auflferinga  up  there,  or  of 
the  quality  of  tbe  air  whioh  fou  provide  for  our 
lunga.  But  tho  removal  of  the  grating  would  be 
no  remedy ;  on  the  contrary,  the  protection  we 
derive  from  it  enablea  u*  to  sit  ai  we  like,  to 
talk  together,  to  hang  up  our  shawls  and  bonneta, 
and  dress  as  we  please.  These  are  manj  advan- 
Ugea,  for  fou  know  we  are  compelled  Co  sit 
quiet  Dot  to  lose  our  placea  while  horea  are  ad- 
dressing the  House.  lou  will  not  take  it  amiaa, 
dear  Mr.  Lnjrard,  if  I  aay  that  there  are  some 
borea  in  the  Houae  of  Commons.  You  cannot 
feel  for  us.  because  on  these  oeoaaions  vou  can 
go  and  talk  to  jour  friends,  and  write  letters  in 
the  librarj.  The  grating  also  enables  us  to  leave 
tiia  Oallerj  in  the  middle  of  dull  apaeehea,  which 
we  would  otherwise  he  compelled  to  sit  out  p^- 
tientlj,  espeoiall;  if  the  orator  wero  an  aoqaainl- 
ance,  and  bad  obtained  our  sea(  for  ua.  And, 
then,  the  grating  ii  of  enormoua  advantage  to 
bon.  Members  themselves,  who  oould  not  oome 
and  atrotsb,  and  aleep,  and  snore  as  Ibej  do  Im- 
nedlatel]'  below  us  in  the  Galleriea  if  they  saw 
that  we  aaw  them.  And  laat,  but  not  least,  do 
jrou  not  think  IbaC  a  good  many  ill-natured  re- 
marks and  auppoaitions  are  made  impoaaible  hy 
the  interposition  of  tbi*  objectionable  grating  t 

Who  oan  taj  now  that  Mr. said  so-and-eo 

heoauae  Ladj was  in  the  gallerr,  or  that  Sir 

always  atamnwra  and  brsaki  down  when  Hiss 

is  present  f " 

Now,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  truth  h 

that  letter,  and  he  thought  the  HouBe 

Mr.  Layari 


would  take  the  ladies'  view  of  the  mattar. 
But  there  was  one  thing  which  Uie  ladies 
had  a  right  to  expect  of  the  House,  and 
that  was  that  they  should  improve  the 
Ladies'  OsUeiy  as  much  as  possible.  He 
had  gone  the  other  day  to  examine  the 
Gallei7,  and  he  confessed  with  shame 
that  he  was  shocked  at  the  spectacle  that 
met  Mb  view.  He  went  early,  thinking 
the  door  would  be  open,  but  it  was  dosed, 
and  a  large  number  of  ladies  were  sitting 
on  the  steps  waiting  for  Uie  Qallery  to 
be  opened.  That  was  not  a  creditable 
state  of  things,  but  after  the  lesson  he 
had  received  last  night  he  should  be  vety 
bold  indeed  if  he  ventured  on  any  struc- 
tural alterations  without  receiving  the 
direct  sanction  of  the  House.  What 
could  he  done  was  rather  difficult  ta  say. 
He  did  not  think  the  removal  of  the 
grating  would  be  any  advantage  to  the 
ladies.  On  the  con^aiy,  &om  all  the 
information  he  had  received,  he  believed 
it  would  not  be  considered  a  favour. 
But  what  should  be  done  was  to  improve 
the  Gallery  as  much  as  possible.  Neither 
the  accommodation  provided  nor  &e 
ventilation  was  fit  for  ladies.  How  the 
requisite  ^torations  could  best  be  effected 
he  would  endeavour  to  ascertain  during 
the  Becesa,  but  be  would  not  do  any- 
thing without  the  full  eanotion  of  toe 
House.  So  much  for  the  ladies'  view  of 
this  question.  With  regard  to  the  Gen- 
tlemen's view  of  it,  that,  of  course,  must 
be  left  to  the  decision  of  the  House. 
For  himself,  ho  must  say  he  thought  the 
removal  o£  the  grating  would  be  no  im- 
provement, and  he  believed  a  large  ma- 
C"ry  of  the  House  would  concur  with 
in  that  opinion. 

Mb.  H.  a.  H£ni£i:RT  said,  after  the 
remarks  made  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  he  should  not  call  on 
the  House  to  divide  on  the  subject. 

Amendment,  hy  leave,  withdraten. 

PARTY   PROCESSIONS   (IRELAND)  ACT. 
aPESTIOIT. 

Mr.  downing  said,  he  vrished  to 
ash  the  Chief  Secretory  for  Ireland,  If 
the  attention  of  the  Ghtvemment  has 
been  called  to  the  report  which  has  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press  of  a  meeting 
held  at  Enniskillen  on  Frid^  last,  at 
which  Mr.  John  Brien,  J.  P.,  D.  L.,  and 
High  Sheriff,  presided,  described  as  con- 
sisting of  between  twenty  and  twen^-five 
thousand  persons,  marching  with  fin  and 
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drum  baude,  playing  party  tunes,  Orange 
flags  flying,  and  tlie  bells  of  the  churcli 
duming  in  eympatky  with  the  cheers  of 
the  breUiren ;  if  bo,  is  it  true,  and  if  it  is, 
is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
remove  Mr.  Brien  &om  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  the  Deputy  Lieutenancy, 
and  Shrievalty  of  the  county ;  and  to  re- 
move Mesara.  Madden  and  Sankey  from 
the  Comm^sion  of  the  Peace,  they  hav- 
ing marched  at  the  head  of  a  procession 
to  said  meeting-,  carrying  flags  and 
banners,  and  aocompanied  by  bands 
playing  party  tunes,  in  violation  of  the 
Party  IVocessions  Act?  The  Govern- 
ment of  a  former  day  had  removed  gen- 
tlemen &om  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  having  become  Gepealera ;  and 
the  late  Mayor  of  Cork  had  been  pim- 
isbed  in  the  same  manner  for  having 
contributed  to  a  charitable  object.  He 
would  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Ire- 
land, why  the  same  course  of  action 
should  not  be  pursued  towards  those 
gentlemen  in  the  North  of  Ireland  who 
had  joined  in  an  open  violation  of  the 
law  and  insulted  their  Eoman  Cathohc 
fellow-countrymen  ?  If  the  law  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  could  not  be  enforced, 
because  those  who  were  appointed  to 
administer  it  took  part  in  its  open  viola- 
tion, it  was  the  Sounden  duty  of  the 
Executive  to  apply  a  remedy. 

ViscoTOT  CEICHTON  said,  that  as 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  the  town 
where  the  meeting  had  been  held,  and 
as  be  had  taken  part  in  it  himself,  he 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words 
before  his  right  hon.  Friend  should  re- 
ply. A  few  days  ago,  when  upon  look- 
ing by  accident  at  ttie  Notice  Paper,  he 
perceived  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  wrote  at  once  to  the  two  ma- 
gistrates whose  conduct  had  been  im- 
pugned, and  to  the  High  Sheriff  of  Fer- 
managh, asking  for  particulars.  That 
veiy  morning  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Suikey :  from  the  other  gen- 
tleman he  had  got  no  reply,  owii^  pro- 
bably to  absence  from  home.  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  Orange  emblems 
at  the  meeting,  that  flags  were  dis- 
played, a  few  drums  beaten,  and  party 
tunes  played.  The  meeting  consisted  of 
25,000  people,  and  he  did  not  know 
whether  it  amounted  to  a  breach  of  the 
Party  Processions  Act.  He  had  always 
thought  it  the  duty  of  the  Orangemen 
to  agitate  for  the  repeal  of  that  Act ;  but 
as  long  as  it  remained  the  law,  he  held 
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it  ought  to  be  observed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  altogether  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  describing  this  as  an  Orange 
meeting.  The  high  sheriff,  in  a  letter 
upon  me  subject  of  the  Question,  de- 
scribed the  meeting  as  having  been 
called  to  consider  the  Irish  Churm  Ques- 
tion, at  which  he  presided  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  signed  the  Besolutione  come 
to,  adding  that  it  was  gratifying  to  see 
the  country  so  united.  Could  the  hbn. 
Member  say  that  it  was  illegal  or  uncon- 
stitutional to  hold  such  a  meeting,  when 
hundreds  of  such  meetings  were  pre- 
sided over  by  officials  in  all  parts  of  the 
coimtry?  He  had  letters  horn  the  secre- 
tary of  the  committee,  too,  assuring  him 
that  those  who  managed  the  deputation 
anxiously  strove  to  keep  it  free  from 
anything  of  a  party  character ;  and  with 
reference  to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, he  had  a  letter  from.  Mr.  Sankey, 
who  said  he  and  Mr.  Madden  were  at 
Enniskillen  on  the  day  of  the  meeting, 
and  went  there  accompanied  by  several 
hundred  of  tenantiy,  none  of  whom  wore 
colours;  but  they  met  others  with  drum 
and  fl^s,  who  asked  them  to  join  in 
procession,  but  he  declined.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  deem  Ms  vindication  of 
the  character  of  those  accused  perfect, 
and  he  thought  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  instead  of  animadverting  upon 
that  meeting  had  exerted  himself  to  pre- 
vent Fenian  displays  in  other  parts  of 
the  country,  he  would  have  employed  his 
time  more  profitably.  He  only  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  present 
on  the  occasion  in  question,  because  he 
would  then  have  seen  a  gathering  of 
25,000  loyal  men,  a  s^ht  not  to  be  seen 
every  day,  or  in  every  county  in  Ireland. 
Me.  CHICHESTER  FOETESOUE 
said,  he  was  glad  his  reply  had  been  pre- 
faced by  the  candid  statement  of  the 
noble  Tiscount,  which  must  have  been 
satisfactory  to  both  sides  of  the  House. 
In  considering  the  question  put  to  bjm  it 
was  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  the  main 
feature  of  the  whole  transaction,  that  it 
was  a  great  public  meeting  called  to- 
gether to  discuss  a  subject  before  Parlia- 
rnent  of  surpasBinginterest  to  those  form- 
ing the  meeting.  This  should  not  be  lost 
sight  of  in  considering  minor  events  in 
connection  with  this  transaction ;  but  as 
far  as  his  information  went,  and  it  was 
confirmed  by  the  noble  Viscount's  state- 
ment, neither  the  high  sheriff  nor  tho 
magistrates  mentioned  had  committed 
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any  breach  of  the  Party  Froceesioiis  Act 

in  the  course  of  that  day,  whatever 
others  may  hare  done.  He  trusted  this 
was  the  case,  because  it  would  be  per- 
fectly monstrous  if  any  man  holdingHer 
Majesty's  Commiesion  was  found  com- 
mitting a  breach  of  the  law,  whatever 
his  opinions  might  be  on  the  law 
question. 


Captain  WHITE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  the 
decision  of  the  Police  Magistrate  at 
Marlborough  Street  in  a  recent  charge 
of  furious  riding  in  Hyde  Park.  Colonel 
Enox,  the  defendant  in  the  case,  was 
charged  with  riding  furiously  in  Botten 
Eow  at  7  30  in  the  morning.  The  po- 
lice officer  stated  that  the  pace  was  be- 
tween ten  and  eleven  miles  an  hour ; 
but  Colonel  Knox,  on  whose  word  he 
would  place  implicit  credit,  said  that  he 
was  not  riding  at  the  rate  of  more  than 
eight  miles  an  hour.  On  the  evidence 
of  the  police  the  magistrate  convicted 
Colonel  Enox,  and  inflicted  the  full 
penalty  of  40s.,  as  much  as  could  have 
been  inflicted  if  the  riding  had  occurred 
in  the  middle  of  the  afternoon  when  the 
Bow  was  thronged  with  people,  assign- 
ing the  extraordinary  reason  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  objected  to,  inasmuch 
aa  the  amount  of  the  fine  could  matter 
but  little  to  a  gentleman  in  his  position. 
That  might  be  Marlborough  Street  jus- 
tice, but  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
such  justice  as  that  House  would  ap- 
prove. The  police  constables  ought  to 
temper  their  zeal  with  discretion.  He 
wished  to  know.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  cause  investigation  to 
be  made,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  Constables  exceeded  their 
duty  on  the  occasion  in  question  ? 

Mr.  BKtJCE  said,  he  hardly  thought 
that  a  matter  of  this  kind  ought  to  be 
brought  before  the  House.  The  police- 
men appeared  to  have  given  their  evi- 
dence in  a  very  temperate  manner.  The 
police  appointed  to  prevent  furious  rid- 
ing in  me  Park  had  been  non-commis- 
aioned  officers  in  cavalry  regiments,  and 
he  thought  he  might  appeal  to  many 
gentlemen  in  that  House  to  bear  him 
out  in  saying  that  they  discharged  their 
duty  witii  great  discretion.  He  quite 
Mr.  Chkheiitr  Fmrtuew 


Amendmmt  SiS. 


between  riding  rapidly  at  an  early  hour 
in  the  morning  and  doing  the  same  thing 
in  the  middle  of  the  day,  so  far  as  the 
safety  of  the  public  was  concerned ;  but 
many  work-people  were  in  the  habit  of 
crossing  the  Park  when  going  to  their 
work  in  the  morning.  He  was  rather 
astonished  to  hear  that  Colonel  Enoz 
was  riding  on  the  occasion  at  a  pace  of 
only  eight  miles  an  hour,  because  he 
had  rcM  in  the  paper  that  in  order  to 
prevent  the  horse  running  away  with 
him.  Colonel  Knox  had  been  obbged  to 
run  away  with  the  horse.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  it  was  called  upon  to  dt  in 
review  on  the  decision  of  the  magistrate, 
who  happened  to  he  one  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced on  the  bench. 

8iB  PERCY  BUBRELL  asked,  whe- 
ther there  had  been  any  corroboration 
of  the  testimony  of  the  policemen  ? 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mistaken 
the  scope  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's observations.  Cases  of  this  kind — 
persons  going  eight  miles  an  hour — 
were  of  daily  occurrence.  He  thought 
he  had  seen  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  riding  at  a  pace  of  more  than 
eight  miles  an  hour. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withiravm. 

Committee  deftrrti,  till  Monday  next. 

ROADS  AlfD  BMDOES   (SCOTLAHd)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Ths  Loud  Adtooiti,  Bill  to 
provide  for  tha  CongotiiUtion  oF  Tniiti,  tha  mp- 
paintment  or  CoDDtj  Road  Truiteei,  the  >t>oiitioa 
of  Tolls  and  Statute  Laboar,  and  the  maiatenanM 
of  Public  Roada  and  Bridges  bj  autument  in 
Saotland.  itrdend  to  Im  brought  in  bj  The  Lobd 
Autooati  and  Mr.  Souciioa  Gimibal  for  &cn- 

Bill  |>r«wni«ii,  and  raadtbvBntUiiie.  [BUI  307.] 


A2n>  IKFBOVEUENT  OF  L&imS 
(UtELAlTD)  ACT  (1863)  AMEHDKBNT  BILL. 
Od  Motion  of  Mr.  Atrton,  Bill  to  amend  "  Tha 
Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Landa  (Ireland) 
Act,  1683,"  and  10  afford  further  faoilitiei  for  tha 
purpoMa  thereof,  ordertd  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr. 
Atrton  and  Mr.  Cuihciuxib  of  the  Fxchqcib. 
WtWprataUd,  and  read  tba  firat  time.  [Bill  308,] 

CINttUE  POETS  ACT  AMEKDUENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  KNiTcnBCLicIlDolBBiR,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Cinque  PorM  Aot,  ordertd  to  b« 
brought  in  bf  Mr.  KflATOHBuUi-HDaiUM  and 
Mr.  SecKtarj  Brooi. 

BlUfwwnMi^  and  read  UMflmttiBi*.  [BiUaOO.] 


;,C00^[C 


School  of  UMketry         jltriT  12,  1869} 


S  BiaHTB  BILL. 
On  MotioD  of  The  Lorii  Adtooiti,  Bill  to 
•bolith  tho  Law  of  Dealhb«d,  and  to  make  cer- 
tain other  nhingei  in  the  law  of  SootUnd  relnting 
to  Haritabla  Rights,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
bf  The   LoBD   AnrociTB    and    Mr,    Souoitob 

GiBIUI,    Tor    SCOTUNA. 

BilljireunUd,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  201.  j 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Mmdm/,  12th  July,  1869. 

HINIJTES.]— Pnuo  Bttu—Pirtt  Reading— 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No,  2)  * 
(183);  Senmen'a  Clothing*. 

CammilU» — New  Parlahes  and  Cborob  Bailding 
Acta  Amendment*  (leO-lSl). 

Tfard  fl*adinp— Irish  Church  (182). 

Bi>y<a  Auait—B.eoorAen  DepuIieB  [32  h  33 
Viet.  c.  an]  ;  Newapaperg,  Prinlers,  and  Read- 
ing Rooma  [32  *  33  Viel.  e.  24]  ;  Poor  Relief 
(Ireland)  Act  {E862|  Amendment  [33  A  33 
Via.  0.  2Jl]  1  Titles  of  Religioaa  Congrrgationa 
Act  Eitcnaion  [32  &  33  Via.  c.  28];  Inam 
Landa  [32  A  33  Via.  0.  SB]  ;  Deerhounea,  At. 
[83*33  Kid.  0.37];  Public  Parki  (Ireland) 
[32  *  33  Via.  0.  28]  ;  Park  Gate  Chnpel  Mar- 
riagea,  Ao.  [32  A  33  Viel.  e.  30]  ;  Sea  Fishe- 
nea  Act  (1808)  Supplemental  [32*33  Vict. 
«.  31};  Oyster  and  Mu»el  Fisheries  Supple- 
niencal  [33  *  33  Fief.  o.  70] ;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orden  Conannatiou  [33  *  S3  Fwl.o.Tl.] 


SCnOOL  OF  MUSKETBT  AT  HYTHE. 

ADDRESS  POB  A  REPORT  ON 


LoKD  EINNAIRD,  rising  to  call 
attention  to  an  outbreak  of  fever  in  tliis 
eetablishment,  said,  he  did  not  deny  the 
importance  of  schools  of  mueketiy,  for 
in  view  of  the  aetoniahinc;  improve- 
ments which  had  been  made  in  small 
arms,  it  vas  necesaaiy  that  officers  and 
Boldiere  should  he  taught  to  handle 
them.  Having  been  informed  last  spring 
that  a  serious  outbreak  of  fever  had 
occurred,  and  believisg  that  such  epi- 
demics could  generally  be  accounted 
for  by  remediable  causes,  he  paid  a 
visit  to  Hythe  and  inspected  the  drainage 
of  the  barracks.  He  found  a  large 
shingly  beach  between  the  barracks  and 
the  sea,  which  effectually  intercepted  tho 
eea  breezes,  and  he  observed  that  all  the 
drainage  of  the  town  flowed  into  a  canal 
belongug  to  flie  Government,  and  -- 
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ginally  constructed  for  strate^c  pnr- 
poHSS.  This  canal,  which  was  covered 
with  vegetable  matter,  ran  at  the  foot 
of  the  barracks.  The  drains  &om  the 
barracks,  which  were  taken  under  the 
residences  of  the  variouB  officers,  went 
into  a  ditch,  from  the  open  part  of  which 
refuse  eighteen  inches  iu  depth  had  been 
taken  out,  so  that  the  conation  of  that 
part  which  was  covered  might  be  ima- 
gined, and  in  hot  weather  with  s  south 
wind  the  stench  was  very  unpleasant. 
The  ditch,  moreover,  was  dry  for  weeks 
at  a  time.  The  lecture  room  was  a 
garret  seated  so  as  to  hold  150  men,  and 
being  coustanliy  filled  with  classes  it« 
ventilation  was  very  objectionable.  It 
was  but  fair  to  say  £kat  the  medical  offi- 
cer attributed  the  outbreak,  not  to  the 
bad  drain^e,  but  to  the  hot  weather 
and  to  the  officers  having  consequently 
thrown  off  their  winter  clothing ;  but  it 
IS  singular,  to  say  the  least,  that  thirty 
forty  should  have  been  affected  by  an 
attack  which  very  much  resembled  the 
jungle  fever  of  India.  The  officer  ad- 
mitted that  the  place  was,  to  a  certain 
extent  unhealthy,  and  remarked  that  offi- 
cers coming  fromabroad,  and  men  of  weak 
constitutions,  could  not  stand  the  two 
months'  drill,  which  was  extremely  hard 
work,  being  such  as  would  properly  re- 
quire three  months.  A  second  school  of 
Qusketry,  situated  at  Fleetwood,  and 
lossessing  excellent  accommodation,  had 
leen  abandoned  on  economical  grounds, 
but  it  might  be  doubted  whether  the 
cost  of  conveying  regiments  from  all 
parts  of  the  three  kingdoms  to  Hythe 
was  less  than  the  expense  of  a  second 
estabhshment ;  and  he  felt  sure  that, 
when  the  hedth  of  the  troops  was  at 
stake,  measures  would  be  taken  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  tho 
noble  Lord  who  represented  the  Depart- 
ment in  this  House  (Lord  Northbrook) 
to  guard  against  another  outbreak. 

Mmtd,  That  an  hamble  Addreas  be  preaeuted 

to  Her  Mnjestf  for  a  Report  on  the  aanilarj  state 
of  the  School  ot  Musketry  at  Hythe.  the  number 
of  officers  reported  aick  between  Ihe  Ist  of  March 
and  the  30th  of  April  1868,  and  cost  of  main- 
taining the  eatabliahment  of  the  School  of  Mus- 
ketrj  thero  for  one  jear. — (  The  Lord  Kinnaird.) 

Lord  NOETHBEOOK  said,  there  was 
no  objection  to  the  production  of  the 
Papers,  including  the  Beport  of  Dr. 
Massy,  Deputy  Inspector  General  of 
Hospitals,  whom  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  deputed  to  investigatA  an  out- 
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break  of  fever  reported  by  Hie  medical 
officers  as  of  a  bilious  nature.  His  risht 
hon.  Friend  would  be  ready  to  consider 
any  improvements  Tbicb  might  be  re- 
quired in  the  accommodatioa  prorided 
for  the  officers  at  Hytbe. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
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Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "ThattheBillbenowreadS'." 
— (2H«  £arl  QrmviUe.) 

Thb  Eael  op  CLANCAETY:  My 
Lords,  after  the  labour  and  patient  at- 
tention your  Lordships  have  bestowed 
in  Committee  upon  ^e  details  of  this 
Bill — labour  that  I  fully  admit  has  ma- 
terially mitigated  the  amount  of  wrong 
and  injustice  that  would  have  been  in- 
flicted upon  the  Church  in  Ireland  under 
the  Bill  aa  it  came  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  —  some  apology,  I  feel,  is 
due  to  your  Lordships  for  my  now  rising 
to  move  its  rejection.  I  beg  to  say, 
then,  that  I  should  not  have  presumed 
to  take  such  a  step  but  under  a  sense,  a 
very  painful  sense,  of  duty  that  must  be 
paramount  to  all  other  considerations. 
But,  my  Lords,  there  are,  apart  &om 
the  general  impolicy  and  injustice  of 
the  measure,  objections  to  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  that,  though  frequently  ad- 
verted to  in  the  course  of  these  debates, 
have  never  been  answered,  though  they 
are  of  that  nature  that  they  certainly 
ought  not  to  have  been  left  unanswered 
— I  mean  the  temu  and  conditions  of 
the  Act  of  Union  between  Great  Britain 
and  Lrelaud  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Established  religion, 
and  the  Coronation  Oath  so  &r  as  it 
relates  to  the  same  subject.  Objections 
such  as  these  bo  materially  enhance  the 
lesponsibUitiee  of  the  House  in  dealing 
wiUi  the  question  of  disestablishing  the 
Church  that  explanation,  if  it  can  be 
given,  ought  not  to  be  withheld.  With 
reference  to  the  Coronation  Oath,  I  think 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  ever  since  the 
period  of  the  lievolution  until  the  pre- 
sent year  it  has  been  the  wont  of  Par- 
liament and  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  to  respect  the  obligationB  that 
the  Oath  imposes  upon  the  Sovereign  of 
this  realm.  Why,  my  Lords,  Is  this 
Zwi  Iforihhrook 


practice  now  to  be  departed  from  ?  It 
IS  a  fact  in  history  that  about  the  time 
of  the  Union  the  Boman  Catholic  Be- 
lief Bill  was  deferred  from  the  most  op- 
portune period  for  its  enactment,  owing  to 
the  conscientious  objection  of  George  III. 
to  taking  a  step  that  he  thought  might 
imperil  the  Church.  However  exagge- 
rated those  apprehensions  were  then  con< 
sidered,  may  it  not  be  said  that  circum- 
stances at  this  day  unhappily  appear  in 
a  great  measure  to  justify  them?  But 
when  such  statesmen  as  Fitt  and  Oaetle- 
reagh  respected  them,  earnest  though 
they  were  in  advocating  the  cause  of 
the  Roman  CathoUcs,  how  can  we  con- 
sider ourselves  at  liberty — however  ex- 
pedient the  measure  before  the  House 
might  otherwise  appear  to  be — to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  give  her  Boyal  Assent 
to  a  Bill  of  no  such  doubtful  effect  upon 
the  interests  of  the  Church ;  but  so 
plainly  and  directly  at  variance  as  this 
is  with  all  that  in  the  most  solemn 
maimer  before  God,  and  in  presence  of 
her  people,  she  has  promised  to  do  with 
respect  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Fro- 
teetant  Befonned  religion  as  b^  law  es- 
tablished ?  Unless,  my  Lords,  it  can  be 
satisfactorily  shown  that  the  objects  and 
provisions  of  this  BiU  are  in  perfect  har- 
mony with  the  engagements  so  solemnly 
accepted  by  the  Sovereign  at  her  coro- 
nation, I  must  feel  it  my  duty,  if  on  no 
other  ground,  to  vote  and  protest  against 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  Let  me  farther 
urge  it  upon  your  Lordships  that  some 
consideration  is  due  to  the  feelings  of 
the  public  in  this  matter.  It  is  said, 
indeed,  that  the  constituencies  have  un- 
mistakably pronounced  for  the  over- 
throw of  the  Church  in  Ireland ;  and, 
in  deference  to  that  supposed  verdict  of 
the  country,  many  of  your  Lordships, 
contrary,  I  believe,  to  your  better  judg- 
ment, voted  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  result 
of  a  General  Election  should  have  con- 
siderable weight  with  this  House ;  but 
those  results  are  not  always  to  be  relied 
upon  as  an  index  of  public  opinion.  A 
party  cry,  suddenly  got  up  and  skilfully 
directed,  may,  as  it  has  done  at  the  late 
General  Election,  give  to  the  wildest  and 
most  revolutionary  views  the  appearance 
of  acceptance  by  the  country  ;  but  such 
views,  even  when  advocated  by  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown,  must  not  be  mis- 
taken for  that  well-matured  public  judg- 
ment upon  great   questions  of  policy 
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widch  this  Honee  is  bound  to  reepect. 
Confinmg  myself  to  the  one  queetion  of 
tiie  Ooronation  Oath,  I  would  aek,  were 
the  conBtitueucieB  informed  how  their 
Sovereign  was  bound  by  the  express 
terms  of  that  Oath  to  mflinfain  the 
Church  that  their  leaders  were  de- 
nouncdng  ?  Moat  certunly  that  iiust 
never  was  put  before  them.  The  ab- 
strant  question  of  the  Justice  or  injofr- 
tice  of  maintaining  in  Lreland  a  Church 
Establishment  for  a  communion  to  which 
a  minority  only,  and  that  a  small  mino- 
rity, of  the  Insh  people  belonged,  was, 
no  doubt,  placed  before  them,  and,  pro- 
bably, with  the  colouring,  exaggeration, 
and  misrepresentation  that  have  inva- 
riably characterized  &e  parte  statements 
against  the  Church ;  and  upon  this  ab- 
s^act  questioa  they  may  have  pro- 
nounced ;  but  a  loyal  and  a  truth-loving 
people  would  never  have  desired  that 
their  beloved  Sovereign  should  be  placed 
in  the  dilemma  in  which  she  will  be 
placed  if  this  Bill  should  be  submitted 
to  her  for  her  Eoyal  Assent,  At  nearly 
every  public  meeting  on  the  Church 
question  that  has  been  held  since  the 
nature  of  this  measure  has  been  under- 
stood, either  in  speeches  or  in  resolu- 
tions, the  Coronation  Oath  has  been  in- 
voked as  a  sure  and  insuperable  safe- 
guard for  the  maintenance  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  now  the  object  of  attack ; 
and  as  this  confidence  springs  from  sen- 
timents of  the  truest  loyalty  to  the  Crown, 
as  well  as  of  attachment  to  the  religion 
of  the  country,  it  ought  not  to  be  dis- 
regarded. I  trust,  therefore,  that  some 
authoritative  explanation  may  be  afforded 
by  Her  Majesty*s  Ministers  to  justify,  if 
possible,  the  proposition  of  a  measure 
so  directiy  at  variance  with  the  sworn 
engagements  of  the  Sovereign.  The 
other  objection  to  tiiis  Bill  that  I  wish 
specially  to  call  your  Lordships'  notice 
to  is  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  Eeferring  to  the  Fifth 
Article  of  the  Union,  which  regards  the 
establishment  of  the  National  Church, 
the  words  at  the  close  of  it  <iPP^ar  to 
take  it  out  of  the  competence  of  Tarlia- 
ment  to  dissolve  the  union  then  effected 
between  the  Churches  of  England  and 
Ireland,  without  dissolving  also  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries.  The  Treaty 
of  Union  was  a  treaty  or  agreement  be- 
tween two  independent  nations,  and  aoy 
violation  of  the  settlement  then  made  of 
the  Established  religion  would,  ucques* 


tionably — from  the  terms  is  which  it  ia 
couched — be  a  violation  of  the  agreement 
then  come  to,  and  of  the  Amdemental 
condition  upon  which  that  Union  of  the 
two  countries  was  based.  By  referring 
to  the  Journals  of  the  House,  your  Lord- 
ships may  learn  exactly  under  what  cir- 
cumstances the  proposal  of  the  Union 
came  from  the  I^gUeh  Parliament,  and 
the  motives  and  terms  both  of  its  ac- 
ceptance by  the  Parliament  of  Ireland, 
and  of  its  proposal  by  the  Parliament 
of  Great  Britam.  England  was  at  the 
time  engaged  in  a  tremendous  struggle 
agEtiast  the  greatest  military  power  that 
the  world  h^  ever  known.  She  conse- 
quently had  need  of  all  the  resources  she 
could  command,  and  of  all  the  strength 
that  could  be  obtained  by  a  concentra- 
tion of  her  power.  In  consequence,  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  consulted  and 
agreed  to  recommend  certain  pr^iosi- 
tions  for  a  Union  with  Ireland.  ITiese 
propositions  were  laid  before  the  King 
in  the  month  of  April,  1799,  accom- 
panied with  an  Address,  in  the  course  of 
which  the  chief  object  of  the  proposed 
Union  is  set  forth  in  these  worM — 

"  We  enterCaio  a  firm  perauasian  that  &  com- 
plete und  entira  union  between  Gre&t  Britain 
and  Iraland,  founded  on  equal  and  liberal  prin- 
ciplea,  mnsC  afford  fresh  mean*  of  opposing,  at  all 
times,  an  effeotual  reaistanoe  to  tbe  destructiTS 
projeota  of  our  foreign  and  domeatic  enemiea, 
and  mnat  t«nd  to  oonflrm  and  augment  the  >t«- 
bililjr,  paver,  mad  reiouroes  of  tba  Empire." 
The  King  having  communicated  the  pro- 

g>sitions  of  his  Parliament  of  Great 
ritain  to  his  Parliament  in  Ireland, 
thev  were  there  in  turn  considered,  and, 
with  important  amendments  regaj^ng 
the  Established  religion,  returned  to  him 
in  the  month  of  March  of  the  following 
year,  1600,  along  with  an  Address  ter- 
minating with  the  following  words  : — 

"  Wa  oBer  them  [the  amended  propoaitioni],  in 
the  foil  eoDiiolioD  that  b;  uniting  ourielTei  with 
four  H^atf'i  subjeota  of  Great  Britain  under 
one  Parliament  end  under  one  goTernment.  we 
ahall  moat  effectoallr  provide  lor  the  improrement 
of  our  commerea,  the  security  of  our  reUgioD,  and 
the  preaervation  of  oar  libertiea." 
The  King  was  thus  informed  of  the  mo- 
tives, as  well  of  the  Irish  Parliament  as 
of  the  British  Parliament  in  agreeing  to 
the  Union.  England  sought  to  strengthen 
herself  against  the  foreign  foe.  Ireland 
consented  to  the  Union  in  the  belief  that 
it  would  secure  the  Established  religion ; 
and  with  this  view  the  proposition  of 
England  for  the  Fifth  Article  of  Union, 


llTiird  SaadiHg. 


1599 


Iriih 


{LORDS) 


Chweh  Bill. 


1600 


"Thftt  tbe  Chnrehei  of  tbkt  part  of  Great 
Brilaio  called  England,  and  thnt  part  of  Great 
Britain  called  Scotland,  and  of  Ireland,  and  the 
doctrine,  wonhip,  diuipline,  and  government 
thereor,  iball  be  preierTed  aa  now  b;  law  eslab- 

Waa  amended,  and  as  amended,  was 
ratified  by  Act  of  Parliament,  being 
made  the  Stb  Article  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  It  was  therein  agreed  that  the 
ChtiTch  of  England  and  Ireland  should 
be  thenceforth  united  into  one  Church, 
and — 

"  That  tbe  oontinnanoe  and  preaerration  of 
the  laid  United  Charoh  aa  the  Eatabliihed 
Church  of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
called  England  aod  Ireland  shall  be  deemed  and 
taken  to  be  an  euentisl  and  faodamantal  Article 
and  condition  of  the  union." 

The  Parliament  of  Ireland  thus  made  a 
conditional  surrender  of  its  independ- 
ence ;  and  so  well  understood  was  this, 
that  when,  some  years  afterwards,  the 
coronation  of  George  IV.  took  place, 
the  Oath  of  tbe  Sovereign  was  so  modi- 
fied to  its  present  form  as  to  be  a  prac- 
ticFd  and  moat  solemn  ratification  of  the 
condition  upon  which  the  Union  was 
based.  I  do  not  question  the  power  of 
Parliament  to  act  as  it  is  doing;  but 
power  may  be  abused.  Nobody  ques- 
tioned the  power  of  Bonaparte  to  put 
to  death  the  4,000  captives  who  had 
surrendered  to  him  as  prisoners  of  war 
after  a  brave  defence  ot  the  fortress  of 
Jafi'a.  He  had  the  power,  and  he  exer- 
cised it,  of  committing  a  cold-blooded 
massacre  of  those  whose  lives  had  been 
secured  by  every  claim  of  right,  and  by 
every  obligation  of  good  faith  and  of 
honour.  His  own  countrymen  and 
greatest  admirers  all  admit  that  an  in- 
delible stain  has  thus  been  left  upon 
the  character  of  that  otherwise  great 
man.  The  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  has  likewise  the  power,  but 
also  the  responsibility,  of  doing  wrong. 
As  it  can  ignore  the  sworn  obligations 
of  the  Sovereign,  so  it  can  ignore  good 
faith  in  the  keeping  of  treaties.  And 
if  this  measure  be  carried  out  it  will,  I 
conceive,  leave  abiding  upon  the  cha- 
racter of  the  British  Parliament  the  re- 
proach of  dishonour  in  violating  the  con- 
'  dition  upon  the  faith  of  which  alone 
Ireland  consented  to  surrender  her  in- 
dependence. And  now,  my  Lords,  be- 
fore I  sit  down,  let  me  add  one  word 
more  in  deprecation  of  this  measure.  It 
has  been  incautioualy,  but  very  justly, 
admitted  by  Her  Majes^'s  MinlstorB  to 
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be  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  against 
the  Irish  branch  of  the  Estabhahed 
Church.  What  is  the  crime  for  which 
the  Irish  Church  is  to  be  punished, 
stripped  of  its  property,  and  cut  ofif  as 
unworthy  any  longer  to  exist  ?  Why  is 
the  Protestant  population  to  be  deprived 
of  the  meane  mtherto  enjoyed  and  gua- 
ranteed to  them  by  the  laws  of  the  land, 
and  by  the  Oath  of  the  Sovereign,  for 
public  worship  ?  Why  is  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  to  be  left  still  a  burden  upon  the 
land  after  the  maintenance  of  the  minis- 
trr  of  the  Gospel  and  the  worship  of 
Almighty  God,  to  which  alone  it  can 
legitimately  be  applied,  have  been  dis- 
continued ?  Why  18  Ireland  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  benefits  henceforth  reserved 
exclusively  for  Great  Britain,  of  having 
Christianity  upheld  in  purity  of  doc- 
trine^the  Word  of  God  as  the  founda- 
tion of  her  moral  government?  And 
when  you  say  you  are  doing  justice  to 
Ireland,  how  do  you  justify — even  if 
the  robbery  of  the  property  of  the 
Church  were  legitimate — the  abstraction 
from  that  Irish  fund  of  means  for  re- 
lieving the  Imperial  Eicliequer  of  an 
annual  payment  to  Maynooth  College 
and  to  the  Presbyterian  body  of  about 
£SO,000  a  year  ?  Is  such  the  nature  of 
your  justice  and  liberality? — is  that  to 
Devour  message  of  peace  to  Ireland? — 
and  are  you  going  to  advise  the  Queen 
so  to  treat  her  poor  Irish  subjects? 
Again,  I  ask — What  has  been  the  of- 
fence of  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church — that  is  to  say,  of  the 
Irish  Church  as  it  has  existed  eince  it 
came  under  your  jurisdiction  at  the 
time  of  the  Union,  as  part  and  parcel 
of  tbe  Church  of  England?  What  has 
it  done  to  incur  the  proposed  penalties, 
or  even  to  merit  censure  ?  Take,  first, 
the  laity  of  the  Church.  Have  they 
been  disloyal  or  disaffected  ? — has  even 
a  single  Protestant  been  known  to  have 
taken  part  in  the  Fenian  conspiracy,  or 
in  any  confederacy  whatever  against 
the  laws  and  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try? Have  they  not,  on  the  contrary, 
been  among  the  most  loyal  of  the 
Queen's  subjects,  the  most  zealous 
friends  of  the  Union  ?  Have  they  in 
any  way  wronged  or  oppressed  their 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects?  Have 
they  not  rather  courted  association  with 
them  in  the  free  enjoyment  of  that 
constitutional  liberty  that  became  the 
common  right  of  all  after  the  poesing 
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of  the  Belief  Bill  ?  And  are  they  not, 
moreover,  at  this  time  the  most  peace- 
able, industrious,  and  entorprizmg  of 
the  Iriih  people  ?  The  Protestant  laity 
must  be  acquitted  of  haying,  upon  any 
ground  whatsoever,  incurred  the  penal- 
ties vith  which  jou  are  about  to  visit 
them.  What,  then,  ie  the  case  of  the 
dei^  ?  Have  they  been  unfaithful  to 
their  mission  of  upholding  the  pure 
doctrines  of  the  Gtispel?  Have  they 
lent  themselves  to  those  Bitualietic 
practices  that,  in  this  countiy,  have  to 
BO  great  an  extent  bridged  the  way 
over  &om  the  Beformed  Ohurch  to  the 
Church  of  Eome?  If  so,  they  have 
no  claim  upon  the  sympaljiy  of  a  Pro- 
testant people.  Have  they  been  uncha- 
ritable, either  in  act  or  language,  to- 
wards the  Boman  Catholics  among 
whom  they  dwell?  Have  they  been 
'  political  ^tators — leaders  of  mobs  at 
elections?  Have  they  countenanced 
crime,  immorali^,  dishonesty,  or  the 
infringement  of  any  laws,  human  or 
divine  ?  If  so,  th^  have  been  unlaith- 
M  to  their  mission  as  a  Christian  mi- 
nistiy,  and  have  justly  incurred  the 
condemnation  of  the  country.  But  what 
18  the  fact  ?  They  have  been  eminently 
faithful  in  teaching  and  exemplifying  a 
practical  Christianity,  as  ministers  of 
tiod's  Word,  alike  in  the  pulpit,  in  the 
aick  chamber,  in  the  paroctual  walk ;  and 
in  the  school-room  they  have  consistently 
rotuntained  that  sacred  character,  but 
especially  in  the  work  of  education, 
l^hen  the  Government  discarded  the 
Bible  from  the  National  school-room, 
they,  with  self-denying  faithfulness,  es- 
tablished and  maintained  out  of  their 
small  means  a  system  of  Scriptural  edu- 
cation of  which  thousands  of  poor  Bo- 
man Catholics  as  well  as  Protestants 
to  this  day  avail  tiiemselvea,  and  with- 
out which  the  light  to  iruth  must  have 
become  nearly  extinct  among  the  poorer 
classes  in  Ireland.  They  are  not  poli- 
tically a  powerful  body  ;  privation,  per- 
secution, and  misrepresentation  are  trials 
that  have  in  a  large  measure  befallen 
them.  But  they  are  not  a  body  to  bo 
looked  down  upon.  Mr.  Gladstone  him- 
self, no  longer  ago  than  last  year,  de- 
scribed them  as — "a  clergy  claiming 
and  well  earning  the  name  of  an  able, 
zealous,  and  pious  clei^."  Many  of 
your  Lordships  who  have  not  been  in 
Ireland,  I  am  sure,  are  aware  that 
among  the  most  eminent  preachers  of 
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the  Gospel  in  this  country  are  Irirh 
clergymen ;  and,  not  to  look  beyond  the 
warn  of  this  House,  I  may  ask  your 
Lordships  whether  the  natives  of  my 
country,  who  occupy  seats  upon  the 
Episcopal  Bench,  may  not  compare,  at 
least  upon  equal  terms,  with  their  Eng- 
lish Brethren,  or  with  the  lay  Peers 
with  whom  they  are  associated  ?  I  will 
close  my  notice  of  the  Irish  Protestant 
clergy  with  a  testimony  which  is  more 
important,  as  it  regards  their  useful- 
ness among  the  poor  in  their  own  coun- 
try— it  is  &om  an  eye-witness,  who  can- 
not be  charged  with  any  partiality 
towards  the  Church.  The  witness  I 
call  was  known  in  the  last  Parliament 
where  he  gave  his  evidence,  as  the 
Earl  of  Clarendon.  Now  he  is  known 
as  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
for  which  Office,  I  believe,  no  man  is 
better  fitted.  BKs  words  were,  address- 
ing this  House  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament — 

"  1  hsTS  not  liT«i  m  long  in  Ireland  viihaut 
hsilnj  li'nrnt  to  apprvctatu  (he  aimial  TirLuei  of 
llie  Inahcler^r.  .  ■  -  1  knov  there  nn  eieep- 
tions ;  but  ■[itl  ihg  ooniluct  of  the  Proiritlant 
clergj  of  Irelind,  ■■  ■  bodjr,  i>  moet  rxrmplar;  ; 
to  lh«  eitent  of  iheir  iDiall  rnrun*  ihe.i  mre  Terj 
oh«ri'«ble ;  ihej  are  not  dialruiied  bj  their  Ca- 
tholio  nirigliboura;  idJ  iheir  rrmoinl  rmm  ihe 
pariihes  in  whioh  lhe;r  Iflbour  would  give  cnaw 
lor  much  regr*i."— [3  Batuatd,  cxcii.  3088.] 
It  only  remains  for  me  now  to  give  to  your 
Lord^ps,  with  reference  to  what  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  rightly  desig- 
nated as  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties 
brought  against  the  Irish  Established 
Church,  the  verdict  of  that  Church's  ac- 
quittal from  the  lips  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
himself.     These  are  his  words — 

"  It  is  in  mj  opininn  an  exng^eralion  to  make 
the  Irish  Eatabliihed  Churoh,  in  its  present  lorm, 
reipnniiible  (or  the  great  grievance!  ol  aacrndancf, 
and  of  national  eetrangement  in  Ireland." 

It  is  asked  then — What  is  the  cause  of 
all  the  evils  of  Ireland?  I  answer, 
from  the  proofs  I  have  given— and  also 
by  Mr.  Gladstone's  own  verdict — it  is 
not  the  Irish  Church.  Perhaps  it  may 
be  said  it  is  the  land.  Well,  if  so,  let  the 
land  question  be  well  looked  into.  The 
landlords  do  not  shrink  from  inquiry, 
and  if  wrong  be  found  let  the  proper 
remedy  be  applied ;  but  I  believe  that 
the  cause  of  Ireland's  evils  is  misgoveiu- 
ment.  For  the  last  half-century,  espe- 
cially since  the  Beform  Bill,  she  has 
been  constantiy  the  batUe-field  of  Eng- 
lish parties  contending  for  the  mastery, 
and  the  interests  of  the  country  have 
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lieeii  erer  postponed  to  tliose  of 
There  liae  never  been  for  an;  leng;1 

Eeriod  a  eyetematic  endeavour  to  govern 
er  upon  the  principlee  and  in  tlie  spirit 
of  the  Conetitution.  Divided  in  religion, 
her  religious  differencee,  which  ought  to 
have  been  assuaged  through  the  healing 
influences  of  the  Belief  Bill,  have  been 
constantly  kept  alive.  The  Protestant 
Church,  whidi  should  have  received 
countenance  and  enconn^iement 
miseion  of  peace,  haa  been  oonstantly 
made  to  serve  the  ends  of  party — made 
the  object  of  unmerited  attack,  and  fonl 
disparagement — chiefly  within  the  walls 
of  Farhament.  Tour  Lordships  are — 
most  of  you — familiar  with  the  epithets, 
"unjnst,"  "offensive,"  so  unfairly  le- 
velled against  it,  and  must  have  noticed 
how,  even  in  the  course  of  these  debates, 
OS  if  to  widen  the  breach  between  Bo- 
man  Catholics  and  Protestants,  the  Es- 
tablished Church  has  been  denounced 
as  a  "  bad^  of  conquest,"  thereby  har- 
rowing up  in  the  Boman  Catholic  mind 
every  feeing  of  bitterness  that  the  re- 
collections of  the  civil  war  and  bloody 
conflicts  that  resulted  in  the  dethrone- 
ment of  James  11.  and  the  triumph  of 
King  William  are  wont  to  awaken.    '"' 


doctrine,  and  the  establishment  of  Bo- 
man Catholic  inflnence  over  the  wh(de 
loud.  Your  policy  haa  been  one  of  coa- 
tdnual  progress  in  that  direction.  Ton 
have  jnoposed  endowments  for  the  Bo- 
man Catholic  clergy ;  they  have  refused 
them.  Tou  have  proposed  seats  in  the 
House  of  Lords  for  Boman  Cathohc  Pr&- 
lates,  and  ere  you  had  time  to  conaidra' 
J  the  proposition  it  was  spumed  by  their 
accredited  ae«nt  in  this  Honse.  And 
soon  your  policy,  I  fear,  is  about  to  cul- 
minate in  the  final  overthrow  and  ex- 
tinction of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
L^eland.  Truly  it  must  be  an  edifying 
spectacle  for  aU  Christendom  to  behold 
Protestant  England,  so  long  the  head  of 
the  Protestant  nations  of  the  world,  nov 
an  abject  courtier  of  Borne,  and  tram- 
pling upon  her  own  Protestant  instita- 
tions. 

Amendment  mmtd,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  insert  ("this  day'three 
months.  ")— (J»<  Earl  of  Ctanearty.) 

Lose  LUBOAN  said,  though  he  had 
been  for  some  time  a  Uember  of  th^ 
Lordships'  House,  yet  as  be  had  never 
until  then  ventured  to  address  them,  he 
begged  for  their  Lordships'  kind  indul- 


the  Government  really  desires  to  benefit  |  gence  whilst  he  made  a  few  observationB 


L^land,  let  them  try  the  experiment  of 
leaving  het  alone  for  a  few  years,  to  be 
governed  under  the  existing  laws,  but 
with  justice  and  impartiaUty.  Let  them 
give  legitimate  encouragement  to  deve- 
lop the  materia]  resources  of  the  coun- 
try through  the  industry  of  its  inhabi- 
tants, tiet  them  cease  to  meddle  with 
the  afl'airs  of  the  Protestant  or  Boman 
Catholic  Churehes.  We  have  suffered 
too  much  from  such  meddling.  It  has 
been  too  much  the  wont  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  bid  for  political  support  at  the 
hands  of  the  Boman  CathoQc  hierarchy. 
Of  that  body  I  will  say  nothing  in  dis- 
paragement. It  consists  of  men  of  high 
order  of  ability,  and  exemplary  in  their 
faithfulness  and  devotion  to  the  interests 
of  their  Church.  But  it  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  a  British  Government  to  lay 
themselves  out  to  advance  the  ecclesias- 
tical power  of  Bome,  and  it  has  been  of 
serious  detriment  to  the  best  interests  of 
Ireland.  IncourtingthepoIiticalBupport 
of  the  hierarchy,  you  have  eliminated 
from  your  National  schools  the  Bible, 
the  comer  stone  of  the  Beformed  faith  ; 
you  have  established  a  great  seminar? 
tax  the  dissemination  of  Boman  Catholic 
lU  Ewrl  of  Claneartv 


ipon  the  Bill  then  before  them.  He 
wished,  as  an  Irishman,  to  be  allowed  to 
express  his  gratefiil  thanks  to  both  sides 
of  the  House  for  the  careful  attemtioD 
they  had  given  to  the  subject,  and  the 
earnest  desire  they  had  shown  to  oonsnlt 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
While  differing  as  to  the  means,  he  felt 
sure  that  they  all  aimed  at  the  good  of 
the  country,  and  he  believed  the  Irish 
people  were  grateful  to  both  Houses  for 
the  dispositton  which  thev  had  mani- 
fested to  listen  to  their  wishes,  and,  U 
far  as  they  were  reasonable,  to  comply 
with  them.  An  Irishman  and  an  Epie- 
copalian,  he  lived  in  a  district  in  whidi 
there  were  between  6,000  and  7,000 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
worshipped  in  a  church  where  the  aver- 
age attendance  was  &om  700  to  900, 
forming  a  congregation  not  to  be  sur- 
passed in  respect^ility  or  intelligenoe 
by  any  congregation  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  similarly  circumstanced. 
Their  spiritual  wants  were  most  satis- 
factorily ministered  to  by  on  estimable 
rector,  who  had  lately  been  appointed 
archdeaoon  of  the  town,  aed«tea  by  in- 
telligent and  Bslf-denyiBg  cnzatea ;  and 
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ha  might  be  aeked  wliat  more  he  could 
desire?  While  appreciating,  hovever, 
the  fJMjilities  afforded  him  of  worshipping 
in  a  church  supported  by  the  State,  he 
was  bound  to  remember  the  first  prinoi- 
jdes  of  Christianity,  which  inciDcated 
the  doins  to  others  as  we  would  be  done 
by,  andne  could  not  forget  that  enor- 
mous numbers  of  his  countrymen  held 
different  religious  opinions.  To  deter- 
mine whether  the  Irish  Church  should 
be  continued  in  its  present  position,  he 
must  go  beyond  the  precincts  of  his  own 
pariah  or  the  limits  of  Ulster,  and  must 
ascertain  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of 
the  people.  Now,  as  an  almost  continu- 
ous resident  in  Ireland  for  fourteen  out 
of  the  last  sixteen  years,  he  was  bound 
to  SET  that  the  current  of  public  opinion 
had  oeen  distinctly  in  the  direction  of 
the  present  measure,  and  that  there  had 
been  an  unmistakable  feeling  that  things 
could  not  continue  on  their  present  foot- 
ing. He  must  go  further,  and  say  that 
the  unfortunate  disturbances  which  had 
occurred  in  the  North  of  Ireland  had 
been  almoet  entirely  due  to  disputes 
about  Protestant  ascendancy.  The  state 
had  at  different  times  endearoured  to 
legislate  to  put  an  end  to  those  disturb- 
anoes.  Hence  the  temporary  Party  Pro- 
cessions Act  in  I83Sorl834.  AJterthat 
came  the  unhappy  conflict  at  Dolly's- 
brae,  in  the  county  of  Down,  in  1845, 
when  a  permanent  Act  was  passed  to 
[ffevent  party  processions.  Next  followed 
an  unfortunate  affair  in  the  county  of 
Armagh,  which  led  to  the  Party  Em- 
blems Act  being  put  in  force,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  prevent  the  exhibition 
of  party  flags  and  emblems  on  church 
towers.  The  Act  had  been  repealed, 
and  now  what  was  the  consequence  ?  On 
that  very  day,  the  12th  of  July,  on  the 
towers  of  numerous  churches  in  his 
neighbourhood  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
there  were  to  be  seen  flags  floating, 
which  he  knew  to  be  a  great  cause  of 
irritation  to  those  who  ifere  not  members 
of  the  Established  Church.  He  was 
aware  that  some  of  their  Lordships  had 
a  feeling  that  if  that  Bill  became  law, 
the  Protestant  religion  would  gradually 
die  out  and  be  supplanted  by  Soman 
Catholicism.  He  could  quite  understand 
and  appreciate  that  conuderation ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  quite  irrelevant 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  simple 
question  at  issue  was  whether  the  Bill 
BOW  before  &em  Sot  a  third  reading 


was  necessary,  whether  it  was  just,  and 
whether  it  would  promote  the  objects 
which  it  professed  to  seek.  To  his 
mind,  it  clearly  would  promote  those 
objects ;  and  he,  for  one,  certainly  had 
no  fear  of  the  ultimate  effect  of  the 
measure  on  the  &te  of  Frotestsjitism. 
The  Protestants  of  Ireland  were  an  ac- 
tive and  enei^tic  body ;  they  were  also 
the  richer  portion  of  the  community; 
and  he  could  not  bear  for  a  moment  to 
think  that  the  stigma  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  them  that  they  could  not  do 
for  their  Church  what  the  poorer  portion 
of  the  community — the  Roman  Catholics 
— had  long  done  for  theirs — namely, 
support  it  for  themselves.  If,  however, 
bis  anticipations  in  that  respect  should 
unfortunately  not  be  realized,  might 
they  not  count  on  their  friends  of  the 
sister  Church  in  England  —  many  of 
whom  grieved  so  deeply  because  the  tie 
between  the  two  Ohurt^es  was  about  to 
be  broken  —  might  they  not  count,  in 
their  hour  of  need  and  adversity,  on 
those  friends  not  confining  their  sym- 
pathy  to  mere  empty  words,  but  coni- 
ing  forward  with  generous  contribudons 
to  help  the  disestablished  communion 
through  its  temporary  difficulties  ?  He 
wished  to  advert  for  a  moment  to  the 
Amendment  moved  the  other  night  by 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Clevdand). 
He  did  not  know  whether  their  Lord- 
ships had  yet  decided  on  the  proper 
term  to  apply  to  that  form  of  legislation. 
He  would  for  the  proseut  simply  call  it 
a  gratuitous  giving  away  of  money  to 
those  who  had  not  desired  it;  and  in 
making  that  remark  he  disclaimed  the 
least  wish  in  any  way  to  disparage  the 
noble  Duke's  proposal,  which  baa  com- 
mended itself  to  so  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships whose  opinions  were  entitled  to 
the  highest  respect.  But  he  objected  to 
the  principle  uf  that  Amendment  on 
these  three  grounds.  He  objected  to  it 
in  the  first  place — and  in  this  he  was 
perhaps  singular — because  he  wns  op- 
posed %o  any  of  the  fiinds  of  the  dises- 
tablished and  disendowed  Church  going 
to  any  religious  body,  and  would  wish, 
if  he  had  his  own  way  in  that  matter, 
that  they  should  be  devoted  to  secular 
purposes  in  Ireland.  He  objected  to  it 
also  because  the  boon  was  not  desired 
on  the  part  of  those  to  whom  it  was  pro* 
posed  to  be  given.  There  was  an  old 
adage  that  "what  is  worth  having  is 
worUi  asking  for;"  and  they  in  Ireland 
3F2  IThWi  Staimg. 


1607 


Iri»h 


{LOBDS} 


Church  SHI. 


Trere  not  generallj  backward  or  eTiy  u 
makiTi^  known  tbeir  wiehes.  Ilieir 
Lordships  might,  therefore,  take  it  for 
granted  that  had  that  remedy  of  glebe- 
houses  and  ten  acres  of  land  been  re- 
garded as  a  panacea  for  all  their  ills, 
tiieir  Lordships  wovdd  have  heard  it  put 
forward  in  a  clear  and  emphatic  manner, 
either  by  the  people  themselves  or  by 
their  representatives  in  "  another  place," 
Not  only,  however,  had  there  been  no 
manifestations  in  favour  of  that  prin- 
ciple, but  he  might  say  there  had  been 
a  clear  and  emphatic  pronouncement 
against  it.  !rhe  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Denbigh)  who  spoke  on  the  subject 
the  other  night  for  nia  own  religionists, 
the  Eoman  Catholics,  had  since  written 
to  Tie  Times  to  explain  that  the  feelings 
he  had  expressed  on  that  occasion  were 
the  feelings  of  the  National  Association. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  among 
the  members  of  that  Association  were 
Bishops,  priests,  and  laymen  of  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  Church,  whose  opinions 
were  entitled  to  great  respect.  Then, 
what  were  the  feehngs  of  the  Presby- 
terians? Why,  at  a  meeting  of  their 
General  Assembly,  held  not  very  long 
ago — the  very  largest  General  Assembly, 
he  believed,  which  they  had  ever  held, 
both  of  ministers  and  elders  (or  repre- 
sentatives of  the  laity)  —  tho  Presby- 
terians agreed  that  in  the  event  of  any 
proposal  being  made  by  statesmen  in- 
consistent with  the  testimony  which  that 
Church  had  uniformly  borne  a^inst  the 
endowment  of  error,  the  Committee  be 
instructed  as  heretofore  to  maintain  such 
testimony  unimpaired,  and  to  offer  to 
any  proposal  of  such  a  kind  a  most 
strenuous  opposition.  Then  what  did 
the  Episcopal  Church  in  L^land  say  to 
the  proposal  ?  At  the  conference  of  its 
clergy  and  laity,  held  in  April  last,  a 
resolution  was  moved  by  a  certain  Mr. 
Hamilton — a  gentleman  of  the  North  of 
Lreland— distinctly  repudiating  what  was 
commonly  known  as  the  "  leveling  up  " 
system.  Several  influential  genUemen, 
opposed  to  Mr.  Hamilton's  resolution, 
moved  the  previous  question,  but  that 
resolution  was  adopted  by  a  large  ma- 
jority as  the  opinion  of  the  Con^rence. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  ventured 

to  hope  that  their  Lordships  would  not '  not  greater  than  that  which  ii 
revise  to  give  due  consideration  to  the ;  in  their  private  capacity  by  many  Uem- 
feeliags  of  the  countiy  on  that  subject,  [  hers  of  your  Lordships'  House,  and  by 
and  that  the  Government  would  adhere  many  outside  these  walls.  The  whole 
in  that  House,  and  in  "  another  place,"  1  amount  that  these  £3,000,000,  aooord- 
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strictly  to  the  prindplea  of  the  Bill.  l£ 
was  true  that  by  giving  way  they  might 
gain  somo  temporary  and  lukewarm  sup- 
port, but  tliey  would  shock  and  diminish 
the  confidence  of  their  genuine  and  sin- 
cere supporters,  who,  fike  himself,  be- 
lieved mat  this  Bill  would  do  incalcu- 
lable good  in  Ireland.  He  ventured  also 
to  think  the  day  was  not  so  very  &r  dis- 
tant, perhaps,  when  it  would  bo  an  ad- 
mitted fact  that  the  promoter  of  that  Bill, 
in  bringing  it  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament,  had  proved  himself  to  be  an 
honest,  manly,  and  prescient  statesman. 
The  Earl  of  DEKBY  :  As  upon  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  I  had  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  my  opinions  at 
considerable  length,  I  will  trMpass  only 
for  a  very  short  time  on  your  Lordships 
at  present.  On  the  second  reading  hav- 
ing expressed,  as  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  do, 
my  decided  oppoeitiDn  to  the  main  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill,  I  have,  through  the 
discussions  in  Committee,  confined  my- 
self almost  exclusively  to  giving  a  silent 
vote  in  favour  of  those  Amendments 
which  appeared  to  me  calculated,  in  some 
degree,  to  mitigate  and  soften  the  se- 
verity and  hardness  of  the  measure. 
But,  my  Lords,  my  objection  is  not  to 
details ;  it  is  to  the  whole  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  is  founded  upon  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment.  I  object 
\a  both.  Your  Lordships  in  this  House 
may  have  introduced  Amendments  to 
mitigate,  in  some  degree,  the  pressure 
on  the  cleiOT,  though  nardly  at  all  upon 
the  laity ;  but  you  nave  introduced  none 
which  interfere  with  the  main  principles 
and  object  of  the  Bill.  As  for  disestab- 
lishment, it  remains  immediate  and  en- 
as  for  disendowment,  it  remains 
not  immediate  but  near  in  the  future. 
Now,  setting  aside  that  provision  for  th» 
temporaiy  interests  of  individuals,  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  from  the 
first  stated  it  was  their  intention  to  re- 
spect— after  providing  for  these  tem- 
porary interests,  there  remains  to  the 
Church  at  the  outside  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ig  £3,000,000,  even  if  your  Lordships' 
Amendments  should  be  adopted  in  their 
itirety  by  the  House  of  Commons — a 
m  which  would  yield  for  the  Protestant 
population  of  Ireland  an  annual  income 
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ing  to  the  ordinaiy  calcnlations  of  in- 
terest, would  yield  to  the  clergr  as  a 
body  would  not  be  more  than  £90,00-i 
or  £100,000;  and  when  it  is  said  that 
£9,000,000  will  be  left  to  the  Churoli 
acoordingto  some,  £11,000,000  according 
to  others,  and  three-fifths  of  its  entire 
income,  according  to  the  First  Minister 
of  tbe  Grown,  I  believe,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  personal  interests,  no  such  thing 
would  be  left  to  the  Church  according  to 
the  Bill  as  introduced  by  the  Qovem- 
ment,  and  little  or  nothing  by  the  Bill 
as  amended  by  your  Lordships'  House, 
except  a  miserable  pittance  wholly  in- 
sufficient for  the  well-Deing  of  the  Church 
or  the  high  and  holy  purposes  which  the 
Church  has  to  fiilfil.    I  said  I  was  not 

ring  to  oigue  the  subject  now,  nor  will 
enter  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lurgan]  into  the  question  of  concurrent 
endowment,  which  he  called  throwing 
the  money  away,  by  giving  it  to  those 
who  did  not  ask  for  it.  Had  not  the 
noble  Lord  been  so  long  in  waiting,  I 
think  that  discussion  on  that  point  might 
have  been  postponed  until  raised  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  behind 
me  (Earl  Stanhope).  I  abstain,  there- 
fbre,  alt(^other  from  discussing  the  policy 
of  concurrent  endowment,  or  throwing 
away  the  money.  But  I  did  not  rise  to 
argue  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
simply  Ibr  the  purpose  of  saying  that, 
OS  my  objections  extend  not  merely  to 
the  detail^  but  to  the  principle,  they 
have  not  been  in  the  slightest  degree 
removed  by  the  alterations  made  byyoui 
Lordships'  House,  even  if  they  ahould 
be  acceded  to  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If,  ther^ore,  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (the  Earl  of  Clancarty)  per- 
severee  in  dividing  the  House  on  the 
third  reading,  feeEng  as  I  do  entirely 
opposed  to  the  Bill  both  in  its  principles 
and  details,  and  desirous  of  solenmly 
recording  my  protest  (gainst  the  whole 
principle  of  the  measure,  I  shall  feel 
comp^ed  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  noble  Friend.  At  the  same 
time,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  offer  the 
advice  of  a  very  sincere  Friend,  I  would 
recomntend  him  not  to  go  to  a  division 
because,  in  the  £jst  place,  it  would  givi 
a  veiy  erroneous  impression  to  the  public 
of  the  disposition  and  character  of  your 
Lordships  House  ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  those 
noble  Lords  who  supported  tb.e  second 
riding,  with  the  view  of  introducing 


Amendments,  to  join  him  in  opposing  the 
third  reading.  Therefore,  while  entirely 
agreeing  with  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
objections  he  takes  to  the  measure,  and 
desirous  of  seeing  it  rejected,  and  re- 
jected by  the  country  as  well  as  by  Par- 
liament, I  think  it  would  be  impolitic  for 
him,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  risk  a 
division.  I  should  much  prefer  that 
this  Bill,  with  the  Amendments  intro* 
duced  by  your  Lordships,  should  be  sent 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  if 
there  Her  Majesty's  Government  take 
upon  themselves  to  reject  the  very  mode- 
rate and  reasonable  Amendments  which 
have  been  introduced,  and  especially  if 
your  Lordships  remain  firm,  as  I  trust 
you  wiU, — if  they  refuse  the  ftiir  and 
reasonable  terms  which  your  Lord- 
ships' offer,  and  if  the  Bill  which  the 
Government  profess  such  a  desire  to 
pass  be  lost,  the  responsibility  will 
rest  with  them  and  not  your  Lordships' 

LoBD  LTTTELTON  said,  if  the  Bill 
had  remained  as  it  was  upon  the  passing 
the  second  reading  in  tliat  House,  be- 
lievii^  it  to  be  a  just,  wise,  and  bene- 
ficial measure,  he  would  have  voted  for 
the  third  reading  without  any  misgiving 
whatever.  He  could  not  add  that  be 
would  vote  for  it  with  those  feelings  of 
delight  with  which  many  were  enabled 
to  support  it.  It  was  a  painful  process 
to  separate  man  and  wife,  or  to  cut  off  a 
man's  limb,  though  it  might  be  just 
and  beneficial.  He  wished  he  could  say 
that  he  felt  no  misgiving  as  to  the  re- 
sults which  the  measure  was  expected  to 
produce.  Looking  to  tho  next  great  ques- 
tion of  the  land,  and  to  the  history  of 
L^land  for  the  last  fort^  years,  he  could 
not  feel  any  very  confident  anticipations 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure  m  pro- 
moting peace  and  satisfaction  among  the 
Irish  people,  No  anticipations  of  that 
kind  could  have  been  stronger  than  were 
entertained,  in  1829,  on  the  passing  of  the 
Boman  Catiolic  Belief  Bill,  and  yet  not 
many  in  that  House  could  say  that  those 
anticipations  had  been  realized.  Now 
a  few  words  as  to  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus.  He  said  on  a  former  occasion 
feat  he  entirely  approved  the  principle 
of  concurrent  endowment,  and  at  that 
time  he  trusted  to  see  something  of  the 
kind  embodied  in  this  measure.  But  he 
could  not  thinV  there  was  any  sacrilege 
in  the  way  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
dispose  of  the  surplus.    Sacrilege  was  k 
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question  solely  of  principle  and  depended 
in  no  respect  on  degree,  and  it  should  be 
remembered  that  some  centuries  ago  v 
great  proportion  of  the  laud  of  this 
country — some  good  authorities  said  one- 
half — was  applied  to  sacred  uses.  Now, 
it  would  be  a  reductio  ad  absurdwn  to  say 
that  the  property  so  appropriated  should 
remain  devoted  for  ever  to  pious  and 
sacred  uses.  But  still,  as  tending  to 
make  the  measure  more  acceptable,  he 
did  fhinlt  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
that  the  property  of  the  disendowed 
Church  should  be  appUed  as  nearly  as 
possible,  on  the  principle  of  cy  pre*,  to 
the  purposes  to  which  it  had  been  ap- 
plied hitherto.    He  held  that  to  object 


The  Eabl  op  LEITBIM  said,  ha 
could  not  admit  the  right  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  adopt  the  principle  upon  which 
the  Bill  was  founded.  He  should  divide 
with  the  noble  Earl  who  had  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  three  months  hence,  be- 
cause that  course  would  be  tantamount 
to  Ideldng  the  Bill  out  of  the  House.  If 
their  Lordships  met  simply  as  a  debating 
society  for  the  purpose  of  making  elo- 
quent displays  he  would  have  been  the 
first  to  award  them  his  meed  of  praise ; 
but  eloquence  was  one  thing  and  honour 
another ;  and  he  would  say — Cease  the 
House !  Perish  England !  rather  than 
the  line  of  honour  should  be  departed 
&om,  and  the  interests  of  religion  and 


to  give  any  part  of  the  surplus  to  the   truth  sacrificed.     How  was  it  possible 


Roman  Catholics  was  the  essence  of 
bigotry.  But  last  year  it  was  univer- 
sally agreed  that  that  was  inadmissible. 
It  was  understood  ex  eoncefso  that  it 
should  not  be  given  to  the  Presbyterians 
nor  to  the  £oman  Catholics,  and  it  re- 
mained to  be  considered  what  was  to  be 
done  with  the  surplus.  He  wished  to  say 
now  that  no  part  of  the  Bill  appeared  to 
him  more  satisfactory  than  the  apphca- 
tion  it  proposed  of  the  surplus  to  tempo- 
ral works  of  mercy.  Those  objects  which 
had  been  called  "luxuries  of  the  poor" 
seemed  to  him  as  nearly  as  possible  con- 
nected with  the  direct  services  of  reh- 
gion  to  which  the  funds  had  been  for- 
merly applied.  The  sug^stion  that 
they  should  be  so  apphed  was  first  made 
by  a  distinguished  dignitary  of  the 
Soman  Catholic  Church,  Archbishop 
Kanning,  in  a  pamphlet  addressed,  if 
he  mistook  not,  to  the  noble  Earl  on  the 
cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey).  In  that 
pamphlet  Dr.  Manning  said — "The  Eo- 
man  Cathohcs  do  not  want  it ;  they  will 
not  take  it ;  give  it  to  the  poor."  Upon 
seeing  the  proposal  he  wrote  to  Arch- 
bishop Manning,  asking  him  to  put  the 
matter  more  in  detail  than  he  had  done. 
He  could  not  discover  any  evidence  of  a 
change  of  opinion  in  the  country  upon 
the  subject;  and  though  he  himself 
should  still  have  much  preferred  that 
the  funds  should  be  equally  divided 
among  the  different  religious  bodies,  and 
the  least  instalment  in  that  direction 
would  be  acceptable  to  him,  yet  as  this 
principle  of  concurrent  endowment  was 
to  be  given  up,  he  fully  concurred  in 
the  appropriation  of  the  surplus  to  the 
pious  uses  specified  by  the  Bill  as  it 
stood. 

lord  ZgtMtott 


their  Lordships  could  dispose  of  the  oath 
they  had  taken  under  the  19th  chap,  of 
the  29th  of  the  Queen  P  Was  this  to 
follow  the  Coronation  Oath  and  th« 
Treaty  of  the  Act  of  Union  ?  Were 
their  Lordships  going  to  relieve  them- 
selves from  taxation  by  purloining  the 
property  of  the  Church  ?  If  their  Lord- 
ships received  a  proposal  from  B£r. 
Qludstone  to  estabhsh  Mahommedanism 
as  the  most  approved  religion,  would 
they  discuss  it  with  the  same  energy  and 
display  the  same  eloquence  over  it  as 
they  had  exhibited  vrith  reference  to  this 
Bill  ?  There  was  no  distinction  between 
the  principle  of  the  two  questions  ;  they 
both  rested  upon  the  broad  basis  of  re- 
ligious equahty.  By  the  same  rule  as 
prompted  the  supporters  of  this  Bill  to 
rob  the  Protestant  Church  others  equally 
regardless  of  honour  might  rob  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  Church.  He  must  remark 
that  the  debate  on  the  second  reading 
was  ahnoBt  entirely  monopolized  by  no- 
ble Lords  residing  in  that  part  of  &a 
United  Kingdom  called  England ;  he 
protested  in  the  strongest  manner  against 
such  noble  Lords  monopolizing  to  them- 
selves the  privilege  of  governing  Ire- 
land, and  teaching  Irishmen  what  were 
and  what  were  not  their  interests.  He 
maintained  that  the  BiU  was  a  robbeir 
of  the  people,  and,  notwithstanding  au 
arguments  to  the  contrary,  it  could  end 
only  in  injury  and  discouragement  to 
the  people.  It  was  immaterial  what 
course  was  taken  by  the  House  below ; 
it  was  their  Lordships'  duty  to  stand 
round  the  Throne,  and  in  every  way  to 
support  Her  Majesty  in  maintaining  the 
oath  ahe  took  at  her  ocoonation. 
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Tbb  BuBor  OF  TITAM  eaid,  tliat  if 
the  noble  Earl  should  divide  tlie  House 
it  would  afford  him  the  ffreateet  possible 
BBtiefactioii  to  vote  with  nim.  The  most 
important  question  which  the  Bill  in- 
Tolved  was  that  of  disestablishment. 
With  respect  to  that  question  he  could 
not  foi^et  that  in  the  oulj  Christian 
countiy  where  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  disconnect  religion  from  the 
State — namely,  France, during  the  devo- 
lution— the  most  disastrouB  oonsequencea 
had  followed.  Hewished,  therefore,  how- 
ever vain  it  was,  to  protest  against 
disestablishment.  Furthermore,  he  de- 
sired to  protest  a^ust  Gtivemment  tak- 
ing away  property  from  the  Church 
which  clearly  and  legally  belonged  to 
that  Church.  It  was  given  to  the  Church 
by  the  pledge  of  the  national  faith,  upon 
theconditionthatshe  should  teach  the  Ke- 
foimed  raligion  to  the  people  of  Ireland ; 
aad  she  hadmostfaithfiulydist^argedher 
pfu:toftbeobligati<m.  The  most  grievous 
ujuatice  would  be  ocnnmitted  by  the 
Bill,  for  the  vested  rights  of  the  laity 
had  been  entirely  overloolced.  And  not 
only  would  grosB  injustice  be  perpetra- 
ted in  this  direction,  but  the  oheese- 
paring  which  had  occurred  would  do 
great  Itijastice  to  the  poor  incumbents. 
An  attempt  had  been  made  in  Commit- 
tee to  get  better  terms  for  these  inoum- 
bents,  out  it  flailed.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  Qovemment  would  yet  take  their 
undoubted  claims  into  consideration,  and 
do  something  to  relieve  them  &om  what 
would  otherwise  be  a  very  onfortunate 
position.  Out  of  the  1,500  clergymen 
belonging  to  the  Irish  Church  no  leas 
than  $81  were  men  in  the  receipt  of 
very  small  salaries.  In  his  own  diocese, 
£or  ^uunple,  about  one-third  of  the  in- 
eumbenta  had  <mly  £100  a  year,  and  a 
lai^  number  oidy  £200.  Now,  the 
average  area  of  the  parishes  was  up- 
wards of  94,000  acres,  and  considering 
the  physical  exertion  thua  required  from 
the  clergymen,  the  neceeeity  th^  were 
under  of  keeping  a  horse,  ana  the  various 
other  claims  upon  their  pecuniary  re- 
sources, it  would  be  seen  that  they  were 
in  a  very  poor  condition,  and  could  have 
veiT  little  left  for  the  education  of  their 
children.  He  himself  knew  of  the  case  of 
one  clergyman  whose  parish  was  almost 
as  large  as  the  whole  oounty  of  Dublin, 
whose  income  was  only  £170  per  an- 
num, sod  who,  though  he  was  a  most 
nirnrnt  and  painstaking  minister,  and 


had  been  in  the  ministry  for  a  period  of 
twenly-seven  yean,  was  only  able  to  pro- 
vide, on  a  very  limited  scale,  for  the  wants 
of  his  family.  That  clergyman  had  al- 
ways looked  forward  to  preferment  to 
rescue  him  from  hia  difficulties ;  but  all 
praapeot  of  this  had  been  most  effectually 
out  off  by  the  Bill.  That  beine  so,  and 
seeing  that  the  giving  of  furtaer  com* 
pensation  to  the  poorer  inoumbenta 
would  not  be  opposed  to  the  principles 
upon  which  the  BUI  was  framed,  he 
hoped  that  the  Oovemment  would  seri- 
ously take  the  matter  into  its  considera- 

Thk  y,>-vj.  or  CLANCARTY  said, 
that  looking  to  the  position  the  House 
had  already  taken  on  this  question,  as 
was  shown  by  the  votes  recorded  on  the 
second  reading,  he  felt  that  no  practical 
result  would  be  obtained  by  dividing  the 
House  now,  and  therefore,  in  deference 
to  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Perby)  he  would  withdraw  his 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  tlie  House) 
withdrawn. 
The  original  Motion  agreti  to. 


The  Eael  op  DERBY  said,  that  a 
number  of  Feera  wished  to  record  a  Pro- 
teat  against  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and,  according  to  the  Order  of  the  House, 
such  a  Protest  should  be  entered  before 
two  o'clock  to-morrow.  As  this  was  an 
important  question,  and  many  noble 
Lords  were  desirous  of  appending  their 
names  to  the  Protest,  he  asked  that  the 
time  for  entering  a  Protest  might  be  ex- 
tended to  two  o'clock  on  Thursday. 

Ti^.ar.  GBAJJYILLE,  on  the  part  of 
the  Qovemment,  assented  to  the  i-equest. 

Tbs  Easl  or  DEVON,  in  rising  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  strike  out  from 
Clause  13  the  words  which  gave  the 
Irish  Prelates  the  right  to  retain  their 
seats  in  the  House  of  Lords,  said  :  My 
Lords,  I  shall  only  trouble  you  for*a  few 
moments  with  respect  to  the  Amendment 
which  stands  upon  the  Paper  inmy  name. 
But  before  addressing  myself  more 
immediately  to  the  question  in  hand, 
perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to  express 
the  reluctance  which  I  feel  in  dealing 
with  a  matter  which  in  one  aspect,  at 
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least,  assamee  sometMn^  of  a  pereonal 
obai*acter,  more  eepeci^y  towards  a 
right  rev.  Prelate  for  vhom  I  entertain 
feelings  of  the  greatest  respect,  I  have 
also  to  regret  that  in  bringing  forward 
my  Amendment  I  ehoold  have  the  mia- 
fortune  to  differ  very  considerably  &om 
a  number  of  those  with  whom,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  I  generally  act 
most  cordially.  But  I  feel  that  the 
questiou  which  I  am  about  to  bring 
under  your  Lordships'  notice  is  one 
which  mokes  it  incumbent  upon  me  to 
set  aside  all  private  considerations  and 
deal  with  this  matter  solely  upon  pub- 
lic grounds.  My  Amendment  proposes 
to  deal  with  Clause  13,  and  it  seeks 
to  omit  from  that  clause  the  words 
which  were  inserted  during  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill  on  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clancar^} 
and  the  object  of  which  is  to  secure  to  the 
existing  Prelates  of  the  Irish  Church  the 
right  to  be  summoned  to,  and  sit  in,  the 
House  of  Lords  after  the  passing  of  the 
measure  which  we  are  now  discussing. 
The  Amendment  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
posal was  accepted  by  the  noble  Earl  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House, 
and  your  Lordships  had  consequently  no 
opportunity  of  expressing  your  opinion 
upon  the  matter.  Had  such  an  oppor- 
tunity been  available  I  should  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  vote  against  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Earl.  Not  hav- 
ing been  able  to  do  so  I  have  thought  it 
right  to  give  your  Lordships  another  op- 
portunity of  expressing  your  opinion, 
more  especially  as  I  think  it  not  impro- 
bable that  many  of  your  Lordships  may 
agree  with  the  course  which  I  now  see  fit 
to  pursue.  So  far  as  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  is  concerned, 
your  Lordships,  I  may  say,  have  practi- 
cally recognized  it,  both  because  you  car- 
ried the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
because  none  of  the  many  Amendments 
which  have  been  moved  had  any  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  question  of  dises- 
tablishment. I  am  not  Uierefore,  I  think, 
wrong  in  assuming  that  your  Ixtrdships, 
however  reluctantlj,  have  accepted  the 
principle  of  disestablishment.  That  be- 
ing BO,  it  is,  in  my  estimation,  a  very 
strong  reason  why  the  right  rev.  Prelates 
should  not  continue  any  longer  to  retain 
seats  which  they  have  hitherto  held  only 
in  consequence  of  their  Church  being  es- 
tablished. Another  reason  in  &vour  of 
the  change  I  am  advocating  is  the  fact 
The  Earl  of  Dnm 


of  these  Irish  Bishops  sitting  only  by 
rotation,  and  acoordmg  to  a  different 
system  t^  that  upon  which  the  other  oc- 
cupants of  the  Episcopal  Bench  sit. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  proof  that 
.  those  seats  cannot  be  considered  to  be 
permanent,  and  that,  when  the  Church  is 
disestablished,  they  should  no  longer  be 
retained.  It  wiU  be  seen  at  once  hoir 
inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  how  inconvenient  as  a  prece- 
dent it  would  be  that  there  should  ait  in 
your  Lordships'  House  the  representa- 
tives of  a  religious  community  whose 
connection  with  the  State  is  no  longer 
recognized  by  law.  Another  stroi^  rea- 
son why  your  Lordahips  should  accept 
my  Amendment  is,  that  by  conceding 
the  privilege  given  by  the  words  which 
I  propose  to  sbike  out  to  the  represent- 
atives of  the  Established  Church  ve 
shall  be  regarded  as  peroetuating  the 
principle  of  what  is  called  ascendancy, 
which  the  Bill  professes  to  do  ite  utmost 
to  abolish.  I  have  atill  another  reason 
to  uige.  Tour  Lordships  have  passed 
many  important  Amendments,  with  most 
of  which  I  cordially  concur ;  but  it  is 
idle  for  us  to  conceal  from  ourselves  that 
these  Amendments,  in  many  respects, 
run  counter  to  the  spirit  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  sent  up  to  us.  These  Amendments 
will  under^  a  most  searching,  if  not  a 
hostile  crittcism  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  I  believe  that  the  par- 
ticular Amendment,  which  I  am  noT 
seeking  to  remove  irom  the  Bill,  is 
very  l^ely  to  prevent  the  other  House 
from  accepting  some  of  the  others. 
The  consideration  of  the  whole  of  the 
Amendments  will,  I  hope,  result  in 
a  fiur,  temperate,  and  judicious  com- 
promise. I  still  entertain  the  hope  that 
the  judgment  and  moderation  of  Par- 
liament on  both  sides  will  result  in 
such  a  modification  of  the  Amend- 
ments as  will  be  found  to  be  within  the 
scope  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I 
confess,  my  Lords,  that  I  still  have  hopes 
of  this  question  being  settled,  and  I 
think  the  step  I  am  now  taking  is  one 
in  this  direction. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  5,  to  leave 
out  from  ("Church")  to  ("shall")  in 
line  6.— (7S«  £arl  of  Devon.) 

LoED  REDESDALE  said,  that  having 
been  unable  on  a  former  oocaeion, 
through  the  forms  of  the  House,  to  ad- 
dress their  Lordships  upon  the  Ame&d- 
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ment  be  had  proposed  upon  this  dansfi, 
be  wisbed  to  point  out  tiiat  it  was  en- 
tirely &ee  &oia  the  objectioiiB  which  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  hod 
raised  to  the  Amendment  which  he  now 
asked  their  Lordsbips  to  omit  &om  the 
cdause.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated  that 
as  the  principle  of  the  Bill  involved  the 
diaestabliahment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
the  Bishops  of  that  Church  should  not 
be  permitted  to  retain  tbeir  eeata  In  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  bad  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  omiasion  of  the  words 
objected  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  provided 
tbe  Amendment  which  he  (Lord  Bedes- 
dale)  bad  given  notice  of  was  substituted 
for  them.  He  had  no  wish  that  the 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  tbe  Irish 
Church  should  sit  in  that  House  as 
such,  but  he  objected  to  a  disfranchising 
clause  being  sent  to  this  House  &om  tbe 
Commons,  under  which  certain  of  its 
Kembera  were  to  be  deprived  of  their 
seats.  Their  Lordships  should  not  allow 
any  of  tbeir  Members  to  be  deprived  of 
their  seats  &om  no  iault  of  their  own, 
and,  tberefore,  be  proposed  to  substitute 
for  the  words  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
moved  to  omit  on  Amendment  under 
which  tbe  present  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  would  be 
permitted  to  retain  their  seats  during 
life,  being  personally  summoned  to  suc- 
cessive ^rliamenta  in  the  same  order 
and  precedence  as  they  bad  been  before, 
but  providing,  as  woold  be  necessary, 
that  such  summons  should  not  confer 
any  hereditary  right  of  peerage.  He 
wished  that  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  he  looked  upon  the  question 
as  one  affecting  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  their  Lordships  House,  and  not 
as  one  connected  with  tbe  disestabliBh- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church. 

Lord  PENZANCE  said,  that  no  doubt 
it  was  competent  to  Parliament  to  main- 
tain the  ngbt  of  tbe  Irish  Bishops  to 
seats  in  their  Lordships'  House;  but  if 
those  right  rev.  Prelates  continued  to 
sit  in  that  House  after  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  it  was  impossible  tbey  could  sit 
as  Bishops,  because  their  bishopricB 
would  have  been  destroyed.  When 
their  baronies  were  destroyed,  as  they 
would  be  by  this  Bill,  they  could  no 
longer  sit  there  as  they  had  been  aocus- 
tomed  to  sit.  Whatever  position  they 
would  have  in  their  Lordships'  House 
would  be  one  of  a  new  kind— one  not 
hitherto    known    to    the    Constitution. 


Their  Lordshipa  bad  been  asked  whether 
they  would  di^imchise  the  Irish  Bishops. 
What  was  tbe  franchise  of  those  right 
rev.  Prelates  in  that  House  ?  The  fran- 
chise of  each  of  them  was  his  barony, 
and  that  barony  being  destroyed  by  tins 
Bill,  the  Bishops'  fr'anchise  was  destroyed 
with  it.  What  was  now  proposed  would 
be  a  legislative  phenomenon.  It  was 
proposed  to  give  a  rotary,  a  revolving, 
and  intermittent  riebt  to  a  number  of 
learned,  pious,  ana  erudite  individuals 
to  dt  in  that  House ;  but,  as  regarded 
certain  of  those  Prelates,  that  right  would 
hereafter  become  a  fixed  one.  A  given 
number  of  them  were  to  have  seats 
during  the  lives  of  the  existing  Bishops ; 
as  long  as  there  remained  a  sufficient 
number  of  them  that  right  would  be  en- 
joyed by  rotation ;  but,  inasmuch  as 
vacancies  could  not  be  filled  up  by  other 
Bishops,  and  inasmuch  as  the  common 
enemy  would  do  bis  work  among  Bishops 
as  well  as  among  other  mortals,  tbe  in- 
termittent right  would  ultimately  be- 
come, by  a  sort  of  tontine,  a  fixed  one 
for  certain  individuals.  That  would  bo 
an  extension  of  the  privileges  which 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed.  Of  course, 
everyone  would  like  to  go  as  far  as  pos- 
sible in  preserving  tbe  rights  and  privi- 
leges and  social  advantages  of  indi- 
viduals ;  but,  it  must  be  remembered, 
that  no  great  change  could  be  effected 
wjthout  a  certain  amount  of  personal 
loss  and  inconvenience  which  were  bo> 
yond  compensation,  end  he  thought  their 
Lordships  ought  to  consider  this  matter 
well  before  &ey  refused  to  restore  tbe 
clause  to  its  original  shape. 

Tea  Ahchbihhop  of  CANTERBUItT 
said,  it  would  be  ridiculous  in  bJTn  to 
attempt  to  argue  the  legal  question  with 
tbe  noble  and  learned  Lend  who  bad 
just  sat  down ;  but  he  thought  justice 
required  that  tbe  seats  of  the  Irish 
Bishops  should  be  preserved,  and  if 
justice  did  require  it  the  noble  and 
learned  Lords  in  the  House  ought  to  be 
able  to  devise  a  mode  of  removing  any 
legal  objectionB  to  what  was  proposed. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  argument  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  contained  a 
fallacy.  The  baronv  of  each  Bishop  was 
dissolved  by  the  1 3tb  clause ;  but  it  was 
dissolved  with  the  condition  that  as  long 
as  the  existing  Bishops  lived  they  should 
have  seats  by  rotation  in  tbeir  Lord- 
ships' House.  With  regard  to  the  pri- 
vilege itself,  it  might  or  might  not  be  a 
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great  one ;  but  by  words  in  the  dauee  I  did  not  retain  bis  Bsat  in  Ouai  Lord- 


oertain  other  rights  and  privil^ei  con- 
nected with  the  barony  were  secured  to 
those  who  at  preaent  enjoyed  them.  If 
the  argument  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Penzance)  were  a  good  one 
all  these  other  rights  and  pnvilezeB 
were  destroyed  wiUi  the  barony,  and  it 
wae  an  anomaly  to  introduce  words  to 
preserre  them.  Those  Bishops  might 
be  called  Bishops  of  the  diseatablished 
Church,  but  they  had  been  appointed 
to  their  high  office  by  the  Sovereign  of 
this  realm,  and  therefore  they  were  in 
quite  a  different  position  from  uiat  which 
would  be  occupied  by  their  successors. 
He  bought  that  justioe  and  common 
sense  required  that  the  existing  Bishops 
of  the  Irish  Church  should  be  left  in 
possession  of  the  seats  they  bad  hitherto 
eoioyed  in  their  Lordships'  House. 

Loud  DEN  HAN  said,  that  he  believed 
it  would  be  contrary  to  all  the  principles 
of  the  Constitution  to  deprive  those  Pre- 
lates of  the  right  to  sit  in  that  House. 

Eam.de  grey  akd  EIPON  said,  it 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secreta^  of  State  for  the 
Ooloniee  had  consented  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  words  by  which  the  Irish 
Bishops  would  be  stul  entitled  to  sit 
their  Lordships'  House.  His  noble 
Friend  had  expressed  a  desire  to  bear 
the  opinions  of  noble  Lords  upon  the 
subject,  which  he  described  as  one  of  no 
great  importance,  and  finding  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  not  warmly  sup- 
ported, his  noble  Friend  had  not  called 
lor  a  division;  but  when  the  Question 
as  to  the  insertion  of  the  words  was  pnt 
the  Members  of  the  Qovemment  present 
said,  "  Not  content."  Things  were  not 
in  the  same  condition  now.  The  Motion 
now  before  their  Lordships  had  been 
moved  by  a  noble  Earl  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  and  one  who  was 
known  to  be  &iendly  towards  the  Irish 
Bishops.  Ab  had  been  so  well  pointed  out 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Penzance),  if  the  Irish  Bishops  con- 
tinued to  dt  in  their  Lordships  House 
after  the  pasnng  of  this  Bill  mey  would 
ait  thrare  on  a  tenure  such  as  had  never 

S'ren  any  other  person  a  seat  in  that 
ouse.  They  would  not  ait  as  Bishops, 
but  as  rotary  life  Peers,  though  their 
Lordehips  had  within  the  last  lew  days 
rejected  a  Bill  which  would  have  i 
Uiorized  the  creation  of  life  Peers, 
an  English  Bishop  resigned  his  see 
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ships'  House. 

The  Eakl  of  DEE.BY :  Bat  the  new 
Bishop  sits  in  his  place. 

Eaut,  DE  grey  asd  EIPON :  No 
doubt  the  new  Bishop  sat,  but  he  sat  as 
a  Spiritual  Peer  and  in  right  of  the 
barony  attached  to  his  see.  The  course 
which  their  Lordships  had  taken  before 
on  this  question  deserved  re-coneider»- 
tios,  because  it  established  an  anomaly 
hitherto  unheard  of  in  the  tenure  oJF 
seats  in  this  House.  The  Prelates  sitting 
here  would  sit,  not  as  Spiritual  Peera, 
but  as  Temporal  Peers,  owing  to  the 
circumstances  that  they  were  once 
Spiritual  Peers  of  the  Irish  Church.  He 
did  not  think  the  claims  of  justice  re- 
quired  that  the  clause  should  pass,  and 
for  bis  own  part  he  hoped  it  would  not 
become  law. 

LoBo  CAIBNS  svd,  he  hoped  th»r 
Lordships  would  adhere  to  the  Amend- 
ment which,  after  full  deliberation,  they 
had  adopted  on  a  former  evening.  The 
whole  of  this  Bill  was  a  novelty,  and  an 
anomaly  greater  than  any  that  ever  was 
before  known  in  this  country,  and  it  was 
nither  strange,  therefore,  that  the  whole 
of  the  argument  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
de  Gr^  and  Bipon)  wae  that  this  pro- 
vision in  the  Bui  was  full  of  anomaly. 
No  doubt  the  Government  were  not 
pledged  on  this  question ;  but  in  Com- 
mittee when  the  clause  was  altered, 
though  the  Leader  of  the  House  said 
"  Not  content,"  he  offered  no  strenuoos 
opposition — indeed  no  opposition  at  all 
— to  the  Amendment.  Very  likely  after 
the  Bill  became  law,  if  it  did  become 
law,  the  Irish  Prelates  might  be  little 
inclined  to  continue  to  sit  here.  But, 
unless  the  desire  came  from  themselves, 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  House,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  whole  principle  on  wbidi 
the  Bill  was  founded,  to  maintain  during 
the  lives  of  the  Irish  Bishops  the  rights 
and  privileges  which  they  now  possessed. 
He  did  not  agree  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Penzance) 
as  to  the  tenure  even  of  the  Bishops  <n 
the  English  Church — namely,  that  they 
sat  by  virtue  of  their  baronies.  But  that 
never  waa  true  with  regard  to  the  bish 
Bishops,  who  sat  in  this  House  under 
an  express  Parliamentary  provision,  and 
not  by  virtue  of  any  writ  summoning 
them  as  holding  a  barony.  It  was  said 
that  the  Church  was  to  be  disestablished 
and  that  the  necessary  consequences  of 
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cUsestabliahment  was  that  the  Bishops 

Bhould  no  longer  ait  liere.  But  there 
Tas  a  fallacy  in  this  argument,  for  the 
majority  of  the  House  had  resolved,  not 
on  an  absolute  diGeatablishment,  but  to 
disestablish  the  Irish  Church,  pTeeerr- 
ing  all  rights,  privileges,  and  advan- 
tages belonging  to  the  present  holders 
of  offiooa  in  the  Church.  That  being  so, 
the  simple  question  they  bad  to  ask  was, 
\rhe^er  the  privilege  of  being  sum- 
moned to  a  seat  in  tMs  House  was  one 
of  the  advantages  which  at  present  at- 
tached to  the  Prelates  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  ?  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
they  sat  here  for  their  own  benefit  or 
advantage,  or  to  support  tbeir  own  views. 
They  sat  to  discharge  a  great  public 
trust ;  but  it  was  at  the  same  time  one 
of  the  advantages — and  by  no  means  an 
inconsiderable  advant^e — of  their  posi- 
tion as  Prelates  of  the  Church  ;  and  this 
position  was  entirely  altered  if,  without 
their  consent,  their  right  of  sitting  here 
was  taken  away.  He  did  not  believe 
that  any  irritation  would  ensue  "  else- 
where if  the  clause  were  retained.  If 
new  Prelates  were  thereby  introduced, 
it  might  be  objected  to ;  but  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  person  could  feel  irrita- 
tion because  tMs  House  resolved  to  pie- 
serve  to  life  holders  their  present  in- 
terests ;  and  until  he  heard  &om  the 
Irish  Bishops  tbat  they  wished  to  be 
relieved  from  Parliamentary  duties,  he 
should  support  the  clause  in  its  present 
form. 

The  EiRL  of  CARNARTON  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  question  was  of 
that  first-class  importance  which  be- 
longed to  another  question  presently  to 
be  considered;  but  he  was  anxious  to 
stato  in  a  few  words  the  point  of  view 
from  which  h  struck  him.  It  was  per- 
fectly true,  as  the  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  had 
ai^ed,  tbat  tne  Bill  saved  existing 
rights,  but  it  saved  them  by  granting 
compensation,  and  it  happened,  unfortu- 
nately, that  the  right  now  under  discus- 
siou  did  not  admit  of  a  money  compen- 
sation. He  objected  to  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  because  the  House  bad,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  accepted  the  principle  of 
disestabhsbment,  and  because,  if  there 
was  one  outward  visible  sign  of  Estab- 
lishment, it  was  the  presence  of  Prelates 
in  this  House.  If,  therefore,  tlie  Irish 
Bishops  were  maintained  here,  what 
was  it  but  saying  in  so  many  words  that 


after  the  eubstanoe  was  gone  their  Lord- 
ships would  insist  on  retaining  the 
shadow?  Again,  he  thought  that  in 
the  interests  of  the  Church  it  would  be 
a  great  mistake  to  insist  on  retaining 
the  Bishops  in  this  House.  If  the  BiU 
provided  for  their  appearance  here,  it 
indirectly  put  a  moral  pressure  upon 
tbem  to  be  present.  But  foi  tlie  next  few 
years  there  would  be  numberless  ques- 
tions in  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  future 
of  the  Irish  Church,  and  it  would  be  the 
height  of  inconsistencv  and  imprudence 
to  mduce  these  Prelates  to  quit  the 
sphere  of  duty  whicb  was  specially 
marked  out  for  them — ta  remove  them 
from  a  spot  where  their  counsels  might 
be  of  invaluable  assistance,  and  ask 
them,  the  heads  of  the  Irish  Church,  to 
come  over  and  dt  in  this  House  where 
they  no  longer  had  functions  to  dis- 
charge, where  tliey  represented  no  one, 
and  could  not  even  be  said  to  represent 
the  Church  which  was  disestablished. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
wished  to  direct  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  point  as  to  how  far  it  would 
be  consistent  with  the  customs  and  pri- 
vileges of  their  Lordships'  House  that 
the  singular  anomaly  now  contained  in 
the  Bill,  and  which  the  noble  Earl's 
Amendment  would  get  rid  of,  should  be 
established  for  the  first  time.  The  first 
clause  of  the  Bill  disestablished  the 
Church — finally,  completely,  and  utterly 
disestablished  it  —  and  another  clause 
dissolved  these  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions. Now,  as  to  the  precise  position  of 
the  Prelates  in  this  House,  with  respect 
to  which  there  had  been  much  discussion; 
the  better  opinion  was  thatof  Chief  Justice 
Hale,  who  said  they  were  not  here  simply 
upon  their  coosecration,  or  by  virtue  oif 
their  baronies,  or  by  prescription,  be- 
cause the  Prelates  of  the  four  sees  created 
by  Henry  YIU.  were  at  once  summoned 
to  that  House,  but  by  custom  and  us^e 
of  Parliament  in  virtue  of  their  incorpo- 
ration and  dignity.  That  incorporation 
they  had  put  an  end  to,  and  there  could, 
therefore,  be  nothing  more  singular  than 
the  kind  of  peerage  established  by  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood.  It  could  not  be 
said  that  those  Peers  would  be  Peers 
Spiritual,   nor  that,    on    any  ordinaiy 

Einciple,  they  were  Peers  Temporal, 
deed,  he  did  not  know  how  anybody 
was  to  describe  that  species  of  peerage. 
He  had  hoped  that  those  right  rev. 
Prelates,  when  all  their  political  and 
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be  to  withdraw  them  from  their  dioceaes,  '  _    .    .. 

where  the^  had  the  high  spiritual  Ainc- 

tion  of  building  up  &e  aiBOBtabUshed 

Church  in   Ireland  to  perfc  '^ 

IiaTethoi^ht  it  a  seriouB  e__. 

any  man  in  tiieir  position  to  be  distracted 

— as  the  late  Archbiabop  Whately,  al-    _ 

thoi^li,  tmder  different  circumstances,  I  Snint  AlbuDs,  1 
com^ained  that  he  waa  distracted — by  ,  Suihri-lind,  D. 
being  called  away  from  Mb  diocese  to  sit  I  WeliiDjtoD,  D. 


in  that  House. 


On  Question,  That  the  words  proposed 
»  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill  ? 
—  their  Lordships  divide  .*  —  Contents 
J2  ;  Not-Contents  108  :  Majority  26. 
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Eael  stanhope,  in  moyiog 
Amendment  in  Clause  28  (Enactments 
with  respect  to  ecclesiastical  residenoes), 
said — Mj  Lords,  in  moving  the  addition 
to  the  clauBB  which  I  am  about  to  pro- 
pose, I  am  anxious  to  explain  that  I  do 
so  not  solely  on  my  own  responsibility, 
but  in  concert  with  and  at  the  request  of 
some  of  the  most  eminent  Uemoer 

rur  Lordships'  House.  But  although 
am  acting  in  part  at  tiis  request  of 
others,  I  must  add  that  I  never  rose  with 
a  clearer  conviction  that  the  course  I 
advocate  is  a  just  and  right  one.  I 
calling  on  your  Lordships  to  affirm  the 
policy  planned  by  Mr.  Fitt,  and  since 
his  time  more  or  less  explicitly  avowed 
by  almost  every  statesman  of  eminence 
in  this  country.  That  policy  was  first 
stated  by  Mr.  Pitt  in  his  well-known 
letter  to  the  King,  of  January,  1801, 
the  immediate  precursor  of  his  retire- 
ment &om  Office.  In  that  letter  he 
stated  that  it  would  be  most  desirable 
that  the  Soman  Catholic  priest  of  Ire- 
land should  receive  some  part  of  his 
provision  from  the  pubUc  fiinds.  But 
did  Mr.  Pitt  say  that  this  involved 
any  sacrifice  of  principle,  any  renuncia- 
tion of  our  Protestant  views?  On  the 
contrary,  he  recommended  it  "as  a  most 
important  additional  security,  of  which 
the  effect  would  continually  increase." 
And  herein  I  may  say  in  passing  lies,  I 
think,  one  main  merit  of  this  proposal 
at  the  present  time.  Its  effect  would 
not  be  instant  or  immediate,  but  it  would 
go  on  inoreasinE  for  the  public  good  from 
montii  to  monui  and  from  year  to  year. 
But,  my  Lords,  not  only  ia  the  proposal 
of  Mr.  Pitt  to  the  King  well  worthy  at- 
tention, but  its  reception  also  by  the 
King.  Tou  are  aware  that  Qeorge  the 
Third  steadily  opposed  all  concessions  of 
civil  rights  to  the  Bomon  Oatholics,  and 
sooner  than  yield  those  claims  he  sacri- 
ficed his  Minister,  and  I  believe  would 
have  sacrificed  his  Crown.  But  he  stated 
then  that,  wholly  as  he  abhorred  the 
concession  of  civil  rights  to  the  Bonuin 
Catholics,  he  folly  and  unreservedly 
admitted  that  some  provision  should  be 
made  for  their  clergy.  Surely  that  ia  a 
circumstance  of  no  slight  moment,  con- 
sidering how  highly  the  opinions  of 
Osorge  the  Third  are  still  esteemed  and 
valuM  by  peraons  professing  high  Pro- 
testant tenets.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  through  all  the  phases 
of  this  question,  from  the  time  of  Mr. 


Fitt  to  the  present ;  but  I  may  observe 
that  in  Ireland  there  have  been  tram  time 
to  time  indications  on  the  port  of  Pro- 
testants of  a  conciliatoiy  and  for-sigfated 
spirit  towards  their  Soman  Catholic 
brethren.  The  Dean  of  Westminster, 
in  a  very  able  pamphlet,  gives  this  re- 
markable iact,  that  when  the  first  Bomon 
Catholic  chapel  was  founded  in  the  town 
of  Derry,  the  Protstant  Bishop  of  that 
^ace  was  one  of  the  principal  subscribers. 
He  also  quoted  some  words  of  Dr.  Law, 
Bishop  of  Elphin,  spoken  in  1790,  which 
are  especially  deserving  yonr  attention — 
"Since,"  be  uid,  "I  am  nnnble  to  mnke  Iha 
pnwiU  abouc  me  good  ProteiianCi.  1  irinh  lo 
makfl  tham  gnod  Caiholtoi,  good  diiieni — good 
anjthhig.  1  hare  thprefore  oiroulatad  ■moDg 
tbam  (oinaof  tb«  beti  of  ibairown  auibari." 
I  say  that  is  the  spirit  in  which  we 
onght  to  legislate  in  respect  to  Ireland. 
In  the  progress  of  this  measure  we  have 
been  sometimes  met  by  the  assertion 
that  this  proposal  would  not  accord  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Pre- 
lates in  Ireland,  but  I  rejoice  that 
very  recently  the  noble  Earl  near  me 
(the  Earl  of  Denbigh)  took  occasion  to 
remove  an  erroneous  impression  which 
in  a  moment  of  misconception  he  had 
created,  and  it  now  appears  that  nobody 
at  all  entitied  to  upetik.  the  sentiments  of 
the  Soman  Cathohc  Prelates  has  de- 
clared against  the  proposal  which  I 
have  now  the  honour  to  submit.  But, 
even  if  such  an  opinion  had  been  given, 
I  must  confess  that  I  never  looked  upon 
this  question  as  one  of  treaty  or  compact 
with  the  Boman  Catholics.      In  the  first 

Slace,  it  is  a  question  which  concerns 
le  Soman  Catholic  laity  fully  as  much 
as  the  Boman  Catholic  clei^,  since  it  ia 
obvious  that  if  we  ore  allowed  to  provide 
in  any  manner  for  the  Soman  Catholic 
clei^  from  public  sources,  it  propor- 
tionately lessens  the  weight  upon  the 
Boman  CathoUc  laity.  But,  above  all,  I 
think  the  merit  of  the  proposal  lies  in 
this,  that  it  is  absolutely  without  pledge 
or  condition.  They  may  leave  it  alone, 
but  if  they  take  it,  it  is  free  from  every 
sort  of  condition  except  this — ^to  keep  in 
repair  the  houses  yon  are  to  build  for 
them,  and  in  like  manner  to  keep  in 
cultivation  the  lands  you  may  annex 
to  their  dwellings.  But,  besides,  I 
must  say  that  I  tiiink  in  Ireland,  of  all 
countries,  you  cannot  expect  at  the  out- 
set an  immediate  indication  on  the  part 
of  the  Bonum  Catholics  of  a  readiness  to 
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accept  orertoree  of  this  kind.  And  here 
I  would  vemind  7011  of  the  words  of  a 
very  eminent  man  whose  loss  we  all,  on 
more  than  one  trying  occasion,  havohad 
reason  to  deplore.  Sir  Oeorge  Lewis  has 
aaid — 


I  thmi  in  Englnnd,  Im' 
in  most  pmoeed  Irom 
I  ■poulanraiiil;  Irom  tlie 

e  words.   Depend 


"  In  Irelnnif,  fir  mor 
provrmenc  nn<l  ciTiliint 
■bon  :  th.-;  will  not  ria 
inward  woikiiigg  of  iha  < 
These,  I  think,  are  ' 
upon  it  if  you  wish  to  do  good  in  Ire- 
iiad,  you  must  take  the  initiative;  yours 
must  be  the  hand  to  impel,  and  not  the 
foot  to  follow.  I  will  certainly  not  deny 
that  in  Ulster  a  lai^  mfyorit^  of  Pro- 
testants are  opposed  to  any  concessions 
to  Uie  Koman  Catholics,  but  I  must  say, 
as  coming  within  my  own  knowledge 
&ont  communications  I  have  received, 
that  this  feeling  has  been  greatly  les- 
ened  from  the  desire  of  the  Fresbyte- 
rians  to  avail  themselves  of  the  same 
stipulations,  because  it  has  been  mani' 
fest  that  if  they  desire  to  have  this  boon 
they  must  be  prepared  to  extend  it  to 
the  Boman  Oathuios.  But,  as  reeards 
the  other  three  provinces  of  Ir^and, 
though,  as  was  truly  said,  we  axe  not 
to  expect  any  initiatory  proceeding  &om 
them,  there  is,  as  I  believe,  a  general 
wish  that  this  proposal  should  receive 
j^our  approbation.  Now,  the  real  ques- 
tion is  this — 18  Ireland  to  be  governed 
according  to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people,  OF  according  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Scotch  Freabyterians  and  English 
Konconformists  f  In  the  former  case,  I 
call  upon  you  to  accept  the  present  pro- 
posal. In  the  latter  you  may,  no  doubt,  be 
disposed  to  reject  it.  Now,  I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  disrespectfully  of  the  feelings 
of  ^«tch  Fresbyteriaus  and  EngliSi 
Dissenters  even  when  it  seems  to  me 
that  there  ia  little  of  reason  on  their  side. 
The  Presbyterians  and  Nonoonformists 
who  argue  the  point  make  it  out  in  a 
manner  quite  satisfactory  to  themselves. 
They  say — "  Protestant  principles  are 
sound  and  true;  those  of  the  Boman 
Catholics  are  erroneous,  and  the  State 
is  to  blame  if  it  doe«  the  least  thing  or 
contributes  in  the  smallest  degree  to  the 
maintenance  of  erroneous  principles  in- 
stead of  sound  ones."  But  there  is  a 
fallacy  which  underlies  this  ailment. 


testant  inetruotion,  and  the  choice  is 
between  Catholic  instruction  and  none 
at  all.  My  Lords,  it  is  instructive  to 
view  how  foreign  nations  contemplate 
our  acts,  and  I  dare  say  many  of 
your  Lordships  have  read  in  Th* 
Timtt  of  this  morning  a  very  able 
letter,  signed  only  with  an  initial,  which 
gives  an  account  of  a  striking  essay 
bearing  on  the  question  now  before  us 
in  the  £evM  de»  deux  Monde*.  As  I  had 
recently  read  that  essay  it  is  probable 
I  should  have  referred  your  Lordships 
to  it  even  bad  that  notice  not  appeared 
in  The  Timet  this  morning.  GTbe  essay, 
writton  by  M.  Emile  de  Laveleye,  a 
writer  of  great  eminence,  discusses  the 
principle  which  should  r^:ulate  the  po- 
sition of  a  clergy,  and  states  that  there 
are  throe  systems  which  might  be  adopted 
with  regard  to  them.  In  die  first  place 
the  priests  might  be  left  entirely  depen- 
dent on  the  free-will  offerings  of  tiieir 
flocks  ss  in  Ireland  ;  secondly,  a  salaiy 
might  be  given  them  by  the  State,  as  in 
France ;  and,  thirdly,  a  sufficient  demesne 
might  be  set  apart  in  each  parish  for 
the  benefit  of  the  priest.  After  discuea- 
ing  these  three  systems,  U.  de  Laveleye 
declares  that  the  first  two  have  not  been 
sufficiently  successful  for  adoption,  and 
gives  his  decided  adhesion  to  the  third. 
The  true  system,  he  says,  would  be  to 
incorporate  the  congregations,  of  each 
parish,  vesting  in  tuem  a  limited  de- 
mesne as  glebe.  This  I  know  to  bo  also 
the  wish  of  many  practical  men  among 
ourselves  most  conversant  for  many  years 
with  Irish  affaire.  Now,  before  I  say  a 
word  to  show  how  the  plan  I  advooate 
would  be  a  benefit  to  the  Boman  Catho- 
hc  priests,  I  wish  you  to  see  how  greatly 
it  would  benefit  the  disestablished  Qiurch. 
It  was  strikingly  shown  in  the  evidence 
brought  before  the  Church  Commis- 
sion that  in  many  parishes  in  Ireland 
the  Protestant  uergy  are  unprovided 
with  parsonage  houses  and  glebes.  The 
diocese  of  Down  and  Connor,  which  ia 
beyond  all  question  the  most  populous 
as  far  as  Protestants  are  concerned,  baa 
more  than  fifty  parishes  in  which  there 
are  no  glebes ;  the  next  diocese  in  order 
of  importance  as  regards  Protestant  po- 
pulation is  the  diocese  of  Armi^h,  and 
that  has  more  than  twenty  parislies  with- 


whiih  is,  that  you  have  not  the  choice  out  glebes.      Surely,   then,  when  the 

of  instructing  the  people  between  the  Church  is  disestablished  and  placed  upon 

Boman  Catholic  and  the  Protestant  faith,  the  same  footing  as  the  Boman  Catholic 

because  the  people  will  not  receive  Fro-  and  Fresbyterian  Churches,  it  will  not 
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be  nndeeirftble  to  remedy  thii  defect  by 
applying  to  it  tlie  new  footing  of  equality. 
Supposing  these  parishes  to  be  as  I 
have  stated,  and  as  I  belieye  them  to 
be,  with  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
Proteatantfl,  without  residences  for  tbeir 
dlei^,  Buiely  we  are,  upon  that  footing 
of  equality,  entitled  to  ask  that  out  of 
the  surplus  these  residences  shall  be 
provided.  As  to  the  other  point  — 
the  giving  of  residences  to  the  prieste 
— I  submit  to  your  Lordships  that  it 
has  always  been  held  to  be  most  de- 
drabls  if  possible  to  connect  the  Boman 
Catholio  clergy  with  the  land  of  Ire- 
land, and  thus  establish  a  kinder  feeling 
than  now  prevails  in  many  cases  between 
the  priests  and  Irish  proprietors.  I 
listened  with  the  greatest  interest  to  the 
remarkable  speech  delivered  the  other 
night  by  mynobleFriend  (Lord  Taunton), 
who,  I  regret  to  say,  is  prevented  &om 
remaining  here  this  evening  tbrough  in- 
diaposition.  Tour  Lordships  wiU  re- 
member what  a  touching  picture  he  drew 
of  the  scenes  he  witnessed  during  the  time 
of  the  famine  of  1 B46,  when  he  acted  as 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  that  day.  He  described  how  Protest- 
ant and  Itoman  Cathohc  cler^rymen  were 
admitted  side  by  side  into  his  office  to 

Jilead  with  a  common  voice  for  their  suf- 
aring  parishioners ;  and  we  must  all 
af^ree  that  it  would  be  well  if  that  ona- 
mmity  were  notconfined  merely  toperiods 
of  calamity  and  destitution,  but  could  be 
as  it  were  continuous,  and  that  Boman 
Catholio  and  Protestant  clergy  were  al- 
ways found  working  hand  in  hand  for 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  How  can  this  be 
done  ?  Burely  you  cannot  expect  this 
desirable  state  of  things  to  follow  unless 
you  put  the  two  bodies  on  a  position  of 
absolute  equality.  It  cannot  follow  if, 
after  this  attempt  at  reform,  the  Protests 
ant  olei^yman  after  the  spiritual  labours 
of  the  day  is  seen  to  retire  to  a  comfort- 
able house,  and  the  Bomish  priest,  in 
many  cases,  has  to  betake  himself  only 
to  a  mud  cabin.  Can  you  expect 
equality  of  feeling  and  common  action 
to  resolt  from  such  a  state  of  things? 
Vy  Lords,  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
merely  demolishes  the  old  syst«m,  and  I 
call  upon  you  to  re-model  what  you  de- 
stroy. Do  not  be  content  with  the  de- 
tnolitioa  the  Bill  will  bring  about,  but 
strive  to  lay  the  foundation  of  another 
syetem  which  will  be  acceptable  to  many 


this  side  of  the  House,  as  the  beet 
substitute  for  a  system  they  would,  had 
the  choice  been  theirs,  prefer  to  re- 
tain intact.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  will 
call  your  attention  to  the  course  taken 
by  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel  on  two 
memorable  occasions  resembling  this. 
The  oontrast  will  not  weigh  heavily  in 
the  estimation  of  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships, who  owe  no  special  allegiance  to 
the  memoiy  of   Sir  Bobert  Peel,  but, 

erhaps,  there  are  eome  of  the  present 
imsters  who  stand  in  a  difCerent  rela- 
tion to  him.  In  1828,  when  the  Boman 
Catholic  question  was  at  issue.  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  oame  to  the  conclusion,  contrary  to 
his  supportere,  that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  public  welfare,  if  not  for  public 
safety,  and  even  te  avert  a  possible  war, 
that  concessions  should  be  made  to  the 
Boman  Catholics.  He  was  aware  that 
unpopular  with  tbe  greater 


of  the  constituencies  that  returned  high 
Protestant  Members  but  he  thought  it 
was  nobler  to  do  what  he  considered  to 
be  a  benefit  to  hia  country  than  to 
study  how  he  might  most  surely  retain 
power  in  his  own  hands.  Perseverance 
carried  him  through  the  immediate  ques* 
tion,  but  not  the  results  of  that  question 
in  the  minds  of  his  followers ;  and,  in 
the  ensuing  year,  he  was  expelled  from 
OfKce.  Again,  in  1845,  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  feeling 
that  had  ariaen  againet  maintaining  an 
artificial  price  of  com  must  be  allowed 
to  prevail,  and  in  opposition  to  hia 
party  he  carried  a  measure  which  he  be- 
lieved was  for  the  welfare  of  his  countiy, 
and  again,  fbr  the  last  time,  he  was  ex- 
pelled from  Office.  But  here  we  have 
Ministers  preferring  the  preservation  of 
their  power  to  a  measure  which,  accord- 
ing to  their  own  avowal,  would  be  for 
the  welfare  of  their  country.  The  noble 
Sari  the  Secretary  for  the  C'olonies  told 
us  be  was  distinctly  in  favour  personally 
of  giving  glebes  to  the  Boman  Catholics. 
Another  noble  Lord  {the  Lord  Privy 
Seal),  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  indi- 
cated a  precisely  similar  opinion.  In 
the  abstract  he  approved  tbe  policy  I 
advocate;  but  he  declined  to  support  it, 
on  the  ground  that,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  inconsistent  with  the 
Eopular  voice.  I  cannot  but  think,  my 
ords,  that,  when  these  different  systems 
of  dealing  with  public  questions  come  to 
be  estimated  ia  future  years  the  verdict 
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of  histoiy  win  lie  that  the  Government 
of  this  day  hare  acted  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  me  example  set  them  by  Sir 
Sobert  Peel;  that  they  re&sed  to  do 
that  which  ihej  were  convinced  was,  in 
the  abstract,  right,  rather  than  run  the 
least  risk  of  sacrificing^  power ;  that  they 


set   thentselve 


catch    the 


paasing 


breeze,  and  listened  on  which  aide  thi 
wind  might  happen  to  blow.  I  stiU 
maintain  that  it  is  oar  bounden  duty  to 
do  that  which  is  best  for  the  public 
interests,  regardless  of  the  lose  of  popu- 
larity or  power.  I  cannot  but  think  how 
different  from  the  conduct  of  tbe  Oeo- 
▼emment  would  have  been  that  of  Sir 
Bobert  Feel  under  similar  circumstances. 
The  debate  on  this  queetion  commenced 
this  evening  at  a  later  hour  than  I  had 
anticipated,  and  there  may  be  other  Peers 
desirous  of  expressing  their  sentiments, 
and  I  shall,  therefore,  abstain  &om  tres- 
passing at  greater  length  on  your  Lord- 
ships' time.  The  measure,  as  you  have 
framed  it,  has  thus  far  brought  no  peace 
whatever  either  to  Boman  Catholics  or 
Protestants.  On  the  side  of  the  former 
it  has  raised  many  unreasonable  expec- 
tations, which  yon  will  find  it  impossible 
to  Batisfy;  and  on  the  latter  it  has 
created  most  bitter  heartburnings,  which 
it  will  be  hard  at  once  or  ever  to  ap- 
pease. Even  now,  on  this  12th  of  July 
fraught  with  bitt 
—we  are  waiting  with 
Buspense  and  anxiety  news  of  what  may 
be  uis  effect  of  the  irritation  and  asperity 
of  feeling  produced  in  Ireland.  I  say 
the  Bill  nas  not  brought  peace,  but  a 
sword.  It  is  for  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider whether  the  provision  I  propose 
will  not  be  the  harbinger  of  peace.  I 
can  scarcely  describe  tSiB  importance  I 
attaidi  to  it.  This  is  the  last  time  it 
can  be  biuught  forward  in  this  House, 
and  if —  as  I  am  not  without  some 
grounds  for  hoping — the  other  House 
S^uld  be  inclinM  to  accept  it,  your  Lord- 
ships may,  by  passing  it,  be  enabled  in 
far  distant  years  to  look  back  with  com- 
placent satisfaction  to  the  course  you  had 
courageously  pursued,  and  may  give  the 
Irish  people  down  to  the  latest  genera- 
tions cause  to  honour  and  to  bless  your 


Mortd  to  insert,  in  page  17,  line  2, 
after  ("  therein  ")-— 
(Cburch  bodf  to  ewtify  that  Ibe  midmsM  >ra 

*■  tVovidad  alwaji,  that  Vm  nid  tktttk  bedr 
Sirl  Stmtiitf$ 


*)u11,  in  tbeir  ipplieitlon  for  anr  m 
certify  thit  the  Mine  are  requirad  •■  inch  for  iha 
Krohbiihapa.  biihopii.  or  elergj-men,  ai  the 
ma;  be,  of  the  uid  cburoh." 

nei  glebe  land*  t 


,».) 


1  anj  0 


and  ourtilafv  ihiill  be  lo  veited  ii 


iny  goob  reiirli 


■pplici 


denee,  aa  mij  be  a 
after  aa  glebe  lanJi." 

(Linda  not  to  eioeed  30  nore*  for  biahop  or 
10  acrea  for  oterg^nian  ;  buL  the  quanlit;  mar  b* 
varied  aeoordiiig  to  conienianco  or  injarj  bf 
seTerance.  The  oommiaaianera,  aahjeot  (o  ap* 
dtoihI  of  Lord  LieuCenaot,  to  prairide  luitabla 
bouaea  and  f  lebe  lam) a. ) 

"  Praiided  ihat  aacb  Und  ahatl  not  eiceed 
tbirt;  acrsa  in  the  oaaa  of  anf  archbiibop  or 
biihop,    or   ten  acrea  in  the  oaae  of  an;  otbar 


nan  of  [I 


wid  ohu 


to  Tarj  the  uid  quantitiea  of  land,  wherv  neora- 
t»Tf  tor  ill  eoDTenlent  ooenpatiDn,  or  vbere  loM 
or  injorj  micht  result  from  ita  nenranoe. 

■■  And  the  uid  eaaiiniHaionrra(haUaleo(anbjeet 
to  the  approval  of  the  L<ird  l.ieutenani  of  Ireliind 
in  Council)  out  of  iha  proceeda  of  the  property 

houMt  of  reaidenoe  with  landi  of  aecummo'laiioa 
aiineied  Ihrreio  aa  glflie  Unda,  for  tbe  tattowtng 
eooleaiaaiieal  prnona:" 

(1.]  (For  clerg;  of  diaeatabliabed  ohsroh  libera 
Done  la  pro'ided.) 

"M-)  Fur  any  archbiahop,  biabop.  or  olber 
olargjiniaa  of  tbe  aaid  chireh,  in  any  case  vhere 
a  auilabla  houaa  oF  rniilenoe  and  glelie  landa 
•hall    Dot  nndrr    the   forrgoinjt   proiiaiona   hara 


T  otbar  elergrniui 


aaid  oho 
anj  luoh  ■relibiabop,  biabop,  I 
of  the  >aid  cburch." 

(3.)  (Far  Roman  Catbolio  prelalea  and  ol'r^.) 

"  (S.)  For  anj  ■rohbiabop.  biabop.  panth  prieai, 
or  other  elerg ymaD  uf  ibe  Roman  Caihalic  ehareh 
>bo  ahall  ban  fpirilnal  charge  ol  any  arpurala 
panohial  or  othrr  lerritoHal  diairiat,  aocordiagto 
the  rcgnlationa  of  the  aaid  ehareh." 

(3.)  (For  Prertflerian  ehureh.) 

-■  (3.)  For  any  clergyman  Or  minisrer  of  lb* 
PreabjiaHan  ehareh,  who  atwll  have  apiHtoal 
charge  of  any  eejianite  lerriiorial  diiiriet,  acooH- 
ing  to  the  regulaiiona  of  aneb  cbBrch." 

(Quantilj  not  to  exceed  34  a«»a  fcr  prelate  or 
10  acrca  lor  other  elergyovQ.) 

■*  Provided  aluayi^  that  the  land  ao  to  be  as- 
tkeird  ahall  not  eined  (hirtj  acrra  in  the  caae  of 
anj  arehhiahop  or  biahop,  or  leo  acrra  in  Ibe  can* 
of  any  other  elrrgjman  or  miniater  of  any  of  tb« 

(ComniiMioaertmay  parriiaae  cr  build  boaaai 
and  purchaae  or  aaaign  landi.) 


to  proTide  tlw  aaid  bosae*  eiiber  by  parcbaae  o 
by  drfrajing  the  eipenara  of  ihrir  rrrciioa,  an 
the  aaid  landa  eilhrr  by  par«ldw  or  by  aaaign 
Beat  of  the  la>da  leaied  in  Ibcm  by  (hia  Act. 
(Lord  Lieateiuni  in  Coaneil  lodeelaiv  petaon 
to  hold  botuH  and  Unda  in  tnut  Ibr  F"-i"  Ca 
tholie  aal  PtcabjMitaa  ttttf/,) 
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"  And  tb«  t>id  Lord  Umrtentni  in  Connell 
•hall,   bj  propar   rulei,  deoUra  and  dcfins   the 

Cnoni  in  whom  tiie  laid  tiouiei  nnd  land  tball 
Teil«d  for  llie  UM  of  the  arshblihopi,  biihapi, 
knd  other  olergj  of  the  «ajd  R«nian  (.'■Iholie 
ohurch  and  for  the  olerjr  of  the  uid  Preabf- 
terUn  ohurcb." 

(Hoaaee  >ad  lands  to  Im  Teated  in  *aob  per- 
•ona  in  truat  far  regidenee  and  acoommodatioo 
without  power  of  alienation,  and  with  obligation 
to  maintain  in  proper  repair  and  eondition.) 

"And  the  aaid  ComniLiiioneri  shall  b;  order 
Toil  the  wid  houiea  and  landg  in  tbe  aaid 
penoui,  upon  tnut  for  the  aaid  purposaa  of  raai- 
denoa  aod  aoeornmodation,  vithDut  power  of 
alienation,  or  of  UM  for  any  other  purpaie,  and 
■object  to  the  perpetnal  obligation  to  maintain 
the  said  houiea  in  proper  repair  and  the  aaid 
lands  in  proper  oondition."  —  {The  Earl  Stan- 

Lord  HOUGHTON:  My  Lords,  dur- 
ine  these  long  debates  one  aspect  of  tlie 
Bui  lias  been  present  to  in;  mind  which 

§)pearG  to  have  escaped  remark.  The 
ill  has  been  designated  asreTolutionary, 
and  assuredly  it  ie  in  its  ^eat  historical 
aspects  and  in  the  fact  that  it  deals  with 
a  question  exercising  great  power  over 
the  minds  of  men  and  influencing  the 
destinies  of  a  nation.  At  the  same  time 
I  do  not  think  there-  is  another  instance 
of  an  important  measure  that  will  have 
so  little  practical  result  as  this.  Let  mE 
put  the  case  in  a  plain  practical  way, 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  will  see  it 
has  a  strong  bearing  upon  the  question 
nuder  consideration.  KeYolutionary  as 
this  measure  ie,  it  most  honestly  and 
carefully  respects  the  vested  rights  of 
every  individual,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  the  right  of  the  Irish  Prelates  to 
seats  in  this  House,  withrespectto  which 
your  Lordsbipshave  been  unable  to  come 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  With  that 
exception,  &om  tlie  Primate  downwards, 
there  is  not  one  minister  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland  who  will  be  any  the  worse 
for  the  measure.  Your  Lordships,  there- 
fore, will  not  give  the  Catholic  Prelates 
the  pleasure  and  gratification  of  having 
an  equal  rank  in  ordinary  society  with 
the  Bishops  of  the  Protestant  Church ;  so 
that  when  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
and  Cardinal  Cullen  come  together  the 
former  will  preserve  the  precedi 
hitherto  accorded  to  him.  It  would  have 
been  eaey  to  have  arranged  that  point 
by  allowing  precedence  according  ' 
seniority.  The  Protestant  clergymi 
with  a  congregation  consisting  of  the 
policeman  and  clerk,  their  wives,  and 
three  or  four  others  in  a  parish  contain- 
TOL.  OXCVTI.  [thisd  sebies.] 


ing  1,000  Boman  Catholics,  will  retain 
his  church,  his  house,  and  all  the  privi- 
leges of  his  position  for  the  remainder 
of  his  life,  and  he  may  be  a  man  of 
twenty-flve.  The  practical  effect  of  this 
will  be  that  through  the  whole  of  Ireland 
tbe  change  efCected  will  be  very  small. 
No  doubt,  to  the  thoughtful  Soman  Ca- 
tholic there  will  be  the  satisfaction  that 
as  the  Prelates,  and  clergymen,  and 
curates  disappear,  so  will  the  ascendancy 
of  a  hostile  Church,  which  ultimately 
will  be  left  in  all  the  nakedness  of 
voluntaryism.  But  what  iayour  object  ? 
What  do  you  want  to  do  now  ?  You 
want  to  neutralize  the  Fenian  spirit; 
you  want  to  give  immediate  satisfaction, 
not  only  to  tbe  Prelate  in  his  chamber, 
but  also  to  the  peasant  in  his  cottage  ; 
you  want  to  bring  about  a  change  in  tbe 
relations  of  England  and  Ireland.  That 
you  will  not  affect  by  this  Bill.  All  re- 
lations will  remain  exactly  the  same  as 
tbey  are  now,  with  the  result  inevitably 
produced  by  the  clergymen  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland  in  the  remote  parts  of  the 
country  losing  the  political  and  con- 
ventuu  status  which  has  hitherto  in- 
vested them  with  a  certain  dignity. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  me,  unless  you 
do  something  like  that  which  is  proposed 
by  this  Amendment,  you  will  really  have 
done  nothing  for  the  peace  of  Ireland. 
For  the  practical  effect  we  wish  to  pro- 
duce it  would  be  far  better  to  pass  this 
provision  than  all  the  rest  of  the  Bill.  I 
would  call  upon  those  who  oppose  this 
Amendment  to  consider  whether,  by 
passing  it,  they  will  not  invest  the  Bill, 
in  the  eyes  of  tbe  Irish  peasant,  with  a 
remedi^  and  practical  character,  and 
whether  they  will  not  do  more  than  they 
can  by  any  otber  means  to  satisfy  an 
imaginative  people  that  they  want  to  es- 
tabbsh  now  and  in  the  future  religious 
equality  in  Ireland.  Nothing  can  be 
more  various  than  the  opinions  attributed 
to  the  Homaa  Catholics  in  reference  to 
this  proposition.  At  one  time  tbe  Soman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland  would  have 
been  perfectly  ready  to  accept  a  State 
endowment.  But  lliere  has  gradually 
grown  up  in  the  Catholic  Church  a  spirit 
which  has  its  dignified  side,  and  of  which 
I  do  not  wish  to  speak  with  disrespect. 
Recently  it  has  been  the  policy  of  that 
Church  to  separate  itself  from  tbe  States 
with  which  she  has  been  connected.  The 
spirit  which  has  given  rise  to  that  policy 
■'■-•■    irelund,  but  not  more 
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there  than  in  other  countries.  In  France 
the  Catholic  Church  has  ahoTra  that 
Bpirit,  and  recently  there  has  been  a  still 
more  signal  instance  of  its  effects  in  the 
action  of  that  Church  towards  the  Gonrt 
of  Austria.  No  doubt,  therefore,  there 
Toold  be  a  great  disinclination  on  the 
part  of  the  Court  of  Borne  Ihat  the 
prieetH  of  Ireland  should  come  into  any 
connection  with  the  (!h>Temment  of  this 
ootmtry  which  would  carry  with  it  the 
eliffht^t  taint  of  interference  with  their 
independence.  My  Lords,  some  time 
ago,  I  held  commimieations  on  this  sub- 
ject with  some  of  the  highest  Prelates  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  indecorous  on  my  pert  to  go 
into  details ;  but  I  mar  say  mat  I  left 
the  Court  of  Bome  wiui  the  full  convic- 
tioii  that  the  free  and  unconditional 
grant  of  houses  and  lands  to  the  Irish 
priests  would  not  be  unwelcome  to  the 
oigfaest  authorities  of  that  Churoh, 
Owing  to  the  circumstances  in  which 
that  country  had  been  placed,  theBoman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland  have  been 
placed  in  a  position  of  absolute  submis- 
fiion  to  episcopal  authority.  There  is 
lees  independence  among  them  than 
among  the  clergy  of  any  other  part  of 
Europe.  That  may  hare  ecclesiastical 
adnuitagea,  but  certaiulr  it  has  social 
disadrantages.  Again,  uie  Boman  Co- 
Uiolic  dergy  of  Ireland  are  not  taken 
we  could  wish  them  to  be  from  the  upper 
and  the  middle  classes  of  the  country, 
but  almost  entirely  &om  the  peasantry. 
Then  the  Irish  priest  is  not  a  person  of 
sufficient  education  or  social  position  to 
render  him  comfortable  in  the  society  of 
Protestants  or  of  the  upper  Glasses  of 
his  own  reli^ou.  That  may  be  said 
without  meoomg  disrespect  to  either  side. 
It  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  Ireland 
to  im;^ve  that  state  of  things,  and  I 
think  Sir  Bobert  Feel  had  quite  as  much 
difficulty  in  passing  the  Uaynooth  mea- 
sure as  the  Government  would  have  in 
carrying  such  a  scheme  as  the  one  now 


but  I  believe  that  for  support  of  such  a 
policy  they  might  with  confidence  appeal 
to  the  intellieenoe  of  a  large  majority  of 
the  House  of  GommonB. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  :-My  Lords, 
I  think  we  are  engaged  in  one  of  the 
most  disagreeable  ts^s  that  thia  House 
has  ever  been  engaged  in.  The  measure 
is  dis^^eeable  to  noble  Lords  oppoaito, 


■  Zord  SovjfhUn 


and  I  think  Members  of  the  liberal 
party  must  be  ashamed  of  it.  I  do  not 
think  this  measure  is  entirely  agreeable 
to  anybody,  though  it  obtains  the  partiaL 
approbation  of  the  different  sects  whose 
prejudices  have  been  appealed  to.  It 
pleases  the  Nonconformiats  in  their 
hatred  of  religious  Establishments ;  it 
pleases  the  Preshyterians  in  their  hatred 
of  Episcopacy;  it  pleases  the  Boman 
Catholics  Dy  offering  them  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Church  of  Ireland ;  and  it 
pleases  Protestants  generally  by  doin^ 
as  littie  justice  as  possible  to  the  Bomoa 
Catholics.  It  is  not,  therefore,  in  aoj 
sense  a  Liberal  measure.  We  are  told 
that  the  country  has  made  up  its  mind — 
that  the  country  is  determined  to  have 
the  measure  as  it  oame  to  this  House. 
Whose  fault  is  that?  H  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  only  used  one~half  the  ability  he 
has  spent  in  denouncing  the  Churdi  of 
Ireland  in  explaining  to  the  people  the 
real  state  of  the  case,  I  thJTilr  the  result 
would  have  been  very  different.  If  he 
had  told  them  to  look  at  what  we  have 
been  doing  for  the  last  thirtv  years ;  how 
we  have  been  educating  tne  priests  of 
Irdand,  and  doing-  it  with  the  public 
money ;  how  we  have  been  teaching  the 
priest  the  best  way  to  oppose  the  Pro- 
testant  religion,  and  then  when  he  has 
been  so  taught  letting  him  live  in  a 
hovd — would  anyone  say  that  when  we 
have  taught  the  priest  and  inteusted  him 
with  the  instruction  of  the  people  we 
ought  not  to  give  him  some  moderate 
means  of  living  ?  Such  a  gift  as  that 
now  proposed  would  be  one  not  to  ths 
priests,  but  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  who 
nave  the  greatest  reverence  for  their 
clergy.  If  there  be  any  man  who  more 
than  another  is  reepomable  for  the  mis- 
fortune of  this  Irish  Church  question,  I 
say  that  man  is  Mr.  Qladstone.  He  it 
was  who  said  that  the  Irish  Ohundt 
ought  to  be  upheld  in  the  sacred  caoae 
of  truth ;  that  it  must  be  supported  be- 
cause its  mission  was  divine.  It  was  cm 
account  of  those  sentimente  Oxford  re- 
ceived him  with  delight.  But,  like 
CoriolanuB,  he  returned  to  destroy  that 
which  he  had  before  upheld.  I  think, 
however,  that  as  he  has  changed  his 
opinion  he  ought  to  make  allowance  for 
those  who  were  convinced  by  his  former 
arguments.  I  confess  that  I  was  not 
among  the  number.  I  regarded  those 
arguments  as  vain,  and  I  think  many  of 
hie  present  argmnento  ore  vain  also. 
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He  runs  &om  one  extrraie  to  the  other. 
'W^itb  him  there  appeara  to  be  no  haltinp;- 
plaoo  between  the  torrid  and  the  irigid 
Eones.  At  one  time  he  laid  down  mat 
we  oug^bt  to  support  the  Irish  Churoh  on 
the  ground  that  ehe  taught  the  truth. 
Now  he  advocatee  the  voluntary  system 
in  Ireland.    The  voluntary  system  has 


its  advantaces — it  has  enormous  advan- 

iges ;  but  I  ask  any  stat 
the  condition  of    Europe,   and    seeing 


tagea 


k  any  Btatesman  knowing 


what  are  the  reli^ous  (pinions  moving 
in  different  countries,  whether  this  is  a 
moment  at  which  it  is  right  to  take  away 
from  Ireland  an  educated  clergy?  I 
think  that  would  not  be  a  statesmanlike 
proceeding,  but  a  most  uBwaxrantable, 
dangeroue,  and  mischievous  course.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  want  to  again  go  over  a 
questton  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  already.  We  are  told  that  this  is 
a  Btatesman  like  measure.  My  Lords,  a 
statesmanlike  measure  does  not  destroy 
everything.  It  constructs  something; 
but  this  measure  constructs  nothing  at 
all.  Is  it  a  Btateemanlike  policy  that 
destroys  everything  and  leaves  nothing  ? 
You  are  aaked  to  take  away  the  endow- 
ments of  the  Church  in  order  to  give 
them  to  lunatic  asylums — to  take  away 
the  educated  clergy  and  to  apply  their  in- 
comes with  old  nurses.  It  is  impossible 
that  this  Bill  can  be  called  the  measure 
of  a  statesman — it  does  very  well  to  speak 
about  it  at  public  meetings,  because 
it  is  just  the  sort  of  thing  to  answer  for 
that  purpose,  but  when  it  comes  to  be 
examined  and  criticized  it  is  pulled  to 
pieces  on  every  side.  I  own  I  should  have 
wished  to  have  seen  a  measure  upon  this 
subject  brought  in  which  would  have 
setUed  the  question  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year,  but  this  measure,  if  carried 
without  the  provision  for  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  surplus,  will  keep  the  matter 
open  for  the  rest  of  my  natural  life. 
Then  there  ia  this  unfortunate  Church 
Body,  which  is  to  lie  upon  the  operating 
table  for  the  next  ten  years,  while  the 
three  judges,  sitting  hke  Bhodamanthus, 
Minos,  and  ^acus,  condemn  with  stem 
severity.  In  attempting  to  pat  a  httle 
generosity  into  the  Bill — which  very 
much  wanted  it,  for  it  was  a  most  nig- 
gardly measure — we  have  gone  a  little 
too  far  on  one  side.  It  was  a  little  too 
strong  to  give  the  disestablished  Church 
those  Ulster  glebes  as  being  private  en- 
dowments because  they  had  been  origi- 
nally granted  by  the  Sovereign.    The 


proper  view  to  have  taken  of  those  glebes 
was,  that  when  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  granted  ceased,  they  should 
have  reverted  to  the  Sovereign.  I  do  not, 
therefore,  see  how  the  disestablished 
Church  is  to  keep  these  glebes ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  should  nave  wished  to 
have  dealt  generously  with  the  Church, 
with  the  Boman  Catholics,  and  with  the 
Ftesbyterians.  I  have  voted  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment  before,  and  I  shall 
have  great  pleasure  in  doing  so  ^;ain. 

The  T!*nT.  OF  BTMTtT'.B.T.'FT  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Duke  behind  me  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  puts  the  Bill  to  a 
veiy  fair  test  when  he  aeke  whether  or 
not  it  is  a  statesmanlike  measure  V 
He  says  that  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
is  likely  to  keep  the  question  alive  for 
his  natural  life.  That  ia  just  the  dif- 
ference between  the  measure  as  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House — which,  what- 
ever its  merits  or  its  demerits,  would  have 
been  a  final  one,  and  would  have  satis- 
fied the  true  interests  of  the  nation — and 
the  measure  as  it  now  stands,  after  hav- 
ing been  so  altered  and  disfigured  in  this 
House  that  its  friends  would  scarcely 
know  it  again.  And  after  the  Bill  has 
been  thus  changed  the  noble  Duke  turns 
round  and  says — "  See  what  an  unstates- 
manlike  measure  this  is,"  The  noble 
Duke  forgets  that  this  measure  belongs, 
not  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  but  to  this  House. 
The  noble  Duke,  in  his  eagerness  to 
damage  the  Bill,  foi^ets  whose  Bill  he 
is  damaging.  And  now  let  us  look  at 
this  statesmanlike  clause  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Stanhope) 
which  the  noble  Duke  behind  me  is  sup- 
porting. Becollect,  we  require  not  a 
mere  abstract  proposition,  fit  to  form  the 
subject  of  discussion  at  a  debating 
club,  but  a  clause  that  will  work  practi- 
cally. Now,  in  the  first  plaoe,  this 
clause  bears  upon  its  face  the  mark  of 
having  been  prepared  by  those  who 
have  not  communicated  with  those  bodies 
with  which  it  proposes  to  deal,  and  who 
are  utterly  in  the  dark  as  to  the  wishes 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
thoUcs,  the  Presbyterians,  and  the  Church 
Body.    It  proceeds  to  say — 

"And  ths  laid  commiuioneri  riiall  alio  (nib- 
jeet  to  tbe  approTsI  of  the  Lord  LieuleDuit  of 
Ireland  in  Counoil)  out  of  Ihe  proceeds  of  the 
propertj  b;  thii  Aot  xeaied  in  tbf  m.  proTide  Biiic- 
able  boDirs  of  reiideace  with  Unds  of  ucom- 
modation  uineied  thereto  »•  glabe  laodi,  for  the 
foUoving  eocleuaitioal  peream  .  .  .  (3.)  For  uj 
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olwgyuuTiorminiatarof  the  FreabfteruHi  Cbnroh, 
vho  aball  hkre  spiritual  aharge  or  nnj  Mparate 
tarritoriiil  distrioC.  ucordiog  to  the  regalotiODa  of 
tacb  oboroh  ;" 

And  then  it  goes  on  to  say — 

"  And  the  wtid  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Coanail  iball, 
bjr  proper  rulei,  declare  and  (lefine  the  penoni  in 
irhom  the  uid  haatet  and  land  shall  b>  retted  for 
the  Die  of  the  nrchbithopa,  biahopi.  and  other 
elergf  of  the  utd  Roman  Catholio  ehureh  and 
for  the  olergj  of  tbe  laid  ProBbjterian  ohoToh." 

My  Larde,  Uiere  is  no  euch  thing  as  a 
clergyman  or  miniBter  of  the  IVesby- 
terian  Church  having  spiritual  chaise 
of  any  separate  territorial  district,  neither 
is  there  one  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ire- 
land. The  Presbyterian  body  in  that 
country  is  split  up  into  many  portions. 
First  of  all  there  is  that  portion  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church  which  is  represented 
by  the  General  Assembly ;  then  there  is 
the  Secession  Synod,  the  two  Synods  of 
Antrim,  the  Synod  of  Munster,  the  Ee- 
monstrant  Synod,  and  other  Synods  ; 
and  in  order  to  provide  for  the  minis- 
ters of  dl  these  Dodies  separate  ^^Qts 
of  glebes  would  have  to  bo  made.  Then, 
as  regards  the  feelings  of  the  So- 
man Catholics  upon  this  question.  The 
noble  Earl  has  referred  to  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Pitt,  but  under  that  scheme 
the  Bishops  of  the  Soman  Catholic 
Church  were  to  enter  into  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  State,  under  which  cer- 
tain provision  was  to  be  made  for  that 
Church,  whereas  the  clause  proposes 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
shall  declare  and  define  the  persons  in 
whom  the  said  houses  and  land  shall  be 
vested  for  the  use  of  the  Archbishops, 
Bishops,  and  other  clei^  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Church.  Now,  the  noble  Earl 
who  proposes  this  clause  should  have 
known  that  the  great  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  concurrent  endowment  has  been 
that  it  has  never  been  possible  to  devise 
a  plan  by  which  the  Government  could 
put  themselves  in  coromunication  with 
the  Soman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland. 
If  it  is  the  object  of  the  clause  to  maJie 
the  Soman  Catholic  Bishops  their  own 
trustees,  why  does  it  not  say  so  plainly? 
But  if  its  object  is  to  make  a  body  of 
Soman  Catholics  lay  trustees,  with  in- 
tereste  differing  &om  those  of  the  Boman 
Catholics  Bishops,  it  will  most  signally 
fail.  It  is  rather  too  much  to  reqmre 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  to  make 
delicate  arrangemente  which  Parliament 
declines  to  make  for  iteelf.  The  noble 
7K«  Em-1  of  Kimitrhy 


Earl  opposite  (Earl  Stanhope)  has  asked 
whether  we  are  to  be  guided  in  this 
matter  by  the  opinion  of  Scotlemd  or  by 
that  of  L«land.  But  I  say  you  have  no 
right  to  assume  that  there  is  an  opinion 
in  Ireland  in  iavour  of  the  proposal  now 
under  discussion.  Ton  are  bound  to 
accept  as  the  opinion  of  the  people  that 
which  has  been  expressed  by  their  repre- 
sentatives in  Parliament  and  by  their 
ecclesiastical  bodies,  and  in  every  case 
they  hare  declared  that  they  will  not 
accept  a  scheme  of  this  kind.  The  sub- 
ject has  been  so  often  discussed  that  one 
should  speak  very  shortly  upon  it,  and 
therefore  I  will  merely  address  one  fur- 
ther observation  to  your  Lordships  with 
reference  to  it.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
has  claimed  me  as  being  a  supporter  of 
the  principle  of  the  clause  in  consequence 
of  an  observation  which  fell  from  me  the 
other  night.  I  admit  that  I  have  some- 
times hoped  that  some  scheme  of  this 
kind  mi^t  be  adopted,  but  I  distinctly 
stated  last  rear  when  the  Suspensory 
Bill  was  under  discussion,  that  under  the 
circumstances,  and  taking  into  consider- 
ation the  feelings  of  the  great  body  of 
the  people,  it  would  be  impossible  that 
such  a  scheme  could  be  adopted.  I 
must  also  confess  that  I  should  not  like 
to  see  Mr.  Qladstene,  after  opposing  the 
scheme  of  levelling  up,  and  aner  having 
taken  the  rote  of  the  country  upon  it, 
turn  round  now  and  advocate  an  opposite 
policy,  and  therefore,  my  Lords,  I  feel 
bound  to  oppose  this  proposal. 

The  Eart.  of  GEANABD  admitted 
that  the  Amendment  was  expressed  in  a 
generous  spirit  towards  Irish  Soman 
Catholics,  and  that  the  residences  of 
many  of  the  priests  were  quite  inade- 
quate ;  but  in  moat  parte  of  Ireland  this 
evil  had  been  removed,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent,  by  the  generosity  of  the  people. 
To  that  generosity  he  preferred  to  trust 
for  a  further  remedy ;  and  believing,  aa 
he  did,  that  fresh  State  endowment  waa 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  he 
could  not  hesitate  to  record  his  protest 
against  tbe  Amendment.  In  1 795  Burke 
advised  the  Catholic  hierarchy  to  trust  to 
God's  goodproridence  rather  than  to  State 
endowments,  and  he  believed  that  this 
sentiment  still  prerailed  not  only  among 
the  Catholic  hierarchy,  but  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland.  The  Bishops 
who  met  in  Dublin  on  the  3d  October, 
1867,  had  resolved  that,  notwithstanding 
tbe  right  and  claim  of  their  Church  to 
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the  revenues  of  which  ehe  had  been  un- 
justly deprived,  they  would  not  accept 
endowments  from  the  State  out  of  the 
proper^  of  the  Established  Church,  nor, 
mdeed,  any  State  endowment  whatever. 
These  resolutiona  had  never  been  re- 
scinded, and  were  the  last  manifesto  of 
the  Catholic  hierarchy  on  this  subject. 
No  one,  therefore,  had  a  right  to  say 
that  the  Catholic  hierarchy  were  ready 
to  accept  endowment  from  the  State. 
Moreover,  the  resolutions  to  which  he  had 
referred  were  in  perfect  accordance  with 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  and,  on 
the  part  of  his  co-religionists  he  denied 
authoritatively  any  disposition  among  the 
Prelates  of  hie  Church  to  accept  houses 
or  glebesN  for  the  use  of  the  clergy.  Con- 
sidering these  resolutions,  and  the  im- 
mense amount  of  support  given  to  the 
Bill  by  the  Nonconformists  on  the  under- 
standing that  no  part  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty should  he  applied  to  religious  pur- 
poees,  it  was  impossible  for  an  Inak 
Koman  Catholic  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment unless  at  the  expense  of  his  con- 
sistenev  —  he  had  almost  said  of  his 
good  &ith.  The  Catholics  of  Ireland 
had  demanded  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  State  Church,  and 
political  and  social  equality  in  place  of 
the  political  and  relunous  ascendancy 
whim  had  been  so  weU  described  by  an 
eminent  Protestant  divine,  the  Sev.  Dr. 
Brady.  The  Bill  of  the  Ckivemment 
fulfilled  these  conditions,  and,  therefore, 
in  ciommon  gratitude,  as  well  as  from 
conviction,  he  was  bound  to  vote  with 
the  Government  on  the  present  occasion. 

ThbDcee  ofIiEINSTEE:  My  Lords, 
I  merely  wish  to  state  a  foct  which  is 
within  my  own  knowledge.  Some  years 
ago  I  buut  a  house  in  the  town  of  Athy, 
and  gave  it  to  the  priest,  who  accepted 
it,  and  was  most  thankhil  for  it.  Since 
that  time  I  have  had  some  Scotch  tenants, 
who  built  a  Presbyterian  Church.  I 
gave  them  the  luid,  and  assisted  them 
to  build  a  manse.  They  accepted  that 
assistance  most  gratefully.  Strange  to 
say,  ttiere  was  no  residence  for  the  Pro- 
testant clergy.  I  bought  a  residence  for 
them,  made  it  over  to  them,  and  am 
happy  to  say  that  the  three  denomina- 
tions are  all  living  now  in  perfect  peace 
and  tranquillity.  ■ 

The  Earl  of  DXTNEATEN  said,  that, 
having  voted  for  the  Amendment  on  a 
fbrmer  occasion,  he  had  been  charged 
Trith  something  like  a  breach  of  faith 


for  80  doin^.  A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Denbigh)  had  given  the  .impression 
the  other  evening  that  he  represented 
the  Irish  Cathohc  Peers  on  this  sub- 
ject. All  he  could  say  was  that  he  was 
by  no  means  represented  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Denbigh),  however 
much  he  might  respect  him.  When 
tlie  Bin  passed  a  second  reading  he  was 
sanguine  enough  to  imagine  mat  their 
Lordships  had  sanctioned  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  religious  equality  as  applied  to 
Ireland.  But  the  present  state  of  the 
Bill  had  woefully  disappointed  the  hopes 
of  his  co-religionists.  So  far  from  being 
a  measure  of  disendowment,  it  had  now 
become  a  measure  for  the  re-endow- 
ment of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  the 
Amendments  introduced  by  thefr  Lord- 
ships into  the  Bill  had  given  tliat  Church 
several  millions  more  than  was  contem- 
plated in  the  Bill  as  originally  presented 
to  them.  It  was  rather  hard,  therefore, 
to  believe,  that  the  principle  of  religious 
equality  was  maintained  in  the  Bill.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  wished  on  principle 
that  this  measure  should  have  been  car- 
ried out  on  the  principle  of  levelling  up. 
However,  he  was  quite  aware  that, 
owing  to  tile  state  of  ieeling  in  England, 
such  a  plan  was  perfectly  impracticable, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  use  in  wasting 
words  in  its  favour.  But  as  far  as  the 
proposal  of  giving  glebe  houses  and  a 
few  acres  of  land  to  the  Boman  Catholic 
clei^  was  concerned,  that  could  hardly 
be  fijrly  said  to  come  under  the  name  of 
concurrent  endowment.  Everyone  who 
knew  the  state  of  many  parishes,  par- 
ticularly in  the  South  and  West  of  Ire- 
land, must  feel  that  it  would  be  a  great 
boon  if  the  prieste  of  those  parishes 
could  receive  a  sufBcient  sum  to  build 
them  decent  dwellings.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  this  would  place  the  prieste 
in  a  social  position  which  was  much  to 
be  desired,  particularly  when  we  remem- 
bered that  the  Protestant  clei^  would 
retain  their  glebe  houses.  He  should 
be  most  sorry  if,  by  tlte  possession  of 
these  houses,  the  priests  became  less 
dependent  on  their  congregations  and 
aroused  any  jealousy  among  their  people. 
But  tiiis  ailment  which  had  been  used 
against  the  plan  now  proposed  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  of  any  weight.  A  far 
more  important  argument  was  that  the 
Catholic  Prelates  had  made  no  move  to- 
wards asking  for  any  endowment,  but 
had  rather  repudiated  any  payment  out 
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of  Uie  revenues  of  the  Protestant  Churcli. 
He  asked  their  LordsMps  to  remember, 
lioweTer,  that  the  one  great  object  of  the 
Catholic  clergy  was  religious  equality, 
and  they  woiud  give  up  anything  rather 
than  risk  that  great  object ;  and  tliey 
thought  they  would  come    before  the 

Sublic  in  a  more  dignified  manner  if 
ley  put  forward  no  demand  on  their 
own  behalf.  In  arguing  against  the 
efficacy  of  the  voluntary  system,  a  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  quoted  an  instance  in 
which  a  Cathohc  Bishop  had  imposed 
a  tax  of  5«.  in  the  pound  on  the  mem- 
bers of  his  Church  throughout  his  dio- 
cese in  order  to  erect  a  church.  He  did 
not  know  to  what  diocese  the  noble  Earl 
alluded,  but  this  must  be  taken  as  a 
very  extreme  case.  Another  case  had 
come  under  hie  own  observation  which, 
he  thought,  waa  far  better  calculated  to 
convey  the  feelings  of  the  people.  Some 
years  ago,  in  the  city  of  Limerick,  a  large 
church  had  been  commenced,  and  the  late 
Bishop,  Dr.  Ryan,  thought  the  oppor- 
tunity a  good  one  for  making  it  the 
cathedral  of  his  diocese.  There  was  no 
pressure  employed,  and  he  obtained  the 
sum  of  nearly  £9,000  from  the  poor 
people  of  the  diocese.  That  was  a  noble 
and  creditable  act,  and  one  worthy  of 
any  countty  or  any  diocese.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  the  language  which 
had  been  used  as  to  the  Boman  Cathohc 
priesthood  wringing  contributions  from 
the  poorest  of  the  Irish  people  was  Qot 
just  or  fair.  It  was  no  exaggeration  to 
say  that  there  was  no  country  in  Europe 
where  contributions  were  given  for  reli- 
gious objects  more  willingly  or  with  less 
pressure  than  was  done  by  the  Boman 
Catholic  population  of  Ireland.  He 
thanked  a  noble  Lord  (Lord  Taunton), 
who  spoke  on  a  recent  occasion,  for  the 
earnest,  impressive,  and,  he  believed, 
most  just  eulogy  he  had  pronounced 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
clerey  during  the  period  of  the  famine 
in  L-eland.  He  alluded  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  was  at  the  time  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  he  thanked  the 
noble  Lord,  not  only  on  his  own  behalf, 
but  on  behalf  of  his  Boman  Catholic 
foUow-countrymen,  for  that  well-merited 
tribute.  He  would  also  call  to  their 
Lordships'  recollection  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Boman  Catholic  clergy  at  the 
time  of  the  attempted  rising  in  1848, 
when  he  had  it  on  the  authority  of  no 
Tl>e  Earl  of  Bimrattn  ' 


leas  a  person  than  the  leader  of  that 
movement  that  it  was  the  conduct  of  the 
priests  which  crushed  all  his  hopes. 
Their  Lordships  were  also  well  aware 
of  the  decided  course  taken  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  clergy  gainst  the  Fe- 
nian movement.  That  dergy  had  al- 
ways been  found  on  the  side  of  law  and 
order;  and  it  would  be,  he  thought,  a 
poor  return  to  make  to  them  when  they 
were  striving,  aided  by  the  voice  of  the 
people  of  !E^elaud,  to  obtain  rehgioua 
equality  for  meir  country  if  they  were 
now  to  be  disappointed  of  its  realization. 
He  knew  that  he  had  no  claim  as  a 
humble  Member  of  that  House  to  make 
this  appeal,  but  he  made  it  with  all 
possible  earnestness,  simply  as  one  who 
had  lived  all  his  life  in  Ireland,  and  who 
knew  pretty  well  Uie  feeling  of  the  Irish 
Boman  Catholics.  What  he  wished  to 
state  to  their  Lordships  was  this — that 
they  might  be  perfectly  certain  they 
never  would  remove  the  discontent 
which  existed  in  that  coimtiy,  nor  ever 
obtain  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people 
in  British  rule  and  in  the  British  Farha- 
ment,  until  they  laid  the  foundation  for 
it  by  a  real  hon&Jide  measure  of  perfect 
religious  equality.  They  never  would 
remove  the  discontent  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  until  they  succeeded  in  mniiring 
confidence  in  the  justice  of  Britaah  rule 
in  the  minds  of  the  religious  teachers  of 
that  people — those  teachers  in  whom  it 
was  natural  that  the  people  should  con- 
fide as  their  guides,  not  only  in  matters 
purely  spiritual,  but  in  all  those  con- 
cerns which  affected  the  social  and  ma- 
terial improvement  and  prosperity  of 
their  country.  And  he  did  not  think 
any  measure  that  could  be  adopted 
would  be  more  calculated  to  produoe 
that  effect  than  for  Parliament  to  let  that 
clergy  and  their  people  both  see  that 
it  waa  determined  to  carry  out  Ailly  this 
great  principle.  He  might,  indeed,  quote 
the  concluding  words  of  a  Petition  which 
he  had  recently  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships, and  say  that  if  that  Bill  were 
passed  in  its  integrity  their  Lordships 
would  deserve  the  lasting  gratitude  of 
the  Irish  people  by  estabhshing  among 
them  the  principle  of  religious  equality, 
the  true  source  of  peace,  prosperity,  and 
contentment. 

The  Eaxl  of  HABEOWBY  :  My 
Lords,  there  are  so  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships, especially  those  who  are  oonnected 
wifJi  Ireland,  m  favour  of  the  Ame&d- 


;,  Google 


1646 


IrUi 


{juiT  12, : 


Chirek  BOl. 


1646 


raent  of  the  soble  Eerl,  tliat  I  desiie  to 
BBij  that,  taken  in  itaelf,  I  not  only  see 
DO  objection  to  it,  in  iteelf,  but  so  far 
from  it  have  supported  a  aimilar  proposal 
on  a  fonner  oocaeion.  Indeed,  in  tliis 
Bill,  Bucli  as  it  ia,  it  ia  the  only  green 
spot  upon  whiah.  the  eye  can  dwell. 
The  rest  is  mere  rain  and  deetruction ; 
this  pretends  at  least  to  oonatruct  some- 
thing ;  to  extract  something  for  her 
out  of  a  mass  of  pure  n^ation.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  there  are  difficulties  at 
present  which  interpose  &tal  obstactes 
in  the  way  of  this  proposal  In  the 
first  place,  what  is  it  that  has  induced 
you  to  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill 
at  all?  The  great  majority  of  your 
Lordships  were  opposed  to  it  root  and 
branch ;  not  only  to  its  details,  but  to  its 
principle.  I  did  my  beat  to  induce  your 
Lordships  not  to  yield  to  the  public  cur- 
rent, but  to  canr  out  bol^  the  opinions 
you  entertained.  Your  Lordships  did 
not  agree  with  that  view ;  you  thought 
you  were  bound  to  bow  to  the  opinion  of 
the  countryand  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Kll.  You  went  into  Committee  at 
all  for  no  other  reason.  Nov,  nothing 
is  more  clear  than  that  if  it  had  not 
been  stated  to  tiie  oonstituenciea  that 
endowment  of  any  kind  to  the  Boman 
Oathoho  Ohunih  was  entirely  out  of 
the  question,  we  should  not  have  had 
to  go  into  Committee  at  all,  for  we 
should  have  never  had  this  BilL  If  there 
was  one  point  more  than  another  upon 
which  Conservative  seats  were  lost,  and 
the  present  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  formed,  it  was  tbe  pledge 
that  when  the  proper^  of  the  Iriah 
Church  was  taken  away  there  should 
not  be  an  atom  of  endowment  to  the 
Boman  Cathohc  Church.  If,  then,  pres- 
sure was  put  upon  your  Lordships  to 
go  into  Committee  on  account  of  the  cur- 
rent of  public  opinion,  then,  I  say,  it 
wouhl  M  to  go  directly  oontrai?  to  that 
which  alone  induoed  you  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee at  all  to  aecept  this  Amendment 
(tf  the  noble  Earl's;  to  pick  out  that 
(me  matter  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  country  are  most  distinctly 
pledged  against ;  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a 
most  extraordinary  oourse  of  action, 
most  fatal  to  your  own  pohcy.  If,  indeed, 
we  had  had  encouragement  that  this 
proposal  would  be  accepted  by  Her 
IfigeB^'a  Qovernment,  your  Lordships 
might  have  considered  Uiat  it  would  be 
WW  to  make  some  public  sacrifice  of 


standing;  with  the  country  for  the  pur- 
pose of  settling  a  great  question.  But 
we  have  no  encouragement  of  that  kind. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Lord  Privy 
Seal)  has  alluded,  which  has  alwa3r8 
struck  me  as  a  great  practical  difficul^. 
How  are  you  to  carry  the  proposition 
out  ?  On  all  former  occasions,  when  the 
question  has  been  brought  forward,  it 
has  been  carried  out  after  negotiation 
and  arrangement.  But  here  you  are 
going  simply  to  create  a  properly  and  in- 
vest it  in  trustees.  But  for  whose  bene- 
fit ?  You  will  say  for  that  of  the  parish 
priest?  Who  is  he  in  the  eye  of  the 
law?  There  may  be  a  difi'erence  be- 
tween the  clergyman  and  his  Bishop — 
there  is  an  appesi  to  the  Archbishop, 
and  from  thence  to  the  Pope.  Are  you 
to  wait  for  a  decision  from  Eome  before 
you  can  settle  to  whom  the  house  is  to  be- 
long which  you  are  going  to  give  before 
you  put  in  motion  the  ahenffs  officer 
or  an  action  for  ejectment?  There  are 
practical  difficulties  of  this  kind,  in  deal- 
ing with  a  body  whose  law  you  do  not  re- 
cognize, and  ^Dw  nothing  about,  which 
it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to  over- 
come. And  observe  this.  One  of  the 
Amendments  carried  in  this  House  keeps 
the  surplus  over — and  if  public  opinion 
and  public  feeling  should  change,  there 
would  then  be  the  time  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  to  moke  the  neceesiuy 
arrangements  with  the  authoritdes. 
So  far  as  you  have  gone  already,  you 
have  in  no  case  gone  against  the  publio 
feeling,  deference  to  which  led  you  into 
Committee.  With  all  your  Amendments 
you  have  indeed  in  no  point  exceeded 
these  limits,  within  which  the  language 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  during  the 
elections  authorized  you  to  act.  In  this 
point  alone  would  you  step  aside  to  set 
yourself  in  direct  opposition  both  to  the 
Government  and  the  country.  ITndsr 
these  drcumstancea,  atiU  entertaining  a 
desire  that  there  should  be  a  recog- 
nition of  the  Boman  Cathohc  dergy, 
and  believing  that  it  would  be  a  wise 
measure  to  place  them  in  decent  houses, 
though  with  great  reluctance,  I  shaU 
feel  bound  to  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

T^>»r.  BU88ELL :  My  Lords,  it  has 
been  said  that,  with  respect  to  dises- 
tablishment, the  House  decided  that 
question  ou  the  second  reading.  But 
with  regard  to  diseudowment,  the  ques- 
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tion  arisea  how  are  you  to  give  equality ; 
for  that,  it  is  g;eiiorally  admitted,  ought 
to  be  the  principle,  and  the  people  of 
^England  aad  the  people  of  Scotland  who 
Toted  for  the  Liberal  candidateB  did 
I  believe,  with  a  feeUng  of  generosity 
towards  Ireland,  and  a  wish  that  the 
religion  of  the  great  majority  of 
people  should  be  on  an  equality  with  that 
of  fbe  other  secta  in  that  country.  Now, 
I  was  speaking  to  a  gentleman,  a  few 
days  ago,  who  thinks  that  the  Catholic 
clergy  are  very  ill  provided  with  dwell- 
ings, and  he  told  me  that  in  the  South 
of  Ireland  he  went  to  see  an  old  parish 
priest  eight-five  years  of  age,  and  he 
found  it  impossible  that  any  carriage 
could  get  near  the  hovel  in  which  iie 
old  priest  lived.  He  got  out  of  his 
riage,  went  over  stepping  stones  ac 
the  brook,  and  got  into  a  miserable  hovel 
where  this  parish  priest  was  lying  in  bed. 
But,  he  said,  if  he  asked  where  the 
clergyman  of  the  Established  Church 
lived,  with  perhaps  not  fifty  parishioners 
in  his  charge,  he  would  be  taken  to  a 
good  comfortable  home.  Was  that  jus- 
tice or  equality  ?  Would  the  people  of 
Ireland  so  consider  it  if  they  learned 
that  their  clergymen  had  been  left  in 
that  condition  wbUe  the  Protestant  clergy 
had  their  houses  and  the  lands  preserved 
to  them  by  the  House  of  Commons  and 
augmented  by  the  House  of  Lords  F 
Much  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
attitude  the  Boman  Church  may  assume 
if  this  Amendment  vere  carried.  Now, 
no  doubt  it  was  the  notion  of  Mr.  Pitt 
and  many  others  to  give  a  salary  to  every 
Soman  Cathohc  priest  in  order  to  make 
him  in  some  manner  dependent  upon  the 
Oovemment,  and  that  is  what  the  Bo- 
man Catholic  priests  of  Irelasd  most 
justly  resent ;    out  our  proposal  differs 

Seatly  from  this.  We  propose  to  give 
e  priest  his  glebe  house  once  for  all, 
and  to  have  no  control  over  him  whatever, 
and  upon  this  the  Irish  priesthood  has 
very  properly  refrained  from  making  any 
declaration.  To  the  original  principle 
of  the  Bill — disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment — the  priesthood  ^ave  their  ad- 
hesion, but  upon  a  question  of  imme- 
diate benefit  to  themselves,  good  taste 
obliges  them  to  be  silent.  If  your  Lord- 
ships agree  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Stanhope)  you  will 
be  contributing  to  that  equality  for  the 

Sromotion  of  which  the  Bill  was  intro* 
need. 
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LoBB  WESTBUBT :  My  Lords,  we 
have  been  told  this  evening  by  ihe 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
that  we  have  voted  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  in  deference  to  pub- 
lie  opinion,  and  that  that  public  opi- 
nion was  unanimous  in  its  declaration 
against  concurrent  endowment  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  clergy ;  and  we  are 
assured  that  we  are  going  in  direct 
defiance  of  pubUc  opinion  in  supporting 
this  Amendment.  With  great  deference 
to  the  noble  Earl  who  inade  those  ob- 
servations, I,  for  one — and  I  think  I 
speak  on  behalf  of  many  noble  Lorda — 
did  not  vote  for  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  out  of  any  deference  to  public 
opinion.  I  am  not  one  to  disregard 
public  opinion  when  it  is  pronounced 
upon  matters  which  it  is  competent  and 
has  been  called  upon  to  discuss,  but  I 
do  not  think  it  understood  the  question 
in  a  manner  to  dictate  to  legislators.  It 
pronounced  that  there  was  a  great  evil 
to  be  redressed,  and  it  left  to  you,  my 
Lords,  and  to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, to  decide  what  should  be  tlie 
manner  of  that  redress.  I  voted  for  the 
second  reading  because  I  felt  tbe  Irish 
Church,  as  at  present  constituted,  to  be 
a  great  evil ;  I  voted  for  the  second  read- 
ing in  the  hope  of  converting  this  wanton 
Bm  of  destruction  into  a  measure  of  be- 
neficent reform.  We  have,  therefore, 
with  perfect  consistency  pursued  the 
course  we  designated  for  ourselves. 
There  was  another  point  raised  by  the 
noble  Earl,  which  may  be  disposed  of  in 
a  few  words.  He  tells  you  there  will 
be  great  difltculty  in  carrying  out  the 
Amendment  before  us,  because  you  will 
have  to  recognize  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Cnuroh, 
and  in  directing  the  enjoyment  of  this 
property  be  guided  by  their  rules,  with 
which  you  are  not  cognizant.  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  difficulty  at  all  about  this. 
The  ownership  of  these  houses  will  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  the  trustees  who 
are  appointed,  the  trustees  will  regulate 
the  enjoyment  of  the  proper^  according 
to  law  ;  the  law  is  compelled  repeatedly 
to  inquire  what  are  the  doctrines  held 
among  certain  religious  communities, 
and  to  regulate  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
perty dedicated  to  those  communities  ac- 
cording to  the  construction  which  courts 
of  justice  put  ijppi  the  deeds  conveying 
that  properly.  We  have  been  frequently 
told  by  the  authors  of  the  Bill  and  ihom 
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•who  approve  of  it  that  it  is  intended  aa 
a  measure  of  peace  and  religious  equality. 
Those  are  ^raeioua  words,  indicating  a 
gracious  intention ;  and  surely  they 
would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that,  where- 
as the  only  fault  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
its  monopolizing  property  which  was  de- 
dicated originally  to,  and  ought  to  have 
been  applied  for,  the  universal  exten- 
sion of  OUT  common  Christianity,  the 
apirit  of  peace  and  religious  equality 
would  have  dictated  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  some  more  universal  and 
comprehensive  scheme  of  distributing 
the  surplus,  and  that  they  would  have 
fihrunk  &om  making  "  ducks  and 
drakes"  of  it,  and  mdulging  in  the 
wantonness  of  fancy  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  the  income  of  the  Church.  I  have 
twain  and  again  entreated  your  Lord- 
ships to  rise  to  an  occasion  that  demands 
the  exercise  of  legislative  power  and 
wisdom,  to  awaken  to  a  sense  of  the 
great  duty  upon  you,  and  accomplish 
me  great  object  of  peace  and  religious 
equality  and  rehgious  justice  by  mstri- 
buting  the  surplus  in  a  manner  equal  to 
the  demands  and  equal  to  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  several  religious  bodies  in 
Ireland.  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  plea  so 
made  has  been  in  vain,  and  the  histo- 
rian will  record  in  melancholy  accents 
the  f^t  that  a  great  occasion  for  uniting 
these  two  nations  together,  and  restoring 
peace  and  tranquilhty,  was  lost  through 
the  bigotry  of  one  par^,  and  a  want  of 
high  spirit  on  the  other  to  guide  the 
people  of  this  country  to  measures  supe- 
rior to  the  feeling  that  declaims  against 
concurrent  endowment,  and  pronounces 
it  to  be  a  sin  to  give  anything  to  relieve 
the  necessities  and  supply  the  want«  of 
Boman  Catholic  Chriatianity,  although 
it  is  the  religion  upon  which  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  the  Christian  world  de- 
pend for  their  salvation.  These  are  the 
tenns  on  which  we  may  expect  people  in 
a  &ture  age  to  speak  of  us  when  they 
compare  what  we  have  done  with  what 
we  might  have  done.  It  is  very  sel- 
dom, indeed,  diat  the  advocate  of  any 
cause  has  the  power  of  calling  two  such 
witnesses  as  I  nave  the  power  of  calling 
to-night.  The  two  noble  Lords  who 
have  spoken  on  my  right  and  left  hand 
have  settled  for  ever  Uie  question  whe- 
ther these  endowments  would  or  would 
not  be  accepted  with  gratitude  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  cleigy  of  Ireland.  One 
ounce  of  fhct  is  worth  pounds  of  argu- 


ment ;  and  that  ounce  of  fact  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Leinster)  has  sup- 
plied. He  told  you  that  he  had  given 
equal  boons  to  I^testant,  Presbyterian, 
and  Boman  Cathohc  clergymen,  that 
they  were  received  with  gratitude  by  all, 
and  that  all  live  in  happy  cimcord  by 
reason  of  their  being  placed  upon  an 
equahty.  I  ask,  then,  whether  tne  Bo- 
man Catholic  clergy  will  not  willingly 
accept  these  endowments.  I  am  sure 
your  Lordships  will  receive  the  testi- 
mony of  Peers  who  speak  from  their 
own  knowledge,  and  who  can  vouch 
&om  their  experience  for  the  condusiona 
they  o£fer  to  you.  I  press  most  warmly 
upon  you  the  acceptance  of  the  noble 
I^l's  (Earl  Stanhope's)  Amendment. 
Althou^  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
for  the  Boman  Catholic  clei^,  and  be- 
lieve that  without  them  you  will  never 
pacify,  much  less  concuiate,  Ireland, 
yet  I  must  confess  I  have  the  greater 
love  for  the  Protestant  cle^y  of  that 
country,  and  the  greater  concern  for 
their  welfare.  By  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority your  Lordships  have  accepted  the 
aroposala  of  the  noble  Marquesa  opposite 
'the  Marquees  of  Salisbury),  and  have 
conferred  on  the  Episcopalian  clergy  a 
small  portion  of  that  which  undoubtedly 
is  their  own ;  and,  for  one,  I  cannot  witii 
any  countenance  send  this  Bill  down 
again  to  the  Commons,  ostensibly  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  sent,  as  a  messa^ 
of  peace  and  religious  equably,  with 
that  exceptional  benefi.t  given  to  the 
Protestant  Episcopalian  clergy,  unless  it 
were  supplemented,  equipoised,  and  ba- 
lanced by  equal  benefits  for  the  Boman 
Catholic  and  Presbyterian  clergy.  If 
die  one  is  an  act  of  justice,  it  folhiws,  as 
a  necessary  consequence,  that  the  oijier 
is  an  equal  act  of  justice;  and  if  yon 
yield  the  one  yon  are  bound  to  yield  the 
other.  Then  how  shall  we  return  the 
Bill  ?  It  will  be  returned  with  a  large 
eurpluB,  indeed,  rent  away  from  l£e 
Episcopalian  Church,  but  it  will  be  re- 
turned with  the  endowment  of  the  Pro- 
testant clergy,  in  a  great  measure 
equalled  and  balanced  by  corresponding 
benefits  for  the  clergy  of  ail  oUier  per- 
suasions. Then,  my  Lords,  I  should 
hope  there  will  be  no  collision  between 
the  two  Houses ;  we  may  then  have  a 
well-grounded  hope  that  as  we  have 
done  the  Bill,  with  regard  to  its  spirit, 
as  little  injury  aa  possible,  the  other 
House  may  defer  to  your  Lordships'  opi- 
ll%ird  Stadtna. 
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nion,  and  may  believe  that  you  hare 
taken  a  wiser  measure  of  the  true  ex- 
tent to  Thich  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  carried  out,  and  that  there 
wiU  then  be  unanimity  between  the  two 
Houses,  instead  of  there  being  opposi- 
tion. I'  entreat  your  Lord^ips,  as  you 
love  justice,  as  you  would  be  beneficent, 
as  you  would  countonanoe  that  which 
you  have  already  done  for  your  own 
^91^1  to  give  at  the  same  time  a  cor- 
responding measure  of  benefit  to  the 
clergy  of  other  persuasions ;  I  entreat 
you,  in  the  interests  of  your  own  mea- 
sure, to  lay  aside  all  notion  about  your 
having  no  right  to  pronounce  an  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.  "Why,  you  fling  damnation 
round  Europe  when  you  condemn  the 
Boman  Oauiolics  and  pronounce  that 
great  religion  to  be  an  error  which  you 
would  sin  in  giving  anything  to.  I  trust 
your  Lordships  will  liae  superior  to  that. 
This  is  only  a  little  matter;  it  ia  only  a 
modicum  of  what  your  Lordships  ought 
to  do,  and  if  your  Lordships  have  a 
thought  for  religion,  humanity,  peace, 
and  ^uuity  you  will  aocept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord. 

Eaul  GRANVILLE:  I  will  trespass  on 
your  Lordships'  attention  only  for  a  few 
moments.  I  rise  more  f<Jr  the  purpose 
of  protesting  in  the  name  of  Her  Ma- 
jes^B  Government  against  this  Amend- 
ment being  carried  than  to  ai^e  a 
question,  ^^ch  has  been  t^ed  at  al- 
most every  stage  of  the  BUI.  It  was 
discussed  on  me  second  reading,  on 
going  into  Committee,  upon  the  Amend- 
ment in  Oommittoe — which  was  rejected 
by  a  lai^  majority — upon  the  Report, 
upon  the  third  reading  to-day ;  and  now 
again  it  is  discussed  on  the  Amendment 
of  my  noble  Friend.  I  cannot  say  how 
painful  it  is  to  me  to  veto  against  some 
of  my  best  personal  and  political  Mends, 
for  whose  intellect  I  have  the  greatest 
re^)eat,  and  with  whose  pt^tdcal  feelings 
and  opinions  I  entirely  sympathize.  If 
it  were  not  for  that  I  am  not  sure  I 
should  not  find  great  cause  for  rejoicing 
in  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
on  this  Amendment.  I  sympathize  in  a 
great  degree  with  all  the  hberal  feelings 
which  have  been  azpressed  with  regwij 
to  Roman  Catholics  and  which  hitherto 
have  not  met  with  any  general  accept- 
ance in  this  House.  I  rejoice  that  I 
have  heard  from  the  opposito  side  of 
the  House  sentimento  which  I  n< 
Lari  Wetthury 


heard  before  from  tiiat  quarter;  and 
I  rejoice  because  they  will  facilitate 
in  the  future  the  spread  of  religious 
toleration.  This  discussion  has  done 
one  great  good;  it  has  deared  away 
very  much  indeed  ;  it  has  proved  con- 
clusively that  it  is  impoBflible  to  go 
half-way,  and  that  your  Lordships  and 
the  country  must  decide  whether  you 
will  adopt  the  scheme  of  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  proposed  by  the 
Government,  or  whether  you  will  adopt 
a  scheme  for  supporting  all  other  deno- 
minations in  L^and.  I  really  have 
heard  sentiments  in  which  I  cannot  say 
how  much  I  concur.  I  heard  the  noble 
Earl  who  moved  this  Amendment  state, 
amid  cheers  from  those  around  him,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  le- 
gislate for  Ireland  according  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish,  and  not  merely  ac- 
cording to  the  wishes  of  the  English  and 
Sootoh.  I  ^ree  thoroughly  in  that. 
But  I  am  obliged  to  difi'er  &om  the  noble 
Earl  in  regard  to  what  the  public  ex- 
pression of  opinion  in  Ireland  has  been, 
whether  it  oomes  from  the  Irish  Church, 
&om  the  Presbyterian  body,  or  from  the 
Romanists  themselves,  I  have  really  no- 
thing to  add,  except  that  my  Colleagues 
and  I,  in  framing  our  plan  of  dealing* 
with  the  Irish  Church,  followed  the  me- 
thod which  I  believe  all  great  stetesmen 
have  always  adopted,  which  was  to  com- 
bine the  support  of  Uiose  who  have  one 
object  in  view,  in  order  to  enable  us  to 
carry  a  measure  which  it  was  almost  im- 
possible for  a  Government  to  have 
brought  forward  a  short  time  ago.  I 
can  add  nothing  to  that.  We  can  only 
adhere  to  the  resolution  which  we  de- 
clared to  the  country  that  it  was  our  in- 
tention to  act  upon ;  and  I  must  leave 
the  caee  as  it  has  been  stated  fay  my  Col- 
leagues and  myself.  The  common  sense 
of  your  Lordships  cannot  deny  that  the 
feeung  of  the  oonstituencies  at  the  deo- 
tions  was  most  indisputebly  opposed  to 
anything  in  the  shape  of  levelling  up  or 
concurrent  endowment,  or  whatever  other 
term  you  may  choose  to  apply  to  it.  It 
would  be  presumptuous  in  me  to  put  my- 
self on  the  level  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Ijord  who  spoke  last,  but  I  have 
not  yet  been  taught  to  believe  that  this 
nation  is  incompetent  to  form  an  opinion 
upon  an  important  question  such  as  the 
Irish  Church  and  the  best  mode  of  re- 
moving so  great  an  anomaly.  Vy  Lords, 
I  TOally  believe  that  this  / 


,  Coo'^lc 


1635 


IriiJi 


{July  12,  1869) 


CJatreh  BiU. 


1664 


■ — if  your  Lordships  cany  it  to-night — 
will  absolately  have  no  effect  whatever 
but  to  create  a  certain  amount  of  embac- 
zttfisment.  I  am  aa  certain  that  there  is 
no  more  chance  of  this  Amendment  being 
adopted  in  "  another  place,"  or,  as  I  be- 
lieve, by  the  constituencies  who  send  the 
Members  to  that  "  other  place,"  as  I  am 
of  any  other  Bulrjectwhidi  is  reasonably 
open  to  discussion.  Upon  these  grounds 
I  implore  your  Lordships  not  to  reverse 
the  decision  to  which  you  came  the  other 
day,  when  rejecting  a.  proposal  similar 
to  the  present.  Before  I  sit  down  let 
me  say  that,  while  owing  allegiance  to 
my  Oolleaguea  in  HerMajeety'sQovem- 
ment,  I  am  also  sensible  that  I  owe  alle- 

E'ance  to  the  honour  and  credit  of  your 
)rdshipa'  House.  We  have  been  ex- 
horted uiia  evening  to  be  statesmanlike, 
to  rise  to  the  occamon,  to  lead  the  public 
mind,  and  to  show  what  is  right  in  rela- 
tion to  the  equalitjr  of  the  clergy  of  all 
denominations.  The  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Stanhope)  said  he  rose  with 
the  sanction,  and  even  at  the  request,  of 
some  of  the  most  eminent  Members  of 
your  Loidshipe'  House  to  propose  this 
Amendment.  Have  your  Lord^ps  con- 
sidered what  figure  you  will  out  in  send- 
ing down  this  Amendment  as  the  perfec- 
tion of  statesmanship,  and  as  the  work 
of  the  moet  eminent  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House?  My  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  said  you  ought  not 
to  devolve  upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
most  difficult  duty  of  all,  without  laying 
down  any  prind^es  at  dl  to  guide  him 
in  dealiiur  with  the  Itoman  Oatholio 
dergy.  You  aay  that  the  object  is  to 
attain  religious  equality ;  bat  mv  noble 
Friend  has  pointed  oat  that  under  the 
wmrds  of  the  third  section  of  this  Amend- 
ment not  a  single  church  or  glebe  will 
go  to  the  Presbytoriane  at  all,  inasmach 
as  their  arrangements  are  made  with  re- 
ference to  congregations,  and  not  with 
regard  to  the  spiritual  chaise  of  any 
separato  territorial  district.  This  Amend- 
ment therefore,  so  carefully  considered, 
and  which  is  represented  as  the  last  re- 
rolt  of  your  legislative  wisdom,  would 
have  the  effect  of  depriving  the  Presby- 
terians of  any  advantage  whatever, 
while  giving  the  most  liberal  terms  to 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
caratee  as  well  as  incumbents.  Ton 
leave  glebes  and  manses  to  about  2,000 
clergy  charged  with  the  spiritual  care  of 
700,000  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  while 


to  the  clei^  superintending  Uie  religion 
of  4,500,000— the  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland — you  offer  in  the  whole 
some  1,200  houses  and  glebes — ^for  that 
is  about  the  number  of  those  clergy 
having  territorial  cures.  Ton  throw 
£2,000,000  or  so  into  the  ooffers  of  the 
Irish  Church,  and  give  the  others  a 
small  pittance.  And  tois,  It  is  contended, 
is  a  statesmanlike  proceeding,  in  a  spirit 
of  true  equality.  Oan  your  Lordships 
really  wish  that  such  a  proposal  should  go 
down  to  the  other  House  as  illustrative 
of  the  spirit  of  your  legislative  enact- 
mento? 

E&Bi.  STANHOPE:  My  Lords,  I 
shall  trouble  your  Lordships  with  very 
few  words  in  reply,  and  they  shall  be 
simply  in  answer  to  the  stetement  just 
adduced  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Granville).  I  am  informed  by 
Ihosewho  are  thoroughly  well  acquainted 
with  the  part  of  the  coantir  of  which 
we  are  speaking,  that  the  noble  Earl  is 
entirely  inaconrate  when  he  states  that 
the  airangements  of  the  Presbyterian 
clergy  are  made  without  reference  to 
territorial  distriota.  A  m'Tniljir  statement 
was  made  by  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  and 
I  am  told  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Privy 
Seal,  although  for  some  time  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  and  likely  therefore 
to  be  well  informed,  was  misled  by 
the  ecclesia&tioBl  arrangements  of  the 
Weeleyan  body,  which  he  has  ascribed 
throughout  to  the  Presbytraians.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  last  clause  of  the 
Amendment,  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Earl  are  a  mere  repetition  of  what  was 
said  by  the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  I  am 
blamed  for  not  having  pointed  out  the 
exact  course  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  adopt.  There  is  no  maaomaxj  of 
mime,  but  uiere  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  us.  I  stated  before  that,  in  my 
judgment,  it  was  one  great  advantage 
of  the  proposition  that  it  did  not  insist 
upon  any  negotiation  with  the  Itoman 
Catholic  clergy ;  it  places  them  in  a  per- 
fectly independent  position,  &ee  to  ac- 
cept or  to  reject  the  offer  made  to  them, 
untrammelled  and  unpledged  in  any  way 
whatever.  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
that  I  did  not  venture  to  bring  forward 
this  Motion  without  the  fullest  consulta- 
tion with  those  who  have  spent  their 
lives  in  the  country  and  who  know  it, 
to  say  the  very  least,  as  well  as  the 
noble  Eart  onposito  It  is  therefoire 
with  tJie  fnlfest  confidence  that  I  re- 


[TXw-i 


lUMtinO^^ 


1655 


Iridt 


{L0BD8) 


Church  Bill. 


16S6 


commend  it  to  the  adoption  of  your  Lord- 
afaipB. 

LoBD  CAIBN8 :  I  aak  pcrmisBion  to 
Bay  a  very  few  words  before  yoiir  Lord- 
shipa  go  to  a  diviaion.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  felt  it  mv  duty  to  state  fully 
the  view  which  I  took  upon  the  question, 
and  I  fih&ll  now  do  bo  very  briefly  in- 
deed. I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  any 
criticism  of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  ub  ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing it  unfortunate  that  upon  the  third 
readiiu;  of  the  Bill  we  should  have  this 
AmencQnent  in  substitution  for  a  pro- 
posal not  esBcntially  different  &om  that 
upon  which  we  formerly  voted.  I  am  not 
disposed  to  accept  this  as  anything  more 
tfaaji  an  expression  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  a  principle  which  has  been  variously 
described  by  the  terms  concurrent  or 
indiscriminate  endowment.  If  I  were 
to  go  into  any  criticism  of  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment,  nothing,  X  am  sure, 
would  be  easier  than  to  show  that  the 
proposal  is  utterly  and  entirely  unwork- 
able and  impracticable,  and  that  the 
Amendment  is  &amed  in  entire  forget- 
fulness  of  the  state  of  things  in  Irelaiid, 
and  of  the  position  of  the  various  de- 
nominations. The  question,  however,  is 
not  one  of  words,  but  of  substance.  I 
stated  before,  as  I  venture  to  state  again, 
notwithstanding  the  able  arg;umente 
which  have  been  advanced  in  this 
House,  that  the  system  of  indiscriminate 
endowment  is  one  which  it  would  be  an 
nnfortimate  thing  for  the  State  to  adopt. 
So  fiu-  from  being  favourable  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  I  believe  it  would  be 
eminently  imBuited  to  that  conntry.  And 
although  this  has  been  described  as  a 
very  small  measure,  and  a  measure 
quito  apart  &om  endowment,  depend 
upon  it  the  country  will  never  believe, 
when  you  give,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
houses  and  lutds  to  ^e  dei^  of  various 
denoininations,  that  you  are  doing  any- 
tiiing  else  but  permanently  endowing 
the  rehgions  to  which  those  clergymen 
belong.  That  being  so,  let  us  remember 
the  feeling  of  the  country,  not  merely  of 
England  and  Scotland,  but  of  Ireland  as 
well.  No  one  can  deny  that  the  feeling 
of  the  people  in  England  and  Scotland 
is  oppmed  to  any  st^eme  of  the  kind. 
We  Kiow  very  well  what  the  feeling  of 
the  Protestant  population  of  Irdand  is ; 
but  what  is  the  feeling  of  the  Bomau 
Catholic  population?  On  this  subject 
we  were  favoured  with  distinct  expres- 
£arl  Stanhope 


sions  of  opinion  by  my  noble  Friend 
who  fita  oelow  the  Gangway  (Earl 
Denbigh).  My  noble  Friend,  on  the 
first  occasion  when  this  question  was 
mooted,  said  that  if  the  proposal  were 
made  as  an  act  of  Justice  towards  the 
Boman  Catholics  of  Lreland,  he  believed 
they  would  accept  it.  On  the  last  even- 
ing of  the  discussion  my  noble  Fnend 
retracted  that  statement,  and  said  he 
believed  they  would  not  accept  it ;  but 
since  then  my  noble  Friend  has  retracted 
his  retractation,  and,  professing  to  speak 
in  the  interests  of  the  Roman  Cauiolio 
elei^,  has  contradicted  the  statement 
which  he  previously  made.  A  noble 
Lord  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Oranard}, 
however,  has  asserted  that  nothing  could 
be  more  inconsistent  with  the  position  of 
the  Koman  Catholics  than  to  accept  a 
measure  of  this  kind;  while  another 
noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  I>unraven) 
speaking  with  the  same  interests  at  hand, 
has  once  more  qualified  that  denial. 
We  have,  therefore,  three  retractations 
and  two  denials  ;  and  I  own  I  am  in  a 
perfect  chaos  of  bewilderment  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Boman  CathoHc  clergy  will  or 
will  not  accept  the  offer  if  it  be  made 
them.  Turning  from  that  point,  I  can- 
not but  remember  that  in  the  other 
Honse  of  Parliament  not  a  single  Re- 
position was  made  on  behalf  of  the  So- 
man Catholic  Members,  or  those  who 
represent  Soman  Catholic  constituenciea, 
to  nave  a  scheme  of  this  kind  adopted. 
I  shall  not  foUow  in  their  prophecies 
some  noble  Lords  who  think  that  a  great 
change  has  come  over  the  opinions  of 
the  country,  and  that  the  change  will 
proceed  until  the  concurrent  endowment 
principle  is  univereally  accepted.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  think  that  nothing  would 
be  so  well  calculated  to  prevent  such  a 
result  as  your  Lordships  doing  anything 
which  woold  seem  to  force  it  on  the 
country.  The  Amendment  by  which  I 
think  your  Lordships  have  most  wisely 

i (reserved  the  surolue  from  being  care- 
essly  and  foolishly  dissipated  will  allow 
the  country  time  to  consider  what  would 
be  the  best  mode  of  disposing  of  the 
money ;  and  I  think  that  even  noble 
Lords  who  are  of  opinion  that  the  ap- 
propriation now  proposed  would  be  a 
wise  one — an  opinion  in  which  I  confess 
I  do  not  share — ought  to  be  anxious 
that  the  surplus  shoiud  not  be  disposed 
of  till  after  the  questton  bos  received  full 
oonsid^tion. 
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The  Eakl  of  DENBIGH  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  make  an  apology  for  having; 
haetilr  mode  a  statement  l£e  other  even- 
ing which  he  found  afterwards  he  could 
not  substantiate.  He  had  made  that 
statement  ander  the  erroneous  supposi- 
tion that  the  meeting  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  a  meeting  of  the  Irish  Boman 
Catholic  Prelates.  He  had  never  in- 
tended to  represent  Irish  feeling.  In- 
deed, he  thought  he  must  be  a  very 
rash  Englishman  who  would  venture 
to  represent  Irish  feeling,  but  he  spoke 
in  the  name  of  other  Peers  besides  him- 
self. He  and  they  had  voted  against 
the  Amendment  because  they  had  been 
assured  by  the  Qovemment  that  it  would 
prevent  the  success  of  the  Bill,  and  they 
believed  the  feeling  of  the  country  was 
against  concurrent  endowment.  Since 
then  the  public  oigans  had  expressed 
mnpaihy  with  the  idea,  and  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  he  thought 
tiieir  Lordships  would  find  there  was 
more  sympathy  with  it  than  they  ex- 
pected. With  r^ard  to  the  expression 
of  Irish  feeling  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion, and  also,  in  former  times,  by  the 
Irish  Boman  Catholic  Prelates,  he  could 
understand  and  appreciate  the  senti- 
ments that  would  prevent  the  Irish 
Bishops  and  cleigy  from  putting  them- 
selves forward  and  asking  for  glebes; 
but  if  England,  through  a  sense  of  jus- 
tice, made  the  offer  without  any  con- 
ditions the  case  would  be  different.  To 
mark  Ms  sense  of  the  kind  intentions  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  he  would 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided: —  Contents  121 ;  Not  -  Contents 
114:  Majority  7. 
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BtnttuJUD,  V. 

R.Xl«>sb.  L. 

R«d«^L. 

Robbery.  L.  (B'JtoM- 

Row.  L.  {£.  OlM«w.) 
8altBnrord,L.(£.  CoHT- 

Norwuh.  Bp. 

Tn.m.*«.,B^ 

Abwerombr,  L. 

s.r:,v 

AudlBj.  L. 

Sindji,  L. 

BurogUI,  L.  (B.  Caiik-  St.j»  and  S«la,  L. 

ne»t.)  Seaton,  L. 

Bofle,  L.  IB.  Carimi  Sinon.  L.  (B.  Stfhn.) 

<Wnr.}  Shefflold.  L.  (£.  Si</> 

Cairni,  L  lUU.) 

Camo)'!,  L.  Silobmtw,  L.  (£.  Lmig- 

Carrington,  L.  /ord.) 

CbelmBfard,  L.  Soodei,  L. 

Claodeboje,  L.{£.  Pu^-  SonthamptoD,  L. 

.™      ..      ,  ».        ^  ^f  Garliaa,  L. 


Stratbspej,  L.  (£,  &a- 

Suffleld,  L. 
Snodridge,  L.    {D.Ar. 


|U,I. 

CoWills  of  CnlroH,  t. 
D«  Maattjr,  L. 
Da  Saomarei,  L. 
Do  T>bl«7,  L. 

Danborne,  L.  gs"l 

Dunning,  L.  (£.  BoUo.)    Wanlock,  L. 
Fingall.L.  lE.FingaM.)    WilloughbjdeBroka.L. 
FitihardiDga,  L.  Varlingbun,L.(£.  ti'at- 

Fittwaltar,  L.  ford.) 

Folaj,  L.    [Trilw.]  Wroiieiley,  L. 

Granard,  L.    (£.  Ora-    Wjnfbrd.  L. 
nord.) 

Jtuohed  its.  the  Jfflrmative. 

The  Abohbishof  07  DITBLIN  moved 
the  following  Amendmeut :  —  After 
Clause  24  insert  the  following  clause : — 

"  lo  eaas  of  tuy  nob  oommatatiaD  a«  btrelu- 
Iwfore  profided  it  ihall  be  lawful  lor  the  00m- 
mitaionen,  at  tbe  datin  of  iha  holder  of  an; 
arcbbiahoprio,  hiaboprio,  b«neBo«,  or  oathedral 
prefermenc,  to  ricluda  Ironi  auch  oommotalion 
any  houie  or  land  ratstred  to  aoch  holder  b;  thia 
A«l  wbiob  aball  b«  in  bi*  aaual  occnpatloa." 

Ameudmest  uj/ritd  to. 


Viflootnrr  GOtTGH  movtd  the  follow- 
ing Amendment : — At  end  of  Clause  28, 
add— 

("  Proiided  alwayi,  that  wbare  any  aooh  eoaU- 
aiaitioal  realdenoe  ia  ao  veated  in  th«  wid  rsprn. 
aentative  bod;  bj  order  ai  arnreiaid,  auch  repra- 
■entativB  body  ahall  have  the  like  righta,  powera, 
and  remedie*  Tor  recoToring  any  auma  due  fbr 
dtlapidationa,  and  ft-om  the  aame  penoni,  u  tha 
aueoeaaor  of  any  archblihop,  biahap.  or  iDeumbtnt 
ironld  bare  had  if  thia  Aot  tuu)  not  boon  paatad."} 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  E*rt.  of  UMEBICE  moved  the 
followine  Amendment :  —  Clause  33. 
Amend  me  clause  so  that  it  may  stand 
as  follows : — 

"  Tha  eonmiaaionart  may,  at  any  tima  aftra 
the  Arat  day  of  January  one  thoound  eight  hun- 
dred and  asTenty-one,  sell  any  rent-oharge  In  lieu 
oF  tiche*  tealed  in  ihem  under  thii  Act  to  tba 
owner  of  tba  land  charged  iberewitb  In  aoniidera- 
tion  of  tba  aum  herein-after  oamed  ;  and  upon  any 
auob  aaie  being  ao  made,  Iba  oommiMioDan  iball 
by  order  deslare  the  rent-charge  to  be  merged  in 
the  land  out  of  which  it  iitued,  and  Iba  aame 
ahall  merge  and  be  extiugulahed  accordingly. 

"  If  tba  owner  eleoli  to  pay  tba  purehaaa 
money  for  the  aame  In  fall  at  onoe  la  eonaidrra- 
tion  of  a  aum  equal  to  tweoty-lwo  and  a  half 
tjmei  the  amount  of  aueb  rent-cbarga,  lasa  luch 
lam  in  tba  pooad  ai  auob  owner  afaail  be  aaoer- 
tainad  by  the  oommiuionar*  to  have  been  on  an 
aiarage  of  Ave  yeart  preceding  ibe  paaaiag  of  ttui 
Aot  entitled  to  deduot  for  poor  rale*. 

"  If  the  owner  appliea  lor  the  benefit  of  pay- 
ment by  iaitalmenta  aa  bereioifier  proTJded,  in 
eonaidention  of  ■  aum  eqaat  to  >tweaty-Iwo  and 
■  balf  timea  the  annual  amount  of  locb  rent- 
obarge  (without  aucb  deduction  for  poor  raCea). 

"  And  Iha  eomniiaaiotiera  may.  in  iDoh  aata,  bf 


ontof  whiebauchrenlc-harge  iiaued  to  be  aMOrd- 
ingly  charged  aa  from  a  day  to  be  mentioned  in 
auch  order  for  Sfly-two  yeara  thence  next  enau- 
ing,  with  an  annaal  lam  oalculaud  at  the  rate  of 
four  ponnde  nine  ahilliog*  per  cenlom  on  the  pur~ 
chaae  money,  lea*  auch  aum  ia  the  pound  aa  aucb 
owner  ahall  be  aaoertiined  by  the  commiaaionera 
to  have  been  on  in  aienge  of  fire  yeart  preced- 
ing the  paailng  of  thia  Act  entitled  to  deduct  for 
Cr  ratea  fi^m  the  tltbe  rent-charge  payaUa  by 
I,  or  for  (uofa  laaa  number  of  yeara  aa  may  b* 
agreed  upon  at  an  equiialent  annual  aum,  ao  a* 
to  diacharge  the  principal  and  inlereat  in  eucb 
ieaa  number  of  yeara.  'I'he  annual  aum  oharged 
by  auch  order  ihall  hare  priority  orer  all  ohargea 
nnd  incumbraiicea.  except  quit  or  crown  rente, 
and  ehall  be  payable  by  the  aame  penooa,  and  ba 
recoTerable  in  the  aame  manner,  and  ba  eobject 
to  tha  aame  cbargea,  if  any,  ai  the  rente-barge  in 
lieu  of  titbea  heretofore  pnyable  out  of  the  aame 

"'  Owner'  for  tbe  purpoaea  of  thia  teotioa  ahall 
mean  Ibe  paraon  fw  the  time  being  liable  to  pay 
rent-charge  in  lieu  of  lil)ira  under  the  provisiona 
of  the  Act  of  the  Brat  and  aeeond  yeara  of  iba 
reign  of  Her  preaant  lilajaaty,  chapter  one  bon- 
drad  and  nine.'' 


„Coogle 


Chureh  SOI. 
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LoED  NOETHBROOSC,  on  the  part 
of  the    Govenunest,  objeoted   to   the 


On  Questjmi  P  Retohed  in  the  Negative. 

On  Qneetion,  That  the  Bill  do  pase  ? 
objected  to ;  on  Qneation,  agrttd  to :  Bill 
pMttd  accordingly,  and  eent  to  the  Com- 


Agaitut  the  JWrd  Seading  of  the  BiU. 

-DISSENTIENT! 

"1.  BeouiM  aiiiM  183fi  no  oorasnt  hai  trtr 

baan  pTca  in  tfalt  Hodm  to  the  prinoipls  of  tha 

"  Appraprulion  Claou  "  wrriid  ID  th*  Hooia  of 

Common*  bf  a  ConunittM  of  tho   Whola  Hodm 

In  less. 

"i,  Bmrum  on  tbe  Seoond  Rmidlng  of  (bii 
Bill  ft  WM  aHDmed  that  (be  prlneiple  of  it  wm 
uraad  t«,  wbarau  bj  tbs  exolntion  of  ipMohei  bj 
Tb«  Right  ErTerand  The  Lard  Biihop  at  Londoii 
and  of  Lord  Ljttoo  &  full  diaooHioD  of  thit  prin- 
oiple  Tu  praieuted. 

**8.  BseaDM  in  thii  Houm  bd^  qantion  faalt; 
Ib  p^oiplc  aaj  u  &irl;  b*  oppoMd  on  ths  Third 
RMding  u  on  uj  other  itage  of  a  BlU. 


■'DISSENTIENT: 

- 1.  B«o»aw  thii  Bill,  lor  tb*  tnt  time  (tnet 
tbo  Ibnndktion  of  tba  Britfth  Monuahir,  intro- 
dooef,  10  br  ai  IrsUnd  U  oODOwncd,  tha  prin- 
elplc^  BnreMsniwd  in  aiij  other  oonntrr  in 
Europe,  of  an  entire  aeTBranee  of  the  State  from 
tha  (npport  of  anj  and  tntirj  fbrm  of  retipooi 
wonhip. 

"3.  B»MQ«e  the  adoption  of  thii  priBaipl* 
with  regard  to  Ireland  oanoot  but  g\t»  great  en- 
ooDtagemaBt  to  the  daiigni  of  tboee  who  detire 
lie  eileiuion  to  erery  part  of  the  United  Kiag- 

"  S.  Baoania  It  U  a  Tiolant  itreteh  of  the  power 
of  ParlianieDt  to  reaama  a  grant  made  ij  itaelf  in 
psrpetuItT  ;  etill  more  to  confltcate  propertji  held 
bf  long  preaoriptlon,  and  by  a  title  indepeodant 
of  FarlUmeot. 

"4.  Beoanae  If  tbia  prineifde  be  wall  faunded 
at  r^ard*  prirata  property,  it  ia  alill  more  ao 
with  regard  to  that  whieb  tuM  been  aolemnlj  aet 
apart  for  the  pnrpoaee  of  religion  and  the  aerrloa 
of  Almighty  Qod. 

"6.  B«oaiiM  tbe  legiilaUon  attempted  In  thia 
Bill  lenda  to  ahaka  ooDfldanea  In  all  property,  and 
eapeoially  ia  that  which  reita  upon  a  Parliament- 
ary title  heretofore  oooaidered  aa  the  moat  un- 
aualUble  of  ail. 

"S.  BeoaQie  it  ia  Impoatible  to  plaoe  a  Chorob, 
diaealabliabad  and  diaeodowed,  nod  bound  together 
only  by  tha  tie  of  a  valnDtary  aaaoeiation,  on  a 
looting  of  aqnalitj  iiilh  tba  perfcot  organiiatian 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  whereby,  eapeciillj  in 
Ireland,  the  laity  are  made  complelelyaubacrrieut 
to  tbe  priaathood,  the  prieili  to  the  biahopi,  and 
the  biahopa  themielTBa  are  aabjeet  to  tbe  uooon- 
tiUM  atttbority  of  k  breign  poteotkte. 


"  7.  Becauae  tfaU  Bill  will  ha  fhit  a«  a  grleTona 
injoatioa  by  the  Protaitaat*  of  Inland,  who, 
tbrODgb  their  Iriah  Parliament,  aurrendcred  their 
politioal  independenee  hy  a  treaty  the  fundaBiental 
eonditioB  of  which  wu  tbe  greater  aeaonty  of  tha 
Proteitant  Eatabliahnient. 

"  8.  Beoanae  while  thia  meaaore  will  tead  to 
allenala  thoaa  who  haTa  hitherLo  been  the  flrmeat 
■apporler*  of  the  Britiah  Throne  and  Britiah  con- 
nexion, ao  far  from  oonoiliating,  mnoh  leaa  aatia^- 
iag,  it  will  only  atimalate  to  freah  demaada  that 
lar|e  portion  of  the  Roman  Catholio  popalation 
of  Ireland  which  looka  forward  to  ulterior  and 
Tory  diS^reot  ohjaota,  and,  ahore  all,  to  ultimata 
emanoipation  from  the  control  of  tho  Britiah 
LegUlatnre. 


"  DlBBT. 

SrtOHHtlB. 

CuLBOti, 

1.  3.  8,  4,  a,  7, 

Ezana. 

andeUa^B.. 

ABiaaATimn. 

Miuaanuar. 

SlBaTBALLU, 

Di  Roa. 

Da  Vaaoi. 

W*L..»0«UI. 

OuMuia. 

Dimur. 

BanDOH. 

Cluojbtt, 

Cbablm  B.  Tium. 

a.  A.  LlOBItlLD. 

Saltoub. 

BaODRICK. 

Stiwau  0* 

MAHOHBaial. 

Oauiu. 

MAxariBLn. 

Cluiia. 

CAiaaa,  for  1,  3,  3, 

Eiuji. 

4,    «,  7,  and  8 

Reaaona. 

TlKTLITOW^. 

H*W1BDIB. 

FlIlWALTIB. 

BlItTBI. 

NOBTHDMBIBUKD. 

Amboob*. 

CaoiaioR. 

IdUTIUI. 

LaTiw    AID    Hu^ 

SOMDIB. 

TAKaiBTILLB. 

KlUUllCI. 

GoDoa. 

CoLomiini, 

C.  J.  OLoeoaanB 

TuDasAB. 

AND    BbIBTOI. 

0■^<lu. 

BaAVOBAur,  for  1, 

Bkoou  m 

3,  3,  and  4  Re»- 

PiTi  R.  RiTua. 

Qbabul 

E.  H.  Ew." 

Againtt  the  Paaing  of  the  Bill. 

"DISSENTIENT: 
"I.  Beoanae  free  diaonaaion  wat  again  pre* 
TBDtad  on  thia  ataga  of  the  Bill  hy  the  refuaal  o 
eUmoroua  Hsmbera  of  the  Hoaae  of  Lordi  to 
hear  Lord  Danboyoe,  one  of  the  Repreaentatire 
Peera  for  Ireland, 

■■  3.  Reeauae  the  eicloaion  of  the  biahop*,  who 
are  appointed  by  the  Crown  with  a  liew  to  aid  the 
oonniela  of  iler  Majeaty  during  their  liTea,  ia  an 
interferenae  with  the  Oonatituiion  of  Iba  QouM 
of  Lordi,  and  with  Ber  Majeaty'a  Frerog.itiTe, 
ind  ia  liliely  to  injnre  tbe  Proteatant  alergy  and 
laily  of  IreUnd. 


,t^fSg^le 


J^ij/pt — Suts 
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s'b  clotbiko  bill  [h.l.] 
A  Bill  to  inend  the  Law  nUting  to  the  pro- 
tMtion  olSomen'a  Clathmg  and  Property — Ws* 
prtienUd  bj  Tha  Earl  of  OiMraHDowR  ;  read  1*. 

BoQM  >djounied  at  a  quarter  barare 

TweWa  o'oloek,  till  To^roorrow, 

half  put  Ten  o'clock. 


HOTTSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  ntiJuli/,  1869. 

MINUTES.]— SoFPLT — eotuidertd  in  CommiUee 

— CiTiL  Siairaa  Eitiuatii— Claw  II. 
PuBLro  BiLU — RenltUionin  CmnntiUee — Ordered 

—Firtt  Rtadiiig—tiitn  Gljoeriaa  *  [31 1]. 
Second  BeatUruf — Paroahial   Schooli  (SodiIboiI) 

[161];  JsmaicB   Lonni  *  [300j:  Cinqne  Port* 

Act  Aniendinaiit  *  [203], 
CtmmitUe — Report— Itxiotme  Amrdt  (Coantj 

Palatine  of  Durham)"  (.4*-210]. 
Coiuxdered  <u  ameruUd — JnaolTcnt  Debton  and 

Bankrupter  Kapaal  *  [180]. 
Third  tUadinff — Sunday  and   Ragged  School** 


infJUnwn— Tradai  UnioDa,  ^.  ■  [SS]. 

POLICE  CONSTABLES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  aaid,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  th.e  SecTetarj  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departmeat,  Whether  police  cou- 
Btables  stationed  at  OoTemment  Depart- 
mente  are  paid  1«.  extra  per  day,  in 
order  to  secure  the  services  of  the  most 
respectable  men  in  the  force;  whether 
some  of  the  staff  of  officers  required  for 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  are  excluded 
from  this  paym.ent  during  the  Becess, 
whilst  in  all  other  Departments  payment 
has  been  made  since  April  1867 ;  whe- 
ther constables  receinng'  this  extra  li. 
ET  day  for  special  services  are  pro- 
bited  from  contributing  the  ordinary 
amount  to  the  pension  fund  ;  and,  whe- 
tiler  2*.  per  diem  is  deducted  &om  the 
wages  of  the  police  serving  in  this  House 
in  case  of  sudden  illnoss  ? 

Me.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply  to  the  first 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  it  was 
the  fact  that  the  police  constables  to 
whom  it  referred  were  selected  on  ac- 
count of  their  being  respectable  men, 
and  because  of  the  responsible  nature  of 
the  duties  which  they  had  to  perform. 
The  allowance  was  voluntarily  paid  by 
the  Department  in  all  cases,  it  being  in 
excess  of  the  ordinary  r^ulated  cluurges 
for  the  service  of  police.    In  answer  to 


the  second  Question,  he  had  to  stato  that 
some  of  the  of&cers  employed  in  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  had  oeen  excluded 
from  the  allowance  during  the  Becess, 
owing  to  the  lightor  nature  of  the  duties 
during  that  period.  The  number  em- 
ployed was  thirty-seven,  and  out  of  that 
number  fifteen  had  received  the  extra 
allowance  of  1<.  a  day.  Those  numbers 
did  not  include  policemen  employed  on 
the  night  wat«h  to  prevent  fire.  Tha 
expenses  or  cost  of  police  employed  at 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  was  greatly  in 
excess  of  the  sum  annually  granted  by 
Parliament.  The  actual  cost  of  the 
police  employed  was  £3,983  9*.,  out  of 
which  amount  Parliament  contributed 
only  £429,  the  balance  of  £3,554  being 
paid  out  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Fund.  In  answer  to  the  third  Question, 
he  had  to  say  that,  by  the  regulations, 
constables  received  the  amount  of  the 
extra  allowance  beyond  the  ordinoir  pay 
of  the  class  to  which  they  belonged  only 
when  they  performed  special  duty.  They 
were  placed  under  stoppages  for  tha 
superannuation  fund,  calculated  on  the 
actual  pay  of  the  class  to  which  they  be- 
longed, and  not  upon  the  extra  allowance. 
U.  pet  day  only  was  deducted  from  the 
pay  of  the  police  who  were  sick ;  the  1*. 
extra  allowance  was  ^ven  to  the  man 
who  actually  perform^  the  duty  in  the 
place  of  the  sick  man.  During  his  ill- 
ness, he  consequentiy  suffered  a  reduc- 
tion of  2t.  a  day. 


EGYPT— SUEZ  CANAL.— QCESTION. 

Mb.  OOnHLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  any  negotiations  have 
been  or  are  intended  to  be  entered  into 
with  his  Boyal  Highness  the  Sultan  of 
Turkey,  or  with  His  Highness  the  Vice- 
roy of  Egypt,  relative  to  the  navigation 
of  the  Suez  Canal  by  vessels  of  the 
British  Naval  and  Mercantile  Marine; 
if  so,  the  tonus  upon  which  British  and 
Foreign  vessels  are  to  have  the  usa 
of  it? 

Me.  OTWAT  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
would  reply  to  the  lattor  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  first.  The 
6th  Article,  regulating  the  concession  to 
M.  Lesseps,  provided  for  the  equally  of 
the  tarifT  for  all  nations  in  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Suez  Canal.  No  negotiations 
had  been  entered  into  with  the  Sultan 
or  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt  on  tbe  subject ; 


;,  Cookie 
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bttt,  aa  his  hon.  ^Viend  waa  a'ware,  the 
OpeniDg  of  the  Suez  Canal  was  a  matter 
of  deep  interest  and  importance  to  many 
nations,  and  to  none  more  than  our 
own.  It  was  impoBsible,  therefore,  to 
say  that  no  negotiations  would  occur 
the  subject. 

IRELAND— RIOT  AT  PORTADOWN. 

QUESTION. 

Sm  THOMAS  BATESON  said,  he 
wished  to  ash  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  loss  of  life 
at  Portadown  on  the  Ist  of  July,  For 
what  period  of  time  has  Mr.  Noonan, 
the  officer  who  gave  the  order  to  the 
constabulary  to  fire  on  the  people,  filled 
the  post  of  sub-inspector;  whether  he 
prenously  served  m  the  ranks;  how 
long:  has  he  been  stationed  in  Ulster; 
and,  of  what  county  is  he  a  native ;  and, 
whether  it  is  not  the  &ct  that  there  are 
three  justices  of  the  peace  resident  in 
Portadown,  or  in  its  immediate  vicinity, 
the  house  of  one  of  them  bein^  close  to 
the  scene  of  bloodshed ;  and,  if  so,  why 
the  party  of  police,  after  returning  to 
their  barracks  for  their  rifles,  did  not 
communicate  with  one  of  them  previous 
to  adopting  such  extreme  measures  F 

Mk.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  Mr.  Noonan  had  been 
a  sub-inspector  for  about  two  and  a-half 
years ;  he  had  previously  served  in  the 
ranks ;  he  was  a  native  of  Kerry ;  and 
had  been  employed  in  Ulster  since 
his  promotion  to  the  sub-inspeclorship. 
There  were  three  justices  oi  the  peace 
resident  in  Portadown ;  one  of  them,  as 
he  was  informed,  was  a  gentleman  far 
advanced  in  years  and  infirmities.  His 
information  was  that  Sub  -  in 
Noonan  had  taken  precisely  that 
which  his  hon.  Friend  appeared  (^  sup- 
pose he  had  not  taken.  Before  leaving 
the  barracks  with  the  armed  patrol  he 
did  possess  the  presence  and  assistance 
of  a  magistrate;  but,  in  some  way 
not  yet  ascertained,  the  magistrate  got 
separated  from  him  before  the  unfor- 
tunate collision  between  the  police  and 
the  people  took  place.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  make  inquiries  of  him  as  to 
further  details  of  the  occurrence,  inas- 
much as  the  judicial  inquiry  had  not  yet 

8iK  THOMAS  BATESON:  As  the 
coroner  has  adjourned  the  inquest,  in 

VOL.   CXCVII.   [third   8EIUBS.] 


order  to  attend  to  duties  not  connected 
with  the  coronership,  I  beg  to  ask,  with- 
out pre-judging  the  question.  Whether 
it  would  not  be  expedient  to  transfer 
Sub-inspector  Noonan  to  some  other 
district  during  the  interval  until  the  3rd 
August,  which  is  fixed  for  the  resump- 
tion of  the  inquest? 

Mb.  CHICHESTEB  FOETESCUEj 
It  is  reaUy  impossible  for  me  to  answer 
that  Question,  of  which  not  even  notice 
has  been  given. 


IRELAND— PROCLAMATION  OP  DUN- 
DALK  AND  LOUTU.— QUESTION. 
Mk.  CALIiAN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  state  of  the  borough  of  Dundalk 
and  the  county  of  Louth,  with  reference 
to  the  fact  that  they  are  still  under 
Proclamation ;  and  wheUier,  regard  being 
had  to  their  "  eminently  satisfactory 
state,  both  as  r^^ards  offences  against 
the  person  and  property,"  Government 
are  prepared  to  remove  the  Proclama- 
tion? 

E.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
,  he  felt  as  deep  an  interest  as  bis 
hon.  Friend  in  the  county  of  Louth  and 
the  borough  of  Dundalk,  and  he  had  as 
high  an  opinion  as  he  (Mr.  Callan) 
could  have  of  the  order  that  prevailed 
there.  He  was  proud  to  know  that,  in 
common  with  by  far  the  lai^r  part  of 
Ireland,  these  places  were  singularly 
free  from  ordinary  crime.  But  the  powers 
conferred  on  the  Executive  by  a  Procla- 
mation under  the  Peace  fteservation 
Act  were  of  considerable  value,  though 
they  were  moderate,  and,  as  he  believed, 
moderately  exercised ;  and  they  were 
not  to  be  lightly  removed  from  any  par- 
ticular district  or  without  the  fullest  con- 
sideration. He  was  not  able  to  say  that 
it  was  the  present  opinion  of  the  Irish 
Qovermnent  that  the  Froclamation  should 
removed  from  these  particular  dis- 

Mb.  CALLAN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able,  during  the  present 
Session,  to  give  an  answer  io  the  Ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE : 
My  hon.  Friend  had  better  put  the 
Question  again  before  the  end  of  the 
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Ireland,  "Wlietlier,  ooiuidering  the  lour 
immunity  from  crime  in  the  Oil;  and 
County  of  Londonderry,  and  coneldaring 
tJiat  the  Froclamation  touching  the  City 
wea  issued  before  the  Oovermnent  could 
give  any  reply  in  this  House  aa  to  the 
cauBe  of  it,  no  is  prepared  to  remove  the 
Proclamation,  more  especially  as  the 
proceedings  at  the  Coroner's  Liquest  do 
not  appear  to  implicate  the  inhabitants 
of  the  City  in  the  deaths  of  those  un- 
fortunate men  who  lost  their  lives  just 
previous  to  the  Proclamation  ? 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  in  reply,  that  be  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment were  not  fully  acquainted  with  the 
cause  that  induced  them  to   proclaim 


Colonel  8TE£8  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Wbetber  the  money  arising 
&om  the  hceneing  of  Gambling  Houses 
in  Hong  Eong  has  been  included  as  an 
ordinary  source  of  revenue  in  the  Re- 
turn of  Sevenue  and  Expenditure  for 
1866;  and,  whether  such  appropriation 
is  sanctioned  by  the  Secretary  of  State  f 

Mk.  MONSELL  repUed,  that  the 
money  arising  &om    the    licensing    of 

f  ambling  houses  in  Hong  Kong  had 
een  included  as  an  ordinary  source  of 
revenue  in  the  Return  of  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  for  1868.  Such  appropria- 
tion would  never  be  sanctioned  in  future ; 
and  a  letter  had  been  addressed  by  Earl 
Granville  to  the  Governor  of  Hong  Kong, 
stating  that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  surplus  gambling 
fees  should  be  funded  as  a  reserve  for 
carrying  out  the  vigorous  efforts  which 
might  be  mode  for  the  suppression  of 
the  exercise  of  the  vice  of  gambling. 

OYSTER  DREDGING.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  English  fish- 
ing vessels  are  at  present  dredging  for 
oysters  within  the  limits  prohibited, 
from  June  16  to  August  31,  by  Article 
11  of  the  late  Fishing  Convention  be- 
tween Her  Majesty  and  the  Emperor  of 
the  French;  and  if  he  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  on  the  subject,  with 
a  view  of  preventing  a  violation  of  tbe 
Convention  on  the  part  of  British  sub- 
jects? 

Me.  BRIGHT  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
Convention  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  yet  come  into  operation. 
According  to  one  of  the  Articles  of  the 
Convention  it  was  not  to  come  into  ope- 
ration until  a  day  to  be  fixed  by  the 
French  Government,  and  as  that  Govern- 
ment were  not  yet  in  a  position  to  fix 
the  day  the  Convention  had  not  come 
into  force.  He  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  there  had  been  any  violation  of  the 
existing  Convention. 

IRELAND-PROCLAMATION  OF  LON- 
DONDERRY.—<l  U  ESTION. 
8m     HERVET    BRUCE    said,    he 
Tidehed  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  £)r 


the  fact  of  the  poseeasion  of  a  large 
quantity  of  arms  by  an  angry  and  ex- 
cited population.  It  would  be  quite 
premature  for  the  Government  now, 
after  the  lapse  of  only  a  few  weeks,  to 
say  that  they  were  prepared  to  withdraw 
the  Proclamation. 

IRELAND— USE  OF  FIREARMS  BT  THE 
IRISH  CONSTABULARY.— (QUESTION. 

Me.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  any  instructions  which 
have  been  issued  to  tbe  Irish  constabu- 
lary with  reference  to  carrying  and 
using  their  firearms?  

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE, 
in  reply,  s^d,  it  had  not  been  thought 
necessary  or  advisable  to  issue  instmc- 
tions  on  the  subject  in  consequence  of 
the  unfortunat«  occurrence  at  Porta- 
down.  To  have  done  so  would  have  ap- 
peared to  imply  a  foregone  conclusion  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  pohce,  which  the 
Government  were  not  in  a  position  to 
arrive  at.  He  might  add  that  by  the 
standing  regulations  of  the  Irish  con- 
stabulary force,  with  which  the  men, 
and  especially  the  o£ScerSj  were  per* 
fectly  familiar,  the  most  stringent  cau- 
tion is  imposed  on  the  use  of  firearms,  aa 
a  course  to  be  adopted  only  under  the 
gravest  circumstances,  and  in  the  last 
resort. 

Me.  TANCE  said,  bis  question  re- 
ferred to  the  standing  regulations  on 
the  subject.     „^ 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
sud,  that  he  should  be  happy  to  produce 
them,  if  the  hon.  Member  demred  it. 
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ARHT-CRIMEAN  PRIZE  MONET. 

aiTBSTION. 

In  anflwer  to  Colonel  Kobth, 
Ms.  ATRa:ON  said,  that  the  amount 
of  the  property  taken  &om  the  enemy 
"by  Britiah  Troops  during  the  Crimean 
War  would  not,  if  diebibuted,  have 
amounted  to  more  than  2t.  6d.  per  officer, 
or  6rf.  per  man ;  and  to  have  given  that 
would  have  been  a  mockery  rather  than 
a  reward. 

FARUAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

QDESTIOS. 

Mk.  CEAWFOED  :  Sir,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon,  Qentleman  the  First 
MiniBter  of  the  Crown,  If  it  be  hie  inten* 
tion  to  take  the  Telegraphs  Bill  at  two 
o'clock  to-morrow  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  No;  and  I  may 
take  this  opportunity  to  mention  that  in 
consequence  of  the  state  of  businesa,  the 
Public  fiufiinees  will,  during  the  remain- 
der of  the  Session  on  ordinary  days,  com- 
mence at  a  quarter  past  four  o'clock — 
when  Questions  can  be  asked — instead 
of  half  past  fonr  o'clock. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

UETROP0LI5— NEW  PUBLIC  OFFICES. 
OBBEBTATIOITB. 

Mb.  GOLDNET  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
sums  granted  for  the  purchase  of  the 
site  for  the  new  Public  Offices,  and  to 
the  proposed  expenditure  for  a  new 
Home  Office  and  new  Colonial  Office, 
and  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  if  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  plan  of 
the  land  already  purchased,  and  of  the 
land  intended  to  be  acquired,  with  an 
explanatory  statement  showing  what  por- 
tion of  the  land  is  intended  to  be  built 
upon,  and  the  amount  of  money  already, 
and  when,  and  for  what  puri^ases  ex- 
pended ;  and,  if  the  plans  and  estimates 
for  the  new  Home  (Mee  are  prepared  ; 
and,  if  eo,  the  amount  of  the  estimate, 
andwhere  the  plans  maybe  seen?  Hon. 
Members  had  that  day  received  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee  on  the  New  Public 


Offices  Sites  Bill,  and  that,  to  a  certain 
extent,  answered  some  of  his  questions ; 
but  it  disclosed  the  fact  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  First  Commissioner  to 
carry  out,  to  a  large  extent,  the  Eeport 
of  1S66.  The  amount  already  voted 
amounted  to  £147,000,  and  tmder  the 
new  Bill  £700,006  more  was  contem- 

Slated,  The  evidence  brought  before 
te  Committee  had  been  of  the  most 
meagre  character,  and  not  such  as  to 
justi^  the  large  expenditure  that  was 
likely  to  take  place.  He  thought  they 
ought  to  have  something  like  a  definite 
plui,  and  some  detailed  account  of  the 
property  that  was  to  be  purchased,  and 
of  mo  sum  asked  for  for  that  purpose. 

Me.  LAYAED  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  give  the  information 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
fact,  however,  was  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  information  had  already  been 
given  to  the  House,  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber tomed  to  the  Paper  laid  on  the 
table  on  the  3rd  of  April,  1865,  he  would 
find  a  complete  plui  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  IndiA  Office,  and  the  Colonial 
and  Home  Offices,  and  the  proposed 
purchases  in  King  Street.  That  Paper 
comprised  all  the  information  he  was 
able  to  give  on  that  part  of  the  subject. 
In  addition,  the  fullest  plans  of  all  the 
houses  and  ground  proposed  to  be  taken 
had  been  depositw  according  to  the 
requirements  of  Parliament,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  turn  to  the  Publio 
Offices  Act  of  1865,  and  the  similar  Act 
of  1866,  he  would  find  attached  to  those 
Acts  copies  of  the  deposited  plans.  The 
hon.  Member  had  mixed  up  two  ques- 
tions entirely  separate.  There  were  two 
distinct  transaetions — the  purchase  of 
the  property  for  the  erection  of  buildings 
already  decided  upon  and  commenced, 
which  had  been  completed  with  the  ex- 
ception of  a  very  small  block,  and  the  con- 
templated purchase  of  a  part  of  George 
Street,  included  in  the  Bill  introduced 
this  Session,  which  had  come  from  a 
Select  Committee.  The  site  occupied  by 
the  India  and  Foreign  Offices,  and  to  be 
occupied  by  the  Home  and  Colonial 
Offices — the  purchase  of  which  had  been 
sanctioned  bythe  House— cost  £465,000. 
As  regarded  tho  plans  for  the  Home  and 
Colonial  Offtcea,  they  were  not  yet  in  a 
state  to  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
When  he  came  into  Office  he  found  that 
Mr.  Scott  had  prepared  plane  for  those 
Offices.  He  (Mr.  Layard)  had  submitted. 
3  H  2 
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them  to  a  Committee,  con»Bting  of  Si 
Charles  Trevelyan,  Mr,  Stevenson,  and 
Mr.  Ferguseon,  and  by  their  assistance 
he  had  succeeded  in  including  in  the  plan 
eeveral  Departments  which  Mr.  Scott  had 
omitted.  Mr.  Scott  had,  therefore,  to 
prepare  his  plans  anew,  and  the;  were 
not  yet  finished.  There  wae  no  contract 
yet  for  the  bnildini; ;  only  the  founda- 
tions were  laid.  When  the  plans  were 
completed,  which  he  hoped  would  be 
shortly,  he  would  have  them  placed  in 
theLibrary  for  theinspection  ofMembers. 
All  he  coidd  say  was,  that  the  plans  had 
been  looked  over  most  carefully  by  the 
Committee,  and  had  been  sanctioned  by 
the  heads  of  the  Home  and  Colonial 
Departments.  So  far,  therefore,  as  re- 
garded the  ^te  for  which  money  had 
been  voted,  that  necessary  for  the  erec- 
tion of  the  Foreign,  India,  Home,  and 
Colonial  Offices  had  been  acquired.  The 
other  qnestion  was  entirely  distinct — 
namely,  the  acquisition  of  a  Airther  nte 
for  the  erection  of  other  public  offices, 
as  recommended  by  the  Commission  of 
1868.  ThatCommissionrecommendedthe 
acquisition  of  the  whole  block  of  land 
between  Farliamen  t  Street,  Oeorge  Street, 
and  the  Park.  The  site  thus  recom- 
mended to  be  acquired  appeared  to  the 
Government  far  more  extensive  than  was 
neceseary,  and  a  Bill  for  the  acquisition 
of  a  much  more  limited  area  bad  been 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which 
bad  passed  it.  The  Bill  had  been  re- 
committed to  the  Whole  House,  and  the 
question  of  the  acquisition  of  this  site 
or  of  any  fresh  property  could  then  be 
fully  discussed.  The  Bill  would  not  bo 
proceeded  with  to-night,  and  probably 
not  this  week.  As  regarded  tnat  part 
of  King  Street  which  would  still  remain 
after  the  portion  already  acquired  had 
been  pulled  down,  of  course,  when  the 
Home  and  Colonial  Of&cea  were  erected, 
it  would  no  longer  be  so  convenient  as  a 
thoroughfare  in  coneequence  of  its  en- 
trance being  somewhat  impeded  by  those 
buildings.  The  maps  were  already  be- 
fore the  House,  and  the  accounts  should 
be  laid  on  the  table  in  a  condensed  form. 

Mr.  KINNAIED  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  any  estimate  of  the 
amount  required  for  the  Home  and  Co- 
lonial Offices  would  bo  given  before  the 
building  were  commenced? 

Mb.  la  yard  said,  there  was,  of 
course,  a  general  estimate,  and  the  House 
might  have  any  particulars  it  required. 
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Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
know  what  amount  of  money  had  been 
expended  in  the  purchase  of  the  site  ? 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  he  had  in  his 
hand  a  statement  of  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
penditure in  respect  of  the  public  offices. 
The  Foreign  Office  wae  already  erected, 
and  the  account  for  the  offices  to  be 
erected  on  that  sit«  was  exclusive  of  tlie 
India  Office,  which  was  paid  for  out  of 
Indian  revenues.  The  operation  was  a 
prolonged  one,  having  lasted  a  good 
many  years,  but  the  account  up  to  De- 
cember 31,  1668,  in  round  numbers 
stood  thus — For  the  purchase  of  pro- 
perty, £409,484  ;  preliminary  and  other 
expenses,  £16,000;  for  the  buildings, 
£258,000;famitureand&ttings,£l5,000; 
miscellaneous,  £6,000.  The  total  was 
£706,223.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
blockis  on  the  south  side,  there  would  be 
required  to  complete  the  purehase  of  the 
land,  £67,000 ;  for  buildmga  and  public 
offices,  £407,000;  making  a  total  of 
£1,181,000.  The  India  Office  had  re- 
funded £86,000 ;  so  that  the  actual 
expense  up  to  the  present  time  was 
£1,094,000  to  complete  the  block  of 
buildings  as  designed,  subject  to  a  fur- 
ther andcomplicated  question  of  £50,000 
for  property  taken  in  exchange. 

FOREIGK  OFFICE— UNPAID  ATTACHES; 

BEaoLirnoir. 
Mk.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  employment  in 
Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  Service  of  un- 
paid Attaches,  and  would  contrast  their 
position  with  that  of  the  junior  clerks  in 
the  Foreign  Office.  There  were  ten  of 
these  impaid  attaches,  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  State  (or 
Foreign  Affairs.  They  must  be  between 
twenty-one  and  twenty-six  years  of  age, 
and  ttey  must  serve  four  years  without 
pay.  At  the  end  of  that  time  they  were 
to  receive  £150  "  contingently."  Every 
junior  clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office,  on  the 
other  band,  received  £100  a  year  on 
appointment.  The  unpaid  attaches  were 
subject  to  many  expenses.  They  were 
obbged  to  provide  themselves  with  an 
expensive  uniform,  to  lodge  near  the 
Embassy,  which  was  usually  in  the  most 
expensive  quarter,  and  they  were  called 
upon  to  contribute  to  the  relief  of  their 
f^ow  countrymen  in  distress.  They 
wore  continually  being  removed  from 
one  Embas^  to  another  at  a  conaiderabia 
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expense;  for  'when  it  was 
ik&t  an  attache  wae  comfortatly  settled 
anywhere,  the  rule  at  the  Foreign  Office 
seemed  to  be  to  remOTe  him  as  &r  off  as 
poBsible,  while  the  deri  lived  in  London, 
often  in  his  father's  house,  and  had  the 
great  advantage  of  a  olub.  The  Com- 
mittee of  lfi61  did  much  to  assist  the 
diplomatic  profession,  but  tlie  class  of 
unpaid  attaches  still  remained,  altiiough 
the  most  distinguished  diplomatists  and 
Ministers,  including  Lonl  £imberley, 
Sir  Andrew  Buchanan,  Sir  John  Cramp- 
ton,  Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe,  Lord 
Malmesbury,  Lord  Cowley,  and  Lord 
Napier,  condemjied  the  principle,  and 
agreed  that  unpaid  serrioe  was  no  more 
desirable  in  this  than  in  other  public 
Departments.  Ab  regarded  the  pros- 
pects of  these  gentlemen,  under  ordmary 
circumstances  a  Tin"-"  might,  perhaps, 
expect  to  become  a  Secretary  of  Lega- 
tion at  about  forty ;  but  it  appeared  to  Mm 
that  diplomatic  pensions  depended  en- 
tirely upon  the  caprice  of  the  permanent 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs ;  and  he  would  mention  one  in- 
stance to  show  the  peculiarity  of  the 
system  adopted.  Mr.  A.  was  named 
Secretary  of  Legation  in  1852,  and  re- 
tired, in  1867  while  Mr.  B,,  who  was 
also  appointed  Secretary  of  Legation  in 
1852,  retired  in  January,  1868.  One 
would  naturally  have  supposed  that  both 
these  gentlemen  would  nave  the  same 
duma  upon  the  Qoyemment  for  a  pen- 
sion; but,  in  point  of  fact,  thougn  A 
received  a  pension,  B  did  not,  he  being 
told  that  it  was  not  usual  for  a  man  to 
enter  Parliament  on  quitting  the  diplo- 
matic service,  notwithstanding  that  an 
Act  had  been  passed  in  1859,  intituled 
"An  Act  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  persons  holding  diplo- 
matio  pensions  to  sit  in  Parliament." 
One  reason  assigned  for  giving  a  pen- 
sion to  B  was  t£at  he  was  about  sixty 
years  of  age.  He  could  not  see  what 
objection  there  could  be  to  placing  at- 
taches on  the  same  footing  as  clerks  in 
the  Foreign  Office.  Ten  first-class  junior 
clerks  received  £4,664;  nine  second-class 
clerks,  £1,605;  and  six  third-class  clerks, 
£688;  while  even  the  doorkeeper  and 
the  housekeeper  received  £100  a  year 
each.  Surely  it  was  not  unreasonable  to 
ask  that  an  attache  should  receive  a 
larger  salary  than  was  given  to  a  house- 
keeper and  a  doorkeeper.  The  Com- 
mittee had  recommended  that  the  attache 
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should  occasionally  exchange  their  posts 
with  those  of  clerks  in  the  Foreign 
Office ;  but  this  recommendation,  though 
theoretically  good,  would  not  work  in 
practice,  because  the  Foreign  Office 
clerks  would  be  unwilling  to  accept  di- 
plomatic posts,  which  were  for  the  most 
part  disagreeable.  There  was  a  story 
told  that  Lord  Pabnerston,  when  he 
handed  over  the  Seals  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  said  to  his  successor,  LordMalmes- 
bimr — "You  will  find,  my  Lord,  that 
diplomatists  are  veiy  hard  to  please ;  in 
fact,  there  are  only  two  courts  that  are 
coveted — Paris  and  Vienna."  Having 
been  himself  connected  with  the  diplo- 
matic profession,  he  knew  that  they  were 
a  most  efficient  corps,  and  that  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  to  suppose,  as  many 
persons  seemed  to  do,  that  they  were 
engaged  in  a  continual  round  of  courtly 
amusements;  and  he  thought  a  great 
and  rich  country  like  our  own  ought  to 
remunerate  the  attaches  for  their  services. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTo  ouE  from  tlia  vord  "  That"  to  the 
end  oi  the  Queition,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
"  in  theapinion  of  tbta  llouie,  Iho  unpnid  Allnchdi 
in  the  Diplaniklic  Service  are  enlilled  to  anlnrieB 
equnl  to  thoie  now  eiren  to  llie  Junior  Clerki 
io  the  Foreign  Office," — {Mr,  WxUiam  Lniilher,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  KINNAIED  said,  he  thought 
the  House  could  not  be  justly  chai^d 
with  not  taking  an  interest  in  the  diplo- 
matie  service ;  but,  as  the  whole  of  the 
expenditure  connected  with  it  was  now 
for  the  first  time  shown  on  the  Estimates, 
and  fully  under  the  control  of  the  House, 
he  hoped  that  more  careful  consideration 
would  be  given  to  the  subject  than  here- 
tofore. He  was  unable  to  support  the 
Motion,  because  he  was  of  opinion  that 
attach^,  who  ^ave  their  services  gra- 
tuitously for  a  time,  were  not  worse  off 
than  young  surgeons,  lawyers,  and  other 

Erofessioned  men,  who  had  to  expend 
u^e  sums  of  money  before  they  got 
any  return  for  the  outlay.  It  should 
also  be  remembered  that  an  attache  at 
first  could  do  very  little,  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  hardship  in  asking  a  young 
attache  to  serve  without  pay  for  a  few 
years  while  he  made  the  experiment 
whether  or  not  he  was  fit  for  service. 
The  attache  was  not  entitled  to  remuner- 
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ation  on  tlie  same  principle  as  the  clerks 
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in  the  Foreign  Office,  who  were  obliged 
to  attend  for  Beveral  hours  in  each  day. 
The  electric  telegraph,  by  enabling  per- 
sons engaged  in  negotiations  to  receiTO 
instructions  in  a  very  short  time  from 
the  Government  at  home,  had,  iuagreat 
degree,  changed  the  charaeter  of  the 
diplomatic  service,  and  it  was  question- 
able whether  it  was  necessary  to  main- 
tain such  large  diplomatic  st^s  aa  for- 
merly, 

Mk.  Alderman  LU8K  said,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Diplomatic 
Pensions  Bill,  recently  passed,  contained 
a  provision,  that  no  person  should  receive 
a  pension  imloRS  he  had  served  four 
years  without  pay  in  addition  to 
time  for  which  he  received  pay. 

Mk.  OTWAY  said,  he  regretted  that 
he  had  not  heard  the  commencement  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  speech,  as  he  was  sure, 
from  the  hon.  Member's  experience,  that 
any  remarks  that  fell  from  him  on  th£ 
subject  must  be  valuable.  He  under- 
stood him  to  complain  that  people  had 
an  opinion  that  the  diplomatic  service 
was  a  place  for  triflers  and  idlers.  He 
(Mr.  Otway)  could  only  say  that  the 
sooner  those  who  thought  so  got  rid  of 
that  delusion  the  better.  No  one  could 
read  the  Eeports  sent  home  fiwn  time  to 
time  respecting  the  commercial  and  poli- 
tical affairs  of  the  different  foreign  coun- 
tries without  seeing  that,  whatever  it 
might  have  been  in  the  past,  the  diplo- 
matic service  must  now  be  composed  of 
able,  intelligent,  and  industrious  persons. 
His  hon.  Friend  drew  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  services  of  the  attaches  and 
those  of  the  clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  suggested  that  attaches  should  re- 
ceive the  same  pay  as  the  junior  clerks. 
He  should,  however,  recollect  that  the 
clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office  had  no  pos- 
sibility of  rising  as  the  attaches  had — to 
the  attaches  the  highest  grades  in  the 
diplomatic  profession  were  open — while 
a  clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office  could  never 
rise  higher  than  permanent  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  with  a  salary  of  £2,000  a 
year.  That  was  the  highest  prize  open 
to  him.  As  to  the  payment  of  the 
attach4s,  it  would  be  perhaps  better  that 
every  person  serving  the  Government 
shotdd  receive  a  sabiy,  whatever  his 
rank  ;  but  the  salary  of  a  junior  clerk 
in  the  Foreign  Office  was  only  £100  or 
£110  a  year  ;  and  of  what  use  would 
that  be  to  an  attache  serving  at  Paris, 

Mr.  Kinnairtl 


Vienna,  or  St.  Petershuigh  ?  [Mr.  W. 
LowTSEK :  A  great  deal,!  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  his  hon.  Friend  say  so ; 
for  he  had  taken  some  trouble  to  ascer- 
tain, from  various  gentlemen  filling  that 
position  in  those  capitals,  what  was  the 
result  of  their  experience  as  to  the  ex- 
pense connected  with  it,  and  he  was  told 
that  an  attach^  could  not  live  in  St. 
Petersburg,  for  instance,  unless  he  had 
an  allowance  of  £600  or  £700.  It  was 
a  mistake,  he  might  add,  to  suppose  that 
the  expense  of  removal  from  one  place 
to  another  was  paid  by  the  attach^  nim- 
self.  It  fell  upon  the  State,  and  in  the 
quarterly  aecounts  for  every  Embassy 
there  was  an  allowance  made  for  loss  by 
the  rate  of  exchange.  It  was  also  a 
mistake  to  attribute  the  assignment  of 
pensions  in  any  way  to  the  permanent 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  It 
was  not  only  that  Mr.  Hammond  was 
entirely  incapable  of  bringing  any  in- 
justice to  bear  in  the  exercise  of  any 
power  which  he  might  possess ;  but 
he  in  reality  had  no  snch  power,  in- 
asmuch as  the  pensions  were  asogned 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  In  principle  ha 
himself  should  not  be  opposed  to  grant- 
ing the  junior  attach4s  a  modenrte  an- 
nual sum ;  but  if  thatwere  granted  them 
it  would  be  impossible  to  continue  to 
them  the  advantf^s  which  they  recently 
received.  Formerly  a  man  entering  the 
diplomatic  service  acquired  no  ri^ht  to  a 
pension  until  he  had  been  commissioned 
as  secretaryof  Legation.  Now,  however, 
after  four  years  as  an  unpaid  attach^  he 
at  once  received  his  commission,  and 
from  that  moment  his  time  towards  hia 
pension  began  to  count.  Under  those 
circumstances  it  would,  he  thought,  bo 
somewhat  inopportune  to  put  the  publio 
to  an  expense  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ferring on  those  gentlemen  what  would 
be  hardly  a  boon,  especially  seeing  that 
no  complaint  emanated  from  them  on 
the  subject. 

Mb.  W.  LOWTHER  sidd,  that  after 
the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "That  We,  Speaker 
do  now  leave  ihe  Chair,"  put  and 
agreed  to. 
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[July  12,  1869)  Seniee  JEstimidea. 


80PPLT— CIVIL  SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Comioittee. 
(In  1^8  Committee,) 

(1.)  £47,413,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tbe  Foreign  Office. 

8m  PATRICK  O'BBIEN  aaid,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  large 
amount  of  salarieB  paid  to  Queen's  mes- 
sengere — £23,700.  He  did  not  question 
the  ability  and  intelligence  of  these  gen- 
tlemen ;  in  fact  they  were  too  good  for 
their  work.  In  former  times,  and  espe- 
cially in  timesof  war,  this  expense  might 
hsTS  been  necessaiy,  but  now  the  rail- 
way and  the  telegraph  might  advantage- 
ouwy  Bupersede  them.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose, however,  to  abolish  them  altoge- 
ther, but  to  reduce  them  to  the  ordinwy 
class  of  messengeTB.  He  thoi^ht  that 
£200  a  year  and  their  expenses  was 
sufScient.  The  Austrian  and  French 
Embassies  used,  he  understood,  at  the 
present  day  the  Post  Office  and  the  tele- 
graph to  convey  oommnnicotions  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  which  messengere 
were  formerly  employed.  He  did  not 
propose  to  make  any  Motion  now,  but 
he  noped  l^e  Under  Secretary's  atten- 
tion would  be  directed  to  the  matter 
before  the  next  year's  Estimates. 

Mr.  BOWBIKG  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  some  explanations  as  to  the 
changes  in  the  commercial  department 
of  the  Foreign  Office. 

Ma.  Alderman  LTJSK  said,  he  must  ex- 
press his  opinion  that  it  was  undesirable 
for  clerks  receiving  salaries  in  the  Fo- 
reign Office  to  act  as  agents  for  diplo- 
matists abroad. 

Me.  CANDMSH  asked  if  there  had 
been  investigation  at  the  Foreign  Office 
with  the  view  of  reducing  the  lu^e  staff 
engaged  there  ? 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  be  must  admit 
that  he  had  always  thought  the  salaries 
of  the  messengers  in  the  Foreign  Office 
very  lai^ ;  and  he  was  not  disposed  to 
quarrel  with  the  assertion  that  the  duties 
might  be  discharged  for  a  less  sum  and 
hy  persons  in  a  humbler  position  in  life. 
He  did  not  say  a  word  against  the  pre- 
sent messengers.  They  had  nearly  all 
served  in  the  army,  and  were  gentle- 
men in  Ihe  true  sense  of  the  word,  and 
ho  believed  there  was  no  instance  of 
any  despatch  entrusted  to  them  having 
been  tampered  with.  It  sometimes  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  illnese,  that  re- 
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course  was  had  to  home  service  mes- 
sengers, who  were  not  in  the  same  social 
position  ;  and  it  was  only  fair  to  say 
that  despatches  entrusted  to  them  had 
always  reached  their  destination  safely. 
The  Foreign  Office  messengers  received, 
in  the  first  instance,  a  salary  of  £400  a 
year,  and  when  travelling,  besides  ex- 
penses, they  received  an  allowance  of 
£1  1«.  aday.  That  was  generally  looked 
on  as  a  fair  allowance.  Since  1863-4 
the  Yote  had  been  reduced  &om£10,ld8 
to  £9,629.  He  had  been  directed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  iix&  Foreign 
Deportment  to  make  some  inquiry  into 
the  matter,  and  when  that  inquiry  was 
completed  it  would  be  his  du^  to  pro- 
pose a  scheme  which  would  ensure 
a  considerable  reduction  in  the  rate  for 
foreign  messengers.  In  the  meantime 
it  had  been  found  practicable  to  dis- 
pense with  the  services  of  one  of  them. 
With  regard  to  Ihe  conunercial  depart- 
ment, it  had  hod  the  advantage  of  being 
presided  over  by  a  gentleman  of  great 
attainments,  Mr.  Spring  Bice,  and  al- 
though he  had  been  recently  appointed 
to  the  office  of  Assistant  Under  Secre- 
tary, he  would  continue  his  superinten- 
dence  of  the  department.  Whatever 
objections  might  be  entertained  to  agen- 
cies, they  entailed  no  chai^  on  the 
public,  although  he  confessed  he  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  system.  The  matter 
was  one  purely  of  voluntary  arrange- 
ment between  certain  persons  in  the 
diplomatic  service  and  clerks  in  the  Fo- 
reign Office,  and  the  Office  had  no  di- 
rect control  over  it.  Under  the  arrange- 
ment made  by  Lord  Stanley  no  clerk  in 
the  Foreign  Office  would,  in  ftiture,  be 
allowed  to  accept  such  an  agency.  The 
result  would  be  that  all  the  agencies 
would  fall  into  the  hands  of  one  clerk, 
and  when  this  came  about  it  would  be 
a  eenouB  question  whether  it  was  com- 
patible with  proper  attention  to  a  publio 
office  that  a  gentleman  receiving  £800 
or  £1,000  a  year  &om  the  pubhc  funds 
should  be  receiving  £4,000  or  £5,000 
annually  for  acting  as  the  t^nt  of  di- 
plomatists abroad.  The  great  difficulty 
was  that  these  agencies  had  been  in 
existence  during  100  years,  and  it  there- 
fore became  a  question  of  compensation 
for  vested  interests,  if  the  agency  busi- 
ness was  at  once  put  an  end  to.  In  his 
opinion  the  system  was  objectionabla  in 
principle,  and  he  should  be  very  glad 
when  the  prraent  arrangement  ceased. 
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Mr.  "W.  LOWTKER  said,  lie  viahed  |  but  then  it  slionld  be  recollected  this  was 


\  delicate  fish,  and  i 


fo  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Foreign 

Office  telegrams  were  sent  without  any   turn   on  the  question   of   ii 

regulations    whatever  at  an  enormous  j  arrival.    He  only  hoped  with 


good  deal  might 

"   "     punctual 


expense  to  the  public.  Somebody  should 
be  made  responsible,  and  no  telegram 
should  be  sent  without  being  signed  by 
the  responsible  person.  This  would  pre- 
Tent  a  great  waste  of  public  money,  for 
many  of  the  telegrams  sent  were  of  little 
use.  As  to  agents,  bethought  some  of  the 
pensioned  derks  should  be  appointed, 
the  agency  business  not  making  any 
great  demand  either  in  regard  to  time 
or  intellect.  

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  bankers  should  not  be  employed  as 
egentfl  instead  of  the  clerks  at  the  Fo- 
reign OfRce. 

Me.  MELLY  said,  he  must  draw  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  given  any  answer  to  the 
questions  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
tar  Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish)  with 
reference  to  the  derks  in  tiie  Foreign 
Office. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  would  be 

flad  to  know  whether  the  salaries  in  the 
'oreign  Office  were  likely  to  undergo 
revision  ?    He  observed  that  the  office 

girter  had  a  salary  of  £230  a  year. 
urely  this  was  too  much. 
Ma.  OTWAY  said,  he  could  not  hold 
out  any  hope  of  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  clerks  at  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
did  not  think  the  number  was  too  lai^  to 
enable  them  to  get  through  the  business 
satisfaetorily.  At  times  a  great  amount 
of  work  was  thrown  on  the  office,  and 
as  the  entire  business  of  the  day  was 
disposed  of,  as  a  rule,  during  the  day, 
the  clerks  were  often  kept  employed  long 
after  the  hours  when  they  might  expect 
to  leave ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
best  qualified  to  judge  of  the  matter,  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  do  the  work  sa- 
tisfactorily, as  at  present,  with  a  smaller 
staff.  With  regard  to  telegrams,  the 
laying  of  the  Atlautic  Cable  had  made  a 
large  addiliou  to  tlio  telegraphic  expen- 
diture of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  as  tele- 
graphic communication  was  extended 
over  the  world,  the  chai^  would,  no 
doubt,  be  increased.  With  a  view  to 
the  interests  of  the  public  service,  he 
was  inclined  to  encourage,  rather  than 
discourage,  the  use  of  the  telegraph. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westmoreland 
Btated  that  there  was  an  instance  of  a 
telegraphic  order  for  turtle  being  sent, 
3£r.  Otieay 


ilegraphy  there  would  be  some  dimi- 
nution in  the  expense  of  the  messages. 
The  office  porter,  whose  salary  of  £230 
had  been  alluded  to,  had  filled  the  situa- 
tion of  head  porter  for  a  considerable 
time,  and  had  the  custody  of  the  build- 
ing, with  veiy  valuable  documents  within 
its  walls.  His  length  of  service  and 
good  guardianship  of  the  building  de- 
served some  consideration. 

Mr.  Ai.npnwtw  LTJSK  said,  he  was 
Buiprised  at  the  smallness  rather  than 
the  greatness  of  the  sum  which  the  Go- 
vernment paid  for  their  telegrams.  He 
knew  more  &an  one  private  firm  in  the 
City  which  paid  something  like  £5,000 
a  year  for  tmegrams. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £23,884,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Colonial  Office. 

(3.)  £27,413,  to  ooii^lete  the  sum  for 
the  Privy  Council  Office  and  Depart- 
ments. 

(4.)  £68,033,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Board  of  IVade  and  Departments. 

Mb.  fiOWEINO  said,  that  if  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House 
when  the  Bill  for  abolishing  the  Office  of 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  substituting  that  of  Parliamentary 
Secretary  was  before  it,  he  should  have 
opposed  that  measure,  because  he  could 
speak  from  personal  knowledge — having 
formerly  served  as  Private  Secretaiy  to 
three  several  Presidents  and  Vice  Presi- 
dents— of  the  public  advantage  of  the  old 
practice  of  having  the  President  of  tha 
Board  in  one  House  and  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent in  the  other.  He  observed  that  there 
was  an  increase  of  £3,000  iu  the  salaries, 
&c.,  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  lai^e  por- 
tion of  which  was  caused  by  an  addition 
to  the  senior  clerks  of  the  office.  There 
were  now  twenty  senior  clerks — a  num- 
ber out  of  all  proportion  to  the  total  cle- 
rical staff — and  it  was  worth  inquiiy  whe- 
ther the  office  had  not  become  top-heavy. 
He  saw  a  gentleman  down  in  the  list  as  a 
corresponding  clerk  in  the  Eailway  De- 
partment, who  was  stated  in  the  Estimates 
to  have  been  appointed  for  the  unusual 
period  of  eighteen  months  only,  which 
seemed  to  require  explanation.  The  Ac- 
countant of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
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claimed  hie  retirement,  and  he  had  been 
succeeded,  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  a  year, 
by  a  gentleman  in  no  way  connected  with 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Now,  nothing  exer- 
cised a  more  injurious  effect  on  a  De- 
partment than  bringing  a  stranger  out 
of  other  profcBsions  or  some  other  public 
Xlepartment,  and  putting  him  over  the 
heads  of  deserving  clerks,  who  had  a 
right  to  look  forpromotion.  The  library 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  one  of  the 
most  valuable  collections  of  works  on 
economical  aad  statistical  science  in  this 
or  any  other  country.  It  consisted  of  up- 
wards of  30,000  volumes,  and  was  of  the 
greatest  possible  use  to  the  commercial 
department  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
understood,  however,  that  when  theBoaxd 
moved  over  to  the  building  lately  occu- 

Sied  by  the  Foreign  Office  in  Whitehall 
ardens,  they  left  their  valuable  library 
behind  them  in  a  temporary  wooden 
building,  where  it  was  exposed  to  the 
greatest  risk  &om  fire.  He  was  told 
that  the  Ubistry  would  either  be  broken 
up  or  retained  to  form  the  nucleus  of  a 
large  library  common  to  aU  the  Fubhc 
Departments.  Now,  the  value  of  the 
gpecial  library  required  by  each  Depart- 
ment consisted  in  its  easy  acceasibiUty  to 
the  Department,  for  if  it  were  necessary 
to  send  to  a  distance  for  a  volume  the 
chances  were  that  it  would  seldom  be 
consulted.  He  supposed  that  the  libra- 
rian, a  gentleman  of  considerable  expe- 
rience in  the  commercial  business  of  the 
office,  who  received  a  salary  of  about 
£600  a  year,  would  remain  with  the 
library,  and  thus  the  advantage  of  con- 
sulting him  would  likewise  be  is  a  great 
measure  lost. 

Mb.  8HAW-LEFEVEE  said,  the  in- 
crease referred  to  was  not  due  to  the 
present  Government,  but  to  their  prede- 
cessors in  Office.  There  had  been  cases 
of  retirement  among  the  senior  clerks, 
whose  places  bad  been  filled  up  as  usual 
from  the  juniors.  An  inquiry  had,  how- 
ever, been  instituted  by  lie  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  into  the  whole  work 
of  the  Department,  and  the  Eeport  was 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Trea- 
sury. A  corresponding  derk  had  been 
appointed  in  connection  with  the  rail- 
way accounts.  When  the  accountant 
resigned,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  exceedingly  desirous  of  filling 
up  the  post  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
itself,  but  he  could  not  find  anyone 
sufficiently  fit  to  ocoupy  it,  and  he  ap- 
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pointed  a  gentleman  who  was  Accountant 
to  the  Privy  Council.  The  library  waa 
an  exceedingly  valuable  one,  and  it  was 
superintended  by  a  librarian,  a  sub- 
hbrarian  and  a  clerk.  The  volumes 
were  formerly  spread  over  the  whole  of 
the  rooms,  and  it  was  not  thought  worth 
while  to  remove  them  to  the  late  Foreign 
Office,  now  temporarilv  occupied  by  iha 
Board  of  Trade.  The  library  was,  there- 
fore, left  in  the  temporary  rooms  of  the 
Treasury  buildings,  where  the  volumes 
could  be  consulted  by  other  Depart- 
ments. The  Board  of  Trade  were  now 
considering  whether  this  might  not  be 
treated  as  a  library  for  the  whole  of  the 
Public  Departments.  He  had  never 
found  any  inconvenience  himself  in  send- 
ing across  the  road  for  any  books  he 
might  happen  to  want.  His  hon.  Friend 
would,  he  hoped,  excuse  him  for  not 
entering  upon  the  subject  of  the  salary 
and  appointment  of  the  Parhamentary 
Seeretaiy  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Ma.  Aldeemah  LUSK  said,  there  was 
an  increase  of  £3,300  in  the  Tote  under 
consideration.  The  House  of  Commons, 
no  doubt,  was-  responsible  for  some  of 
these  additions,  and  the  increase  waa 
mainly  caused  by  the  creation  of  new 
offices  and  officials,  such  as  inspectors 
of  factories,  alkali  works,  &c.  He  sug- 
gested that  fees  should  be  charged,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Joint-Stock  Companies 
Registration  Department.  Those  which 
were  inspected  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to 
pay  for  their  inmiection. 

Me.  GOLDNET  said,  he  thought  the 
Govemmeut  ought  next  Session  to  take 
up  the  question  of  the  general  reform  of 
the  Pubhc  Departments.  The  duties  of 
some  of  the  Departments,  such  as  the 
Privy  Council  Office  and  the  Home 
Office,  had  been  greatly  increased  of 
late ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  In- 
closure  Commissioners  were  probably  not 
overburdened  with  work.  It  was  a  de- 
fect, too,  of  the  present  system  that  one 
Office  hardly  ever  knew  what  another 
Department  was  doing. 

Me.  AYETON  said,  in  reply  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury 
(Mr.  Alderman  Lusk),  he  had  to  state 
that  the  question  of  making  fees  and 
charges  reimburse  the  Exchequer  the 
expense  incurred  by  particular  estabUsh- 
ments  had,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
already  engaged  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  would  be 
necessary,  however,  to  examine-  care- 
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fall;  the  proviraons  of  nnmeroas  Acts  of 
Parliament  before  an  alteration  in  the 
present  Bystem  oould  be  proposed;  but 
ne  hoped  that  during  the  approaching 
Becess  the  vhole  snbject  vould  be  tho- 
roughly inTestigated.  In  his  opinion, 
when  a  special  service  was  carried  on 
for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  class,  they 
ought  to  pay  the  cost  of  inspection, 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  that  this  subject  was  engag- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Oovemment.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Goldney)  had  asked 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  re- 
view the  BtaS  and  penontul  of  the  whole 
of  the  Public  Departments ;  but  to  ap- 
proach this  snbject  in  a  comprehenaiTe 
spirit  would  be  to  postpone  its  settlement 
for  a  great  number  of  years.  In  his 
judgment  it  would  be  much  more  prac- 
ticable to  take  each  Department  by  itself 
and  re-oi^anize  it  &om  time  to  time. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £1,921,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Privy  Seal  Office. 

(6.)  £13,265,  to  complete  the  aum  for 
the  Ciarity  Commission. " 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  there  had 
been  some  difficulty  in  carrying  out  the 
Hesolution  passed  last  year  that  the  Cha- 
rity Commissioners  should  defray  their 
own  expenses.  There  was  a  large  number 
of  charities  the  objects  of  which  had  alto- 
gether failed,  as  well  as  what  might  be 
termed  demoralizing  charities,  and  those 
charities  in  the  City  of  London  and  else- 
Trhere,  in  whose  case  there  was  no  ap- 
plicant, such  as  those  for  the  release  of 
slaves  and  of  debtors  in  prison  ;  and  he 
should  like  to  see  a  Bill  brought  in  for 
the  purpose  of  placing  all  those  chari- 
ties which  were  now  obsolete  or  useless 
in  a  common  fimd,  out  of  which  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
might  be  paid.  By  that  means  new 
charities  of  great  advantage  to  the  pub- 
lic might  be  set  on  foot. 

Mb.  AuiEiufA^  LTTSE  said,  he  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  for  Chip- 
penham. He  might  mention  that  in  one 
case  which  came  under  his  own  observa- 
tion, there  was  a  certain  sum  of  money 
left  to  bind  a  boy  apprentice  to  a  saddler 
yearly  in  a  parish  in  which  there  was 
none. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £6,694,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
the  Civil  Service  Comm' 
Mr.  Ayrten 
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(S.)  £13,281,  to  c(»nplete  the  sum  f^ 
the  Copyhold,  Incloeore,  and  Tithe  Ctm- 


Mb.  OOLDNET  said,  he  most  point 
ont  the  absurdity  of  having  five  Com- 
missioners to  do  work  19-20Uis  of  whidi 
was  purely  mechanical.  He  did  not 
wish  to  interfere  with  existing  appoint- 
ments, but  he  hoped  that  as  vacancies 
occurred  the  Oovemment  would  see  the 
expediency  of  not  filling  them  up.  One 
man  at  (he  head  of  the  Commission, 
with  assistants,  would,  he  felt  satisfied, 
be  amply  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  bna- 
ness. 

Mb.  ATETON  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  rest  assured  fliat  new  Con- 
missioners  would  not  be  appointed  with- 
out very  careful  consideration. 

Me.  ACLAND  said,  he  had  made  a 
Motion  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session, 
with  reference  to  the  question  of  havin||^ 
a  responsible  Minister  to  deal  with  agri- 
cultural subjects,  and  an  assurance  waa 
given  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  the  matter  should  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Goremment.  It  was 
his  belief  that  a  good  Minister  of  Agri- 
cnltore  would  be  able  to  do  the  work  of 
the  Copyhold  Commissioners,  and  thus 
save  the  expense  of  that  DepartmenL 
He  trusted  Uiat  the  Government  had  not 
lost  sight  of  the  subject,  and  would  give 
it  their  careful  attention  at  the  earueet 
opportunity. 

Mb.  BBUCE  be^ed  to  aasore  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Acland)  that  the  sub- 
iect  to  which  be  had  alluded  had  not 
oeen  lost  sight  of ;  bnt,  as  it  wonld  re- 
quire the  re-adjustment  of  the  bnsinees 
of  several  Departments,  it  had  not  been 
possible  to  make  the  uecessat;  changes 
during  the  pressure  of  the  Session. 

Vote  ojfretd  to. 

(9.)  £7,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts  Ex- 
penses. 

(10.)  £29,324, tooompletethesum  for 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General's 
Department. 

(11.)  £28,060,  to  completethesnmfbr 
the  General  Eegister  Office. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  hoped 
means  would  be  taken  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  to 
extend  the  area  over  which  the  vital 
statistics  of  hage  towns  were  published 
weekly.  If  something  like  a  popolatioB 
of  100,000  were  the  hne  adopted,  many 
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new  elemeate  of  social  life  vY)iild  be  in- 
cluded—  Merthyr  Tydvil,  for  inBtance, 
with  ite  mining  pop\uatioa ;  8toke,  with 
ita  manufacture  of  pottery ;  and  Sunder- 
land, trith.  its  maritime  and  shipbuilding 
intereBts.  The  vital  statistics  of  these 
large  industrial  populations  would  be 
extremely  interesting,  and  their  weekly 
pubUcation  would,  no  doubt,  be  attended 
by  beneficial  resolts.  The  additional  ex- 
pense would  probably  not  exceed  £100, 
or  £200. 

Uk.  BKUCE  admitted  that  there  was 
much  force  in  what  had  been  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  only  objection 
that  could  be  urged  against  extending 
the  area  of  the  laive  towns,  whose  Tital 
statistics  were  pubbshed  weekly,  was  die 
expense ;  and  he  was  informed  by  the 
Segistrar  General  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  involve  some  serious  addi- 
tion to  the  present  expenditure.  But  he 
would  make  further  inquiry ;  and  if  he 
found  that  the  number  of  large  towns 
could  be  increased,  with  no  further  ad- 
dition to  the  expense  than  what  his  bon. 
Friend  had  stated,  his  sug^stion  would 
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tions  had  been  anticipated.  The  staff 
was  too  limited. 

Mb.  BOWEING  said,  that  some  five 
years  ago  a  Committee  was  appointed 
to  consider  the  question  of  ttie  estab- 
lishment of  a  patent  museum,  &c.,  and 
that  Committee  recommended  that  there 
should  be  associated  with  the  Patent 
Office,  a  museum  of  patented  inventions, 
and  that  a  museum  of  mechanical  iuven- 
tiona  should  be  established  on  the  Go- 
vernment land  at  South  Kensington.  A 
vote  of  £10,000  was  consequenfly  taken 
for  it  on  the  Estimates  at  Ukat  time,  but 
was  not  proceeded  with,  and  nothing 
more  had  since  been  heard  of  it.  He 
should  be  glad  of  an  explanation  on  the 
subject  from,  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mb.  ATRTON  undertook  that  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  should  be  com- 
municated to  the  Attorney  General ;  and 
after  that,  they  would  probably  come 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Treasury. 
But,  he  would  remark,  in  reference  to 
the  sum  put  down,  as  derived  from  pa- 
tents, that  only  one-half  of  the  sum  waa 
derived  from  fees  on  granting  patents, 
and  the  other  half  consisted  ot  stamp 
duties  on  patents.  With  reference  to  the 
establishment  of  a  patent  musetim,  he 
observed  that  the  Committee  referred  to 
were  by  no  means  unanimous,  with  re- 
spect to  the  conclusion  they  came  to; 
and  die  Eeport  of  the  Committee  had 
not,  consequently,  carried  with  it  any 
great  weight.  Nothing  had  been  done 
with  respect  to  buildings  at  South  Ken- 
sington, as  the  whole  of  that  question 
had  been  from  time  to  time  postponed. 

Me.  DILLWYN  said,  that  the  stamp 
duties  were  paid  by  the  inventors,  just 
as  well  as  the  fees  on  patents. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(16.)  £13,417,  to  completethe  sum  for 
the  Paymaster  General's  Office. 

(17.)  £176,762,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Poor  Law  Commission. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the  inter- 
nal system  of  the  Poor  Law  Office,  and 
to  the  arrangement  of  the  work,  which 
he  thought  mi^t  be  altered  very  mudi 
for  the  better.  In  1648  the  expenditure 
for  derks  at  the  Poor  Law  Board  was 
£7,000,  and  there  was  a  Airtliar  sum 
of  £1,800  for  contingencies.  This  year 
the  expenditure  for  uerks  was  £15,000, 


Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £3,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Lunacy  Commiasion, 

Me.  SCTATEE  -  booth  s^d,  he 
thought  it  might  be  well  that  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  should 
be  placed  on  the  Votes. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  it  would  require 
an  alteration  of  the  law  to  place  these 
salaries  on  the  Votes.  They  were  now 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £30,S50,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Mint. 

(14.)  £11,110,  to  complete  the  Bumfor 
the  National  Debt  Office. 

(15.)  £23,66S,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Patent  Office. 

Ma.  DILLWYN  ssid,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  great  additional  expense 
which  was  thrown  on  patentees  and  in- 
ventors in  making  searches  for  patents 
previously  granted,  owing  to  the  very 
imperfect  indices  kept  in  tihe  Patent 
Office.  Notwithstantung  the  huge  ba- 
lance of  £73,000,  to  which  they  h^  con- 
tributed, they  were  often  obliged  to  ex- 
pend £50  OT  £60  more  tlian  their  fees, 
in  order  to  find  out  whether  their  inven- 
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and  for  coBtingenciee  £2,400.  The  busi- 
ness, Eo  doubt,  had  increased,  but  by 
no  means  in  the  same  proportion.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  might  say  that  no  Public  De- 
partment sent  out  BO  many  letters  as 
ihe  Poor  Law  Board.  'VVeU,  it  was  a 
disputed  question  whether  they  did  not 
■write  many  more  letters  than  were  ne- 
cessary. They  were,  indeed,  so  frequent, 
and  often  upon  such  trivial  subjects,  as 
to  be  received,  he  feared,  with  a  feeling 
of  ridicule.  In  1868  upwards  of  64,000 
letters  were  sent  out  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  but  a  large  proportion  were  of  a 
formal  nature,  and  would  not  hare  been 
written  by  other  Departments,  but  would 
have  been  printed  or  lithographed.  A 
material  reduction  might  thus  be  made 
in  the  number  of  clerks  and  others  em- 
ployed. In  1860  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  at  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  (Mr.  C.  P.  Tilliers)  expressed  an 
opinion  to  the  Treasury  that  me  number 
of  clerks  might  be  diminished,  and,  in 
1867,  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Northamptonshire  (Mr,  Hunt), 
when  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  came 
to  a  similar  conclusion.  No  doubt  an 
Act  was  afterwards  passed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  which 
threw  a  great  deal  of  increased  work 
upon  the  Department ;  but  although  the 
pressure  might  be  great  at  the  present 
moment,  very  much  of  the  work  would 
soon  be  completed  and  the  pressure  would 
then  be  considerably  diminished.  There 
were  now  two  Secretaries  to  the  Poor 
Law  Board — a  permanent  Secretary  and 
a  Parliamentary  Secretaiy  —  and  two 
Under  Secretaries,  one  a  legal  gentle- 
man and  one  in  the  office.  These  had 
existed  from  1848,  and  having  himself 
filled  the  office  of  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary, he  spoke  with  some  knowledge  oi 
the  subject  when  he  said  that  this  offi- 
cial and  one  of  the  Under  Secretaries 
were  doing  work  which  might  be  per- 
formed by  one  man.  In  the  Committee 
which  sat  upstairs  a  proposal  was  made 
— he  believed  by  the  hon.  Member  the 
present  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
iyrton) — that  the  office  of  Parliamen- 
tary Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
should  ho  abolished.  [Mr.  Ayktojj  :  I 
believe  I  was  the  hon.  Member  who  pro- 
vented  it  from  being  done.]  It  was  said 
that  it  was  necessary  that  this  Office 
should  be  retained  in  case  the  President 
of  the  Board  had  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Sir  Michael  ffieki-Beaeh 
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Lords,  There  was,  no  doubt,  some  force 
in  that  ai^^ument,  but  it  was  a  very  ex- 
ceptional thing  for  him  to  be  in  the 
other  House,  and  there  would  be  no 
real  hardship  if  the  office  were  virtually 
confined  to  Members  of  this  House.  His 
own  chief  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  was  the 
only  head  of  the  Department  who  had 
not  been  a  Member  of  that  House,  the 
Members  of  which  had,  ae  a  rule,  more 
experience  in  the  working  of  the  Poor 
Law  than  those  of  the  other  House. 
The  suggestions  he  bad  to  make  were 
that  nine  of  the  supplementary  clerks 
should  be  abolished,  that  two  of  the 
senior  clerks  should  be  reduced,  that 
one  of  the  chief  clerks  should  be  abo- 
lished, and  that  one  of  the  Assistant 
Secretaries  should  be  abolished  and  his 
work  done  by  the  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary. Of  course,  these  changes  could 
not  be  immediately  made,  but  he  trusted 
that,  as  vacancies  occurred,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  carry  out  these 
recommendations.  He  knew  that  a  great 
reform  was  also  suggested  —  namely, 
whether  the  Poor  Law  Board  might  not 
do  further  useful  work  in  the  supervision 
of  the  Local  Government  Office,  There 
were  no  better  inspectors  in  any  public 
Department  than  those  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see 
any  reduction  made  in  either  their  num- 
ber or  their  salaries.  He  had  made  these 
few  remarks  because  he  was  practically 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  he 
begged  in  ccmclusion  to  express  bis  be- 
hef  that  the  changes  he  had  siiggested 
would  unite  economy  with  increased 
efficiency. 

Mb,  SCOUEFIELD  said,  he  thought 
that  the  superintendence  of  the  pauper 
lunatics  might  be  advantageously  trans- 
ferred to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Mb,  SCLATEE  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  general  concur- 
rence in  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach).  At  the 
same  time  he  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  very  inexpedient  to  abolish  the 
office  of  Parhamentary  Secretary,  be- 
cause it  ought  to  be  always  possible 
for  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Peers 
to  occupy  the  office  either  of  Presi- 
dent or  Secretary.  It  was  highly  de- 
sirable that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
be  made  acquainted  with  what  was 
going  on  in  matters  of  such  im^rtance, 
and  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
there  were  many  noble  Lords  as  capable 
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as  MemberB  of  that  Houae  to  hold  either 
of  the  offices  he  bad  juet  referred 
It  was  remarkable  that  after  the  lapse 
of  so  many  years  he  should  have  been 
the  first  Parliamentary  Secretary  who 
represented  Hxe  Department  in  that 
House.  The  office  had  been  too  much 
of  a  sinecure,  and  this  was  a  ciroum- 
Btance  much  to  be  regretted.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  in  future  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  should  be  con- 
sidered to  have  ci^nizance  of  all  the 
business  of  the  Department,  and  quali- 
fied, if  not  reqtured,  to  answer  for  it  ii 
his  place  in  Parliament.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  precedent  set  by  the 
late  GoTsmment  would  be  followed  on  a 
future  occasion.  The  reductioo  of  the 
establishment  had  been  undoubtedly 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhainpton  (Mr.  Tilliers)  ;  but  his 
rk:ht  hon.  SViend  the  Member  for  North 
Northamptonshire  (Mr,  Hunt)  did  not 
think  fit  to  carry  out  the  reduction  to 
anch  an  extent  as  had  been  proposed. 
He  agreed  with  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  superfluity  of  letter 
writing  in  the  Department,  and  during 
his  tenure  of  Office  he  had  done  all  he 
could  to  diminish  it.  Under  existing 
circumstances  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  could  not  be  expected  to  give 
a  pledge  of  immediate  reduction,  but  if 
he  turned  his  attention  to  dim i nisi 
the  amount  of  work  to  be  done,  no  doubt 
reduction  would  follow. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  said,  he  would  be  glad 
of  an  explanation  respecting  the  expenses 
of  some  of  the  inspectors  being  in  s 
cases  merged  in  their  salaries. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thourfit  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
who  introduced  this  question  supplied, 
in  his  own  person,  a  most  excellent  ar- 
gument for  the  retention  of  the  office  of 
Parliamentary  Secretary,  since  but  for 
the  existence  of  that  office  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  have  gained  that  accu- 
rate and  extended  knowledge  of  Poor  Law 
matters  which  placed  him  in  a  position  to 
contribute  so  usefully  to  the  debatos  on 
that  subject.  The  work  of  the  Poor 
ILaw  Board  was  quite  as  great  as  that 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  and  other  Depart- 
ments which  had  both  a  chief  and  a 
Parliamentary  Secretary ;  and  the  ten- 
dency at  present  was  to  an  increase  ra- 
ther than  to  a  diminution  of  that  work. 
He  had  himself  derived  valuable  assist- 


ance from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  (Mr.  A.  Peel) ;  and 
it  would  be  highly  desirable  not  to  abo- 
lish the  office — at  all  events,  until  the 
whole  Poor  Law  system  was  changed. 
As  regarded  the  number  of  letters  writ- 
ten, or  the  number  of  persons  to  whom 
letters  were  addressed,  he  believed  the 
correspondence  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
exceeded  that  of  any  other  Department. 
When  there  were  700  Unions,  the  cor- 
respondence must  bo  very  voluminous, 
and  though  it  might  be  possible  to 
shorten  and  simplify  the  work,  the  de- 
tails woiJd  always  be  enormous.  But 
he  must  state  that  during  the  six  months 
he  had  been  in  Office  he  had  issued  much 
fewer  circulars  than  his  predecessor,  who 
had  had  a  tendency  to  bombard  Boards 
of  Guardians  with  them.  No  doubt  the 
Department  was  susceptible  of  improve- 
ment, and  he  should  hesitate  to  fill  up 
any  vacancies  as  they  occurred  without 
taking  into  consideration  those  points 
which  had  been  submitted  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee. 
As  to  the  increase  of  expenditure,  he 
must  remind  hon.  Members  that  the 
work  to  be  done  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had  increased  enormously.  The  public 
demanded  more  work  of  it,  and  the  con- 
sequence wafi  that  if  more  was  to  be  done, 
the  cost  of  the  machineiy  for  doing  the 
work  would  be  naturally  more  or  less 
increased.  He  should,  however,  turn 
his  attention  with  the  utmost  care  ta  the 
reduction  of  expenditure  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. The  incidental  eipensea,  he  might 
add,  were  greatly  increased  by  the  veiy 
large  number  of  Returns  which  were 
moved  for  by  hon.  Members.  Nothing, 
however,  seemed  to  annoy  a  Member  so 
much  as  the  refusal  of  a  Betum.  That 
very  day  he  had  been  asked  to  give  a 
Eetum  which  would  cost  £200,  and 
would  be,  he  thought,  of  very  little 
value.  In  answer  to  the  question 
which  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Elliot),  he  had  to  state 
that  a  new  arrangement  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  inspectors,  the  whole 
salary  being,  in  the  case  of  the  later  in- 
spectors, merged  into  one  payment.  As 
to  the  case  of  the  pauper  lunatics,  the 
subject,  with  the  exception  of  the  heavy 
charge  made  for  paupers  in  county  asy- 
lums, had  not  been  brought  under  the  no- 
tice of  the  Government,  but  the  entire 
question  should  receive  consideration.  A 
special  knowledge  was  required  to  frame 
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the  regnlatione  for  pauper  lunatics ; 
but  he  must  coufesB  mat  he  had  been 
startled  at  seeing  the  sums  charged  for 
some  of  the  county  asylumfl. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  bebeved  that 
the  office  of  Farliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Board,  instead  of  being  a  siaecure, 
was  one  of  great  importance.  Speak- 
ing with  a  considerable  knowledge  of 
the  facte,  he  coiild  state  that  omy  in 
one  instance  had  that  absence  on  the 
part  of  those  filling  that  office,  of  which 
Gomplaiut  was  made,  occurred;  and  in 
that  instance  the  Parliamentaiy  Secre- 
tai7  was  also  what  was  technically 
caUeda  "Whip"  of  his  party.  He  con- 
curred in  the  view  that  in  certain  por- 
tions of  the  Department  expense  nught 
be  saved ;  but  it  should  be  home  in 
mind  that  there  was  uo  Department 
whose  efficient  working  waa  of  greatei 
consequence  to  the  country.  It  was  ai 
important  question  whether  the  Poor 
Law  Board  should  interfere  quite  as 
much  as  it  did  with  Boards  of  Quardians, 
and  whether  some  saving  might  not  be 
effected  in  that  direction.  He  should  be 
glad  if  the  Board  could,  consistently 
with  the  performance  of  its  other  duties, 
take  under  its  control  the  pauper  lunatic 
asylums.  The  cost  of  their  maintenance 
might,  he  believed,  be  very  materially 
reduced  by  a  better  system  of  super- 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  he  knew  Ihat 
county  rate-payers  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  expense  of  the  lunatic  asylums,  and 
he  believed  that  if  the  expenditure  were 
brought  more  directiy  under  the  review 
of  that  House  and  the  action  of  a  re- 
sponsible Ministergreat  advantage  would 
he  the  result.  With  respect  to  local 
taxation  generally  he  trusted  that  the 

gedge  given  by  the  President  of  the 
jor  Law  Board  at  the  conunenoement 
of  the  Session  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject would  produce  fruit  at  no  distant 
period.  He  did  not,  however,  believe 
that  the  investigation  of  the  subject 
would  do  much  in  the  way  of  transfer- 
ring burthens  &om  the  land. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  had  visited 
almost  every  lunatic  asylum  in  England, 
and  he  fbund  they  were  bettor  managed 
than  those  in  Ireland,  the  patients  re- 
ceiving much  greater  advantages  in  the 
way  of  education  and  amusements.  In 
the  Lish  lunatic  asylums  the  average 
cost  per  head  was  £22,  and  in  England 
£27  or  £28;  but  then  it  must  be  re- 

Jfr.  Gotchtn 


membered  that  in  Ireland  proTisions 
were  cheaper  and  the  rate  of  wages 
lower,  so  that  there  was  very  little  to 
oomplain  of  with  respect  to  the  difference 
of  cost  so  far  as  this  country  waa  con- 
cerned. A  considerable  saving  might, 
however,  he  thought,  be  effected  by  re- 
moving those  lunatics  who  were  hope- 
lessly mcurable  &om  the  asylums  to  the 
workhouse. 

Mb.  AiJ>EBUAif  LITSIt  said,  that  the 
poor  rates  were  becoming  a  very  heavy 
burden,  and  there  was  an  impression 
azQong  some  of  bis  constituents  that  this 
burden  was  increased  by  large  official 
expenditure  ;  but  he  folt  confident  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  would  do  his  best 
to  lessen  all  charges  in  his  power. 

Mb.  KEKEWICH  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  reduce 
the  staff  of  the  Poor  Law  Department. 
There  were  few  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  whom  more  questions  were 
aaked  than  of  those  connected  with  the 
Poor  Law  D^artment ;  and  there  were 
few  who  gave  more  satisfactory  answers, 
whether  of  those  now  in  Office  or  of  their 
predecessors.  He  was  exceedingly  anx- 
ious that  by  some  means  or  other  the 
Poor  Law  inspectors  should  become  in- 
spectors of  pauper  lunatic  asylums ;  but 
looking  to  the  increased  price  of  pro- 
visions, he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board)  would  not  think  that  those  asy- 
lums were    managed  in  an  expensive 


wav.     In  Devon  they  had  never  been 
'lie  to  get  the  weekly  cost  of  mainten- 
under  8«.  a  week,  and  it  was  now 


9«.  &d.  Having  been  chairman  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  of  the  Devon  County 
A^lum  for  twenty  years,  he  knew  it  was 
the  opinion  of  medical  men  thai  the  poor 
inmates  had  no  chance  of  recovering 
unless  their  physical  strength  was  well 
sustained  with  food.  The  (question  of 
local  taxation  was  a  most  difficult  one ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  some  portion 
of  the  sum  required  for  pauper  lunatic 
asylums  should  be  thrown  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
plained that  he  never  intended  to  imply 
that  the  office  of  Parbamentary  Secre- 
tary of  the  Poor  Law  Board  should  be 
abolished,  but  rather  that  the  Gentleman 
holding  the  office  should  perform  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  office  work. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  could  awnrs 
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his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Mr.  Adand)  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  by  no  meane  shrink  &oni 
the  investigatLon  of  the  eubject  of  local 
taxation,  but  vould  give  their  earnest 
attention  to  it  during  the  Becees,  and 
he  trusted  that  by-and-by  they  would  be 
able  to  submit  measures  dealing  with 
the  question. 
Tote  agreed  to. 

(18.)  £14,624,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for 
the  Becord  Office. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  wished  for  some 
explanation  of  the  item  £481  chained  by 
the  police  for  watehing  the  Becind  Office. 

ife.  ATETON  said,  the  chai^  was 
made  in  respect  of  the  speoial  guardian- 
ship of  the  police,  reqaired  in  consequence 
of  the  extreme  value  of  the  contents  of 
the  Secord  Office. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(19.)  £3,009,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Works  Loan  and  West  India 
Islands  Belief  Conunisdons. 

(20.)  £1,684,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Begistrars  of  Friendly  Societies. 

(21.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  ft  niin,  not  «iiw«dlng  £3S4,18fi,  b« 
p«nt«d  to  ller  Uijeitj,  to  complflCe  the  tarn 
Deee>ui7  to  dafntf  the  Charge  vhicli  will  oome 
in  oourSB  of  pnyment  during  [he  jesr  Pnding  on 
the  31>t  dij  of  Uaroh  I87A,  for  StHtioner;, 
Prinling,  Blading,  and  Printed  Booke  Tor  ths 
Mveral  Fublie  Deptrtmenti,  and  for  Slationsrr, 
Prinlin?.  Binding,  and  Papir  for  tho  two  Uoniet 
of  Parliament,  including  Iba  Salariai  and  Ex- 
penui  of  the  Statiouerj  Office." 

Mr.  SCOUEPrELD  said,  it  was  much 
easier  finding  fault  with  this  large 
amount  than  suggesting  a  remedy.  He 
had  once  suggested  that  if  every  hon. 
Member  were  obliged  to  pay  a  small  per- 
centage on  the  cost  of  the  Betums  moved 
for,  he  might  not  be  so  ready  in  moving 
fbr  them  ;  but  certainly  before  Betums 
were  granted  some  estimate  of  their 
expense  might  be  made,  and  it  might 
then  be  put  to  Members  whether  they 
would  insist  on  their  production  in  view 
<rf  the  expense  they  would  occasion.  On 
one  occasion  the  same  Paper  appeared 
in  two  Betums  laid  on  the  table  at  the 
same  time. 

Kb.  BTLANDS  said,  he  beg^red  to 
call  attention  to  the  item  of  £13,285  for 
llie  sale  of  waste  paper  and  Parlia- 
mentary Papers,  with  a  view  of  suggest- 
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ing  a  mode  of  utilizing  a  portion  of 
them.  He  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  hou.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Parliamentary  Papers  ap- 
pointed in  1853,  of  which  Mr.  Tuflnell 
was  the  Chairman,  and  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr, 
Brotherton,  Mr.  Hume,  and  other  dis-  ' 
tinguished  Members  of  the  House  were 
Members.  The  Committee  reported  that 
aU  the  witnesses,  who  gave  evidence  on 
the  subject,  were  agreed  as  to  the  great 
advantage  that  would  accrue  from  a 
general  diffusion  of  Parliamentary 
Papers,  by  dispelling  ignorance,  cor- 
recting misrepresentations,  and  enabling 
the  mass  of  the  people  to  form  for  them- 
selves a  just  opinion  upon  subjects  of 
legislation,  and  other  important  ques- 
tions of  the  day.  One  of  the  witnesses, 
the  Bev.  Dr.  Booth,  F.B.S.,  said— 

"  I  think  on  public  grounda  the  countrj  ahnald 
know  what  ii  done  in  Parliament ;  Ihat  ai  Par- 
liament baa  thrown  open  to  the  pnblio  what  ii 
aaid  in  Parliament,  it  ought  also  to  bare  the 
meana  of  oooeM  to  know  what  ia  dona  in  Parlia- 


And  if  this  opinion  were  correct  in  1853 
it  was  stiU  more  applicable  at  the  pre- 
sent day,  when  so  la^e  an  increase  had 
been  made  in  the  number  of  the  con- 
stituencies. The  Committee,  after  hear- 
ing a  considerable  number  of  witnesses, 
recommended  that  a  selection  of  Par- 
hamentary  Papers  should  be  sent  to 
mechanics'  institutions,  and  other  popu- 
lar hteruy  institutione,  and  in  the  case 
of  tree  libraries,  established  under  Mr. 
Ewart's  Act,  they  recommended  thatthe 
whole  of  the  Parliamentary  Papers 
should  be  sent  &ee  of  charge  imme- 
diately upon  publication.  He  (Mr. 
Bylands)  regretted  that  this  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  had  never  been 
attended  to,  as  there  was  really  no  diffi- 
culty in  carrying  it  out,  and  the  cost 
woidd  be  practically  nothing.  He  be- 
lieved that  free  pubhc  hbraries  had  been 
established  in  about  forty  towns.  The 
actual  number  was  sot  accurately  known, 
though  they  would  shortly  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  information,  as  a  Betum 
had  been  moved  for  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baines). 
The  Act  had  to  be  adopted  in  the  first 
instance  by  amajority  of  the  rate-payers 
at  a  public  meeting,  and  the  Town  Coun- 
cil had  power  to  levy  a  rato  in  support 
of  a  &ee  library  and  museum  not  ex- 
ceeding Id.'iR  tite  pound,  the  manage* 
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conduBively  that  tliis  Vote  was  not  un- 
duly swollen  by  the  Eetume  moved  for 
by  private  Members.  He  trusted  the 
day  was  far  distant  when,  under  the 
plea  of  saving  public  money,  they  should 
combine  to  keep  the  public  in  the  dark 
as  to  the  work  of  Parliament. 

Me,  PIM  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Warrington  (Mr.  Bylanda) 
that  the  distribution  of  Parliamentary 
Papers  would  supply  the  most  valuable 
information  on  political  affairs.  Some 
economy  might  oe  effected  if  a  larger 
proportion  of  blue  books  were  sent  to 
those  Members  only  who  expressed  a 
desire  to  have  them.  For  himself  he 
did  not  know  what  to  do  with  so  many. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  a  great  deal  of 
misapprehension  existed  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House  with  regard  to  this 
Vote  of  £71,750  for  Parliamentary 
printing.  The  sum  included  the  whole 
expense  of  the  printing  operations  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Those 
operations  were  not  confined  to  the  mere 
printing  of  Returns,  but  extended  to  the 
printing  of  all  documents  necessary  for 
the  information  of  the  65  8  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  Members — 
more  than  400  in  number — of  the  House 
of  Peers,  as  to  all  done  the  day  before, 
and  all  to  be  done  on  the  current  day. 
This  required  an  expensive  system  of 
printing  tobe  carried  on  between  two  and 
eight  o'clock  a.m.  The  Vote  also  included 
printing  connected  with  the  proceedings 
of  Committees  and  Eoyal  Commissions, 
which  was  also  of  a  very  expensive  kind. 
He  was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish) 
had  obtained  the  !Rctum,  which  showed 
that  no  less  than  £4,700  had  beeu  spent 
in  satisfying  the  demands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  moved  for  the  production  of 
Returns.  The  question  of  economizing 
printing  under  this  head  bad  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Printing  Com- 
mittee during  the  present  Session.  As 
to  the  circulation  of  Papers,  he  might 
mention  that  attempts  were  made  every 
Session  to  discriminate  between  Papers 
which  it  was  probable  a  great  many 
Members  might  not  desire  to  see,  and 
those  which    every  Member  ought  to 

Seruse  in  order  that  they  might  properly 
ischarge  their  duties  in  that  House. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however, 
felt  great  deUcacy  in  withholding  Papers 
from  hon.  Members.  The  Printing  Com- 
mittee had  been  lately  consideiing  hoir 
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ment  and  property  being  vested  in 
public  authorities.  They,  therefore, 
possessed  a  permanent  character  which 

iUEtified  the  recommendation  of  the 
'arliamentary  Papers  Committee.  In 
other  respects  these  institutions  deserved 
every  assistance,  as  they  were  of  great 
use  to  the  working  classes  in  large  towns. 
In  Liverpool  tiio  Town  Council  devoted 
£10,000  a  year  to  its  museum  and 
library,  and  about  1,000,000  volumes 
were  annually  issued.  Manchester  paid 
£5,000  a  year,  and  its  library  issued 
673,432  volumes  annually.  Sheffield 
paid  £1,800  a  year,  and  issued  162,573 
volumes.  The  Birmingham  library 
issued  nearly  250,000  volumes  annually, 
and  so  with  the  libraries  in  similar  pro- 
portions in  other  large  towns.  As  to 
other  public  libraries  connected  with 
mechanics'  institutions,  &c.,  it  was  re- 
commended that  a  Select  Committee 
should  sit  from  year  to  year  to  decide 
to  which  of  them  the  papers  and  blue- 
books  should  be  supplied.  He  believed 
that  there  were  many  intelligent  work- 
ing men  connected  with  those  mstitutions 
who  would  be  glad  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  Parliamentary  Papers, 
and  who  would  probably  make  good  use 
of  them,  by  calling  the  attention  of  their 
representatives  to  many  matters  of  in- 
terest. In  the  case  of  the  Estimates, 
even,  he  thought  it  not  unlikely  that  if 
the  bulky  book  of  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, whioh  they  were  then  discussing, 
were    brought    more    generally    under 

Eublic  notice,  the  effect  would  be  to 
issen.  many  chains  in  future  years. 
In  addition  to  the  ordinary  Parliamen- 
tary Papers,  he  (Mr.  Rylands)  urged 
that  the  calendars  and  historicfil  docu- 
ments published  by  the  Record  Of&ce, 
and  for  which  considerable  auma  of 
public  money  were  voted,  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  free  public  libraries,  estab- 
lished under  Mr.  Ewart's  Act. 

Me.  O'REILLY  DBASE  said,  many 
of  the  documents  printed  by  order  of 
Parliament  were  utterly  worthlesa. 

Mb.  CANDUSH  said,  he  had  heard 
a  great  deJ  of  the  expense  incurred  by 
printing  the  Returns  ofprivate  Members, 
and  in  order  to  test  the  matter  he  had 
moved  for  a  Return  on  thia  subject.  He 
found  that  out  of  an  expenditure  of 
£413,000  last  year  for  ParHamentary 
printing,  the  cost  of  printing  the  Be- 
tums  moved  for  by  private  Members 
did  not  exceed  £4,700.    This  showed 
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were  many  Parliamentary  Papers,  snch, 
for  instance,  aa  the  Poor  Law  Betuma, 
wfaicli  there  would  be  no  use  in  furnish- 
ing to  the  public,  Papers  such  as  the 
Estimates  and  the  Statutes  as  they  were 
passed,  might,  with  advantage,  be  sup- 
plied to  meebanics'  institutes  and  &ee 
libraries  throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  SEBJEAin'  DOWSE  said,  he  had 
been  a  member  of  the  Library  Com- 
mittee of  the  DubUn  Society,  of  which 
the  iliU  of  the  working  classes  were 
members,  and  that  he  found  the  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  with  which  it  was  sup- 
plied were  put  in  ^aees  where  they 
could  not  be  got  at.  He  might  add  that 
if  they  could  be  got  at  they  would  not 
be  read,  and  since  he  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  himself  he   by  no 


&r  the  system  of  printing  only  a  limited 
number  of*  certain  Papers  might  be  ex- 
t«nded,  and  in  many  cases  only  250 
copies  were  printed  instead  of  between 
600  and  700.  One  hon.  Member  had 
suggested  that  instead  of  limiting  the 
circulation  of  these  Papers  they  ought 
to  be  sent  all  over  the  country  for  the 
information  of  the  working  classes ;  but 
ho  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  peo- 
ple had  access  to  so  large  an  amount  of 
ustructiTS  literature  that  they  had  much 
better  not  embark  upon  the  study  of 
Farliamentaiy  Papers  which,  he  thought 
in  many  instances,  would  only  be  mis- 
understood. It  was  far  better  to  leave 
to  periodical  publicists  the  task  which 
they  so  ably  performed  of  populariring 
the  information  contained  in  the  more 
interesting  of  those  documents.  In 
elusion,  he  assured  hon.  Members  that 
the  Printing  Committee  would  do  all  it 
could  to  keep  down  the  expense  of 
printing  within  the  narrowest  limits 
which  were  consistent  with  the  legiti- 
mate requirements  of  the  House. 

Ma.  MONK  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  enormous  item  of 
£9,870,  arising  &om  the  sale  of  waste 
paper,  consisting  of  the  publications  of 
the  Kecord  Office.  He  would  suggest 
that  fewer  copies  of  documents  shoiud  be 
printed.  As  to  sending  the  Parliamentary 
Papers  and  blue  books  to  mechanics' 
institutes  and  free  libraries,  be  had 
tried  the  experiment  in  the  city  he 
represented  (Gloucester),  and  he  after- 
wards found  that  the  copies  he  sent  were 
all  covered  with  dust. 

Ms.  MILLER  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  if  the  printing  was  done  at  the 
lowest  cost  for  which  the  work  could  be 
done.  He  thought  the  salaries  in  the 
Stationery  Office,  in  some  cases,  were 
exorbitant.  There  was  an  Examiner  of 
Binding  at  £450  a  year,  while  a  respect- 
able journeyman  bookbinder  would  do 
the  work  better.  The  same  system 
seemed  to  prevail  here  which  he  was 
ashamed  to  find  in  Scotland— of  first 
appointing  a  big  man  with  a  big  salary, 
and  then  appointing  a  small  man  to  do 
the  work.       

CoLotTEL  STXES  said,  he  supposed 
that  when  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
spoke  of  statistics  being  misleading,  he 
meant  the  word  to  apply  to  his  own  esti- 
mates. Statistics  meant  a  statement  of 
facts,  and  facts  could  not  be  erroneous. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  although  there 

TOL.   CXCVn.      [IHIEI.  9BBIEB.1 


taste  of  those  who  felt  no  inclination  for 
such  reading. 

Ms.  M'LABEN  said,  that  it  made 
little  difference  in  the  expense  of  sup- 
plying a  Parliamentary  Paper,  whether 
200  or  500  copies  were  printed.  The 
great  waste  was  incurred  in  the  print- 
ing of  matter  which  was  totally  useless, 
seeing  that  the  waste  paper  which  was 
sold  for  £13,285  must  have  cost  nearly 
£52,000  in  white  sheets.  For  the  first 
time  in  his  life  he  found  the  work  of 
printing  in  Dublin  cheaper  than  in 
Edinbnii^h.  The  Dublin  OmHU  cost 
£285  17».  2d.,  the  Edinhnrgh  Oatette 
cost  £1,138  19*.  lOrf.  He  should  like 
to  know  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury how  much  of  the  printed  work  in 
the  case  of  the  Edinlvrgh  Gaxttte  was 
done  in  that  city,  how  much  of  it 
was  contracted  for,  and  what  was  the 
date  of  the  contracts.  As  to  sending 
Parliamentary  Papers  to  the  libraries 
throughout  the  country,  that,  he  thought 
would  be  a  useless  expense ;  but  if 
every  Member  were  allowed  to  send, 
free  by  post,  the  copies  whioh  be  did 
not  wish  to  retain,  the  privilege  being 
limited — say,  to  those  who  sent  through 
the  post  office  of  the  House  itself — 
ih  benefit  might  result,  because  then 
they  might  be  sent  to  those  who  were 
known  to  take  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject to  which  they  related. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  pro- 
test gainst  the  closing  sentence  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  remarks.  Of  all  descrip- 
tions of  public  expenditure,  by  tai  the 
worst,  in  his  opinion,  was  that  which 
was  never  brought  to  account,  and  irhioh 
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the  House  of  CommonB  bad  no  means 
of  ascertaiiiing  or  criticizuiK.  If  they 
went  back  to  the  old  system  of  compeUiug 
the  Post  Office  to  do  a  gtaat  deal  of 
gratuitous  work  for  the  public,  they 
vould  be  tasia^  tbe  people  of  this  coun- 
try without  their  knowing  it.  Bills  were 
now  distributed  gratuitously  from,  that 
House,  and  when  it  was  taken  into  ac- 
count how  great  was  the  interest  which 
Sersons  had  in  those  Bills,  and  how 
eeirable  it  was  that  they  should  b« 
speedily  distributed,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  offer  any  objection  to  that  be- 
ing done.  But  to  send  a  lai^e  mass 
of  Parliamentary  Papers  through  the 
Post  Office  &ee  of  charge,  and  thus  to 
impose  a  heavy  tax  on  the  public,  was, 
he  felt  sure,  a  proposal  to  which  his 
hon.  Priend  would  not  adhere.  Experi- 
ence bad  satisfied  the  heads  of  the  Public 
Departments  that  ilie  gratuitous  dis- 
tribution of  these  Papers  was  unwise. 
These  Papers  were  produced  and  sold, 
he  believed,  considerably  under  cost 
price,  and  if  they  were  circulated  gra- 
tuitously there  was  no  doubt  that  many 
would  desire  to  have  them,  who  did  not 
want  them,  merely  because  they  could 
get  them  for  nothing,  taking  no  account 
of  the  &ct  that  the  public  money  had 
been  expendedupon  tnem.  The  subject 
was  a  very  fair  one  for  investigation, 
and  before  anything  was  done  the  matt«r 
should  be  examined  by  a  Committee. 
He  must  s^  a  word  in  defence  of  the 
Stationery  Department.  As  far  as  the 
arrangements  of  the  House  of  Commons 
wore  concerned,  they  were  better  than 
formerly,  but  they  were  still  defective, 
and,  in  tbe  main,  they  were  accountable 
for  the  production  of  this  great  mass  of 
waste  paper.  Jtistioe  should  be  done  to 
the  efforts  of  public  servants  out-of- 
doors  ;  and  he  must  say  that  ever  since 
the  Stationery  Department  was  placed 
under  the  late  Mr.  McCulloch  it  had  been. 
conducted  in  a  spirit  of  great  economy. 
If  there  were  room  for  amendment — as 
he  did  not  deny  there  might  be — he  was 
satisfied  that  any  suggestion  proceeding 
irota  that  House  woiUd  be  met  by  the 
Stationery  Department  in  a  spirit  of 
sympathy  and  co-operation. 

Mb.  MACFIE  said,  he  thought  that  the 
publications  of  the  Patent  Office,  would, 
if  distributed,  be  found  very  acceptable 
by  persons  tlu^ughout  the  country. 

Mr.  miller  said,  that  unless  some 
^tisfactoiy  explanation  of  the  item  of 
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Examiner  of  Binding  were  given  he 
woold  move  that  his  salary,  amounting 
to  £450,  be  struck  out, 

Mb.  AYRTON  stated  that  the  Exa- 
miner of  Binding  superintended  to  a  very 
large  amount  tbe  binding  for  all  the  De- 
partments, and  the  office  must  neces- 
sarily be  filled  by  a  person  of  intelligence 
and  of  considerable  responsibility.  Ha 
was  not  aware  of  the  state  of  the  con- 
tracts in  Edinburgh  ;  but  the  officars  of 
the  (Jovemment  nad  revised  the  con- 
tracts for  the  printing  for  this  House,  and 
had  shown  a  disposition  to  retrench. 

Me.  KENNATRD  said,  that  the  Exa- 
miner of  Binding  ought  to  be  a  practical 
man  and  a  most  competent  person,  for  a 
man  to  do  this  du^  might  be  obtained 
for  £100  a  year.  It  was  melancholy  to 
observe  the  change  in  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Ayrton),  who,  when  an  independent 
Member  below  the  Gangway,  was  moat 
active  in  picking  out  these  faults  in  the 
Estimates,  but  was  now,  when  in  Office, 
the  most  ready  defender  of  them. 

Mb.  HTJNT  said,  that  a  similar  ob- 
servation was  made  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Pabnereton,  and  tbe  noble  Lord  ex- 
plained that  independent  Members,  when 
they  came  into  Office,  found  that  what 
they  had  before  thought  unreasonable  and 
improper  was  both  reasonable  and  proper. 

Mr.  AYBTON  said,  he  had  endea- 
vourod  to  show  that  this  salary  was  not 
for  a  workman,  but  for  a  master,  who 
had  bookbinding  to  the  amount  of 
£39,000  to  superintend,  and  had  a  very 
large  number  of  men  under  him. 

Mb.  SHERLOCK  said,  he  thought 
that  the  House  should  turn  its  attention 
to  large  comprehensive  items,  for  to  strike 
at  these  small  items  was  not  the  true 
principle  of  economy. 

8iB  ROBERT  ANSTRTJTHER  said, 
he  thought,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if 
they  wanted  to  effect  reductions  they 
must  look  after  the  small  items. 

Me.  CRAUFUED  said,  he  wished 
for  further  information  as  to  the  cost  of 
the  paper,  binding,  and  printing. 

Ujt.  MIIiEE  moved  that  the  Tote 
be  reduced  by  £450,  the  salary  of  the 
Examiner  of  Binding,  and  by  £500,  the 
salary  of  the  Examiner  of  Paper,  being 
a  total  reduction  of  £950. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

■■That  m   tixm,   nol   cieecding  £S8>,1SS,  te 
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timamr;  tadefr«r  ths  Chnrga  wbioh  will  ooms 
in  coune  of  pnTment  during  the  jenr  ending  on 
the  31  It  dny  of  MaroK  1670,  for  Stmionery, 
Prinlinf,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  lor  the 
•eiernl  Public  Depnrlmenti,  nnd  for  SuiCinner?, 
Frintinfi,  Binding,  nnd  Piiper  for  the  two  Houtn 
of  I'arlinmsnt,  including  ths  Saiaripg  and  Ex. 
ptnui  of  the  Stationsrj  Offlcs." — [Mr.  MiUtr.') 

Queetion  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  35; 
Noes  110:  Majority  75. 
Original  Question  put,  aad  agretd  to. 

(22.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  lam,  not  eieeeding  £18.337,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majeitf,  to  eomplele  ihs  lum  neoeMatylo 
delrnj  the  Charge  wliioh  will  oome  in  courae  of 
pigment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day 
of  March  1A70.  for  the  Sslarici  and  Expeniei  of 
the  Office  of  Woodi,  Foraala,  and  Land  itevepnea, 
and  of  the  Office  of  Land  RcTcnue,  Reoorda,  and 
InrolmantB." 

Me.  AiDERMAs  W,  LAWEENCE 
eaid,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  an 
item  in  this  Vote  of  £143  ld«.  for  keep- 
ing the  Queen's  Boad,  better  known  ae 
Kendngton  PJace  Gardens,  priTate,  ex-  ^ 
cept  for  carriages.  There  was  a  keeper 
at  ei^er  end  of  the  road,  and  he  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence)  had  himself  seen 
great  inconvenience  arise  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  regulationB  were  en- 
forced. Cabs  with  fares  had  entered  at 
one  gate — the  keeper  being  away — and 
had  been  turned  back  when  they  arrived 
within  a  few  yards  of  the  exit.  When 
the  public  had  been  allowed  to  travel  in 
pubuc  cabs  across  St.  James'  Park  in 
lirontof  the  Boyal  F^ace,  and  also  across 
Hyde  Park,  it  seemed  inconeistent  that 
this  excluBiveness  should  be  maintained 
in  Xensington  Palace  Gardens,  in  regard 
to  a  palace  not  in  the  Royal  occupation, 
and  to  a  road  partly  kept  up  at  die  public 
expense.  The  truUi  was  that  the  Woods 
and  Forests  always  acted  antagonistically 
to  the  public  advantage,  and  were  al- 
ways ready  to  erect  barricades  against 
the  public.  The  road  was  about  100  feet 
■wide,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  cabs 
should  not  traverse  it.  If,  however,  the 
occupants  of  the  houses  insisted  on  keep- 
ing it  private  the  least  they  could  do  was 
to  pay  this  £143  ISs.  \\d. 

Mb.  ATETON  sMd,  that  this  road 
was  part  of  the  estate  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  Woods  and  Forests  were  the 
enardians  of  the  rights  of  the  nation. 
The  mistake  was  in  considering  these 
roada  as  the  proper^  of  the  inhabitants 


of  the  metropolis.  The  estate  in  ques- 
tion was  laid  out  for  improvement,  and 
fine  mansions  were  built  upon  it  on  cer- 
tain conditions  and  with  certain  advan- 
tages, one  of  which  was  that  die  road 
should  be  kept  private.  Other  portions 
of  the  property  of  the  Crown  in  various 
parts  of  the  metropolis  were  let  on  build- 
ing leases  on  similar  terms,  and  the 
leaseholders  claimed  the  right  of  putting 


loi^  ground-rents  they  paid.  Whenever 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  were 
able  to  consider  this  question,  it  would 
be  for  them  to  discover  whether,  and  in 
what  manner,  they  could  free  these 
gates,  with  or  without  compensation,  and 
consistently  with  the  rights  of  particular 
parties.  With  regard  to  the  form  of 
these  accounts,  the  matter  had  been  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts, 
and  their  Report  would  be  considered 
by  the  Government  before  the  next  Esti- 
niat«s  were  framed. 

Me.  LOCKE  said,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  was  in  error  if  he  supposed 
that  these  gates  were  maintained  oy  the 
proprietors  of  the  houses  on  the  estates 
of  tbe  Crown.  He  lived  among  gates 
in  a  part  of  the  town  sometimes  called 
Belgravia,  and  he  and  other  occupiers 
of  houses  paid  £1  1(.  a  year  to  the  peo- 
ple who  looked  after  these  gates.  He 
said  with  confidence  that  the  W'oods  and 
Forests  was  a  Department  which  was 
not  entitled  to  the  ^ghtest  consideration 
iiom  that  House.  It  was  a  Department 
that  was  leagued  ^^ainst  the  British 
public,  and  which  endeavoured  to  do 
them  all  the  mischief  it  possibly  could. 
He  had  the  honour  to  be  the  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Open  Spaces, 
and  it  came  to  their  knowledge  that  the 
Woods  and  Forests  had  let  out  to  dif- 
ferent persons  the  right  to  dig  gravel 
over  Blackheath,  which  was  disfigured 
by  enormous  holes  in  consequence.  And 
how  much  did  the  Committee  think 
the  Woods  and  Forests  received  for 
damaging  and  disfiguring  this  splendid 
recreation  ground  ?  Why,  the  trumpery 
sum  of  £54  a  year.  Blackheath  was  a 
place  on  which  people  rode,  although,  he 
admitted,  it  was  sometimes  on  donkeys. 
That,  perhaps,  was  a  reason  why  so 
aristocratic  a  body  as  the  Woods  and 
Forests  diecouatenanced  such  recreation. 
The  Committee  had  Mr.  Gore  before 
them  and  asked  him  how  he  reconciled 
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it  to  himself  to  commit  sach  an  infamj. 
Strong  words  were,  in  fact,  used  to  Mr. 
Gore,  but  he  cared  not.     He  said — 


irlien  I  do  w  1  am  upl«ld  b/  tboie  ia  bigh  auiho- 


acab 


ritj." 

Mr.  Qore  now  said  that  no  one  in 
should  go  along  this  road 
Palace  Oardene,  and  to  the  power  of 
Ba3dng  this  he  joined  the  power  of  mulct- 
ing the  public  in  the  sum  of  £143  for 
keeping  up  the  road.  This  was  not  a 
new  question,  and  he  commended  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  If  the  inhabitants  of  these 
gardens  insisted  on  having  a  private 
road  let  them  pay  for  it,  like  the  mhabi 
tants  of  Belgravia. 

LoBD  HiaJRY  LENNOX  said,  that 
without  joining  in  an  attack  upon  the 
Woods  and  Forests,  he  hoped  the  road- 
way would  be  opened,  as  a  great  benefit 
would  be  thereby  conferred  on  the  in- 
habitants of  the  district. 

Mr.  KraNAOtD  said,  he  could  en- 
dorse what  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  had  said  respecting  the  Woods 
and  Forests.  The  Thames  Embankment 
had  been  Tehemently  opposed  by  that 
Department,  which  engaged  in  an  ex- 
pensive and  tedious  dispute  with  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  on  the 
subject.  Surely  nothing  could  be  more 
unseemly  than  the  spectacle  of  two  pub- 
lic Departments  fighting  each  other  in 
such  a  manner. 

Mb.  0OLDNET  said,  that  there  were 
in  the  metropolis  no  fewer  than  247  of 
these  private  obstructions.  He  hoped 
the  roadway  would  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  The  CtoTemment  must, 
sooner  or  later,  take  up  this  question  of 
private  obstructions. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  that  two  or  three 
years  ago  he  presented  to  the  House  the 
Report  of  a  Committee,  which  recom- 
mended a  method  of  doling  with  this 
question.  The  recommendation  was  to 
tiie  effect  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  should,  at  the  instance  of  the 
local  authorities,  take  immediate  mea- 
sures to  free  the  metropolis  &om  these  in- 
terruptions of  private  gates.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Board  in  accordance  with 
that  Report,  to  communicate  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
in  order  to  free  the  roads  from  the  gates. 
If  no  steps  had  been  taken  it  must  be 
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owing  to  the  neglect  of  the  local  antho- 

Sm  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  it 
was  not  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to 
enter,  on  the  present  occasion,  into  a 
discussion  of  the  larger  question  raised 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  to 
roads  upon  private  property,  but  to  con- 
sider that  of  a  road  upon  Government 
property,  and  which  was  closed  to  the 
pubhc.  He  moved  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  £143,  the  sum  pmd  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  gatekeepers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That niiim, not  oKi!eding£I8,0B<,b»Enin(«I 
to  Her  Mnjettj,  to  complete  (he  sum  neceturf  to 
iefraj  the  Charge  nbich  will  come  iD  coune  of 
pajmenc  doring  (he  jeitr  ending  on  the  9I«  day 
of  Mnrch  1S70,  For  tbs  Salaries  and  Eipenm  of 
the  Ufiice  of  Wooda,  Fom(>,  and  Land  KcTeouei, 
and  of  the  Office  nr  I^nd  Kacenns,  Recordi,  and 
Inro1meDta."-{Su-  Patrick  (yUrUn.) 

Mb.  Alderi£am  W.  LAWRENCE  said, 
he  was  dissatisfied  with  the  answer  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  This  roadway  could  not  be 
opened  until  the  Government  took  the 
matter  in  hand,  and  it  was  idle,  there- 
fore, to  attempt  to  throw  the  odium  on 
the  Board  of  Works,  or  the  local  autho- 

Mr-  STANSFELD  said,  the  Motion 
could  not  be  received,  as  the  £I43  formed 
no  chat^  in  the  Vote  under  considera- 
tion.   

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  that  the 
money  ought  not  to  be  paid  except  on 
the  assurance  that  the  roadway  would 
be  opened. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Chairman  if  he  was  out  of  Order  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £143  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  it  was 
quite  competent  for  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  AYETON  said,  this  part  of  the 
Crown  estates  was  let  on  building  leases 
at  very  high  rents,  and  the  stun  of  £143 
was  a  portion  of  the  expense  required 
to  obtain  those  high  reuts.  Before  the 
gates  could  be  opened  it  was  necessary 
that  the  local  authorities  of  the  district 
or  of  the  metropolis  should  make  with 
the  Crown  the  arrangements  requisite 
for  converting  that  part  of  the  estates  of 
the  Crown  into apnbhc road. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  would  divide  the  Com- 
mittee if  the  Becietary  to  the  TKasmj 
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vould  give  an  engog^nent  that  tlie  Go- 
Temment  would  brinp  their  influence  to 
bear  npon  the  myatenouB  local  authority 
to  which  he  alluded,  with  the  view  of 
inducing  it  to  open  the  street  for  the 
of  the  public. 

Mb.  BfiOODEN  said,  he  thought 
tbat  25  per  cent  on  the  gross  rental  was 
a  rery  extravagant  Bum  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property. 

Me.  CANDIJSH  said,  that  if  there 
was  a  proprietary  obligation  to  keep  the 
road  closed,  the  lessees  of  die  houBes 
would  have  a  claim  for  compensation  if 
it  were  opened  against  their  consent. 

Me.  ATETON  said,  if  the  local  au- 
thorities, whether  the  parish  or  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  would  undertake 
to  maintain  the  road  ae  a  public  road, 
there  would  be  so  objection. 

Mb.  8TAN8FELD  said,  that  even  if 
the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  Tote 
were  carried,  it  would  in  no  way  effect 
the  object  which  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
made  it  had  in  view,  but  would  merely 
reduce  the  salaries  of  the  clerks.  He 
might  add  that  the  Motion  was  not 
needed  to  induce  the  Oovemment  to 
look  into  the  matter  in  the  public  in- 
terest, 

Sm  PATBICZ  O'BRIEN  said,  after 
that  promise  he  would  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(23.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  TbalKiDin.  not axeeeding  £18,722,  b«;raDted 
to  Her  MnJcBIf,  to  eamplete  Ihe  lum  necemr;  la 
dclrnr  the  Clmrge  which  will  coma  in  course  of 
parmcnt  during  the  jsar  ending  on  the  3let  dkj 
or'MdTch  187D,  Tor  the  Snlariea  nnd  Eipeniei  of 
tba  OOco  of  llie  Commiiaionen  of  Uer  Hijeetj'a 
Work*  and  Public  Baililinga." 

Mb.  SCLATflR-BOOTH  said,  he  had 
to  complain  that  a  correspondence  which 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  pro- 
mised some  time  am  should  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  relating  to  the 
changes  which  had  been  made  in  the 
establishment  of  Works  and  Public 
Buildings,  had  not  been  produced.  The 
Estimate,  as  it  stood,  contained  on  the 
face  of  it  no  explanation  of  those  changes, 
and  he  was  disposed,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, to  ask  that  it  should  be 
postponed.  From  the  Estimato  it  ap- 
peared that  the  expenses  of  the  secre- 
tariat had  been  redooed  by  £500  a  year. 


but  then  there  was  a  new  officer  called 
the  Surveyor  of  Works,  who  was  to 
have  £750  a  year,  so  that  there  was  a 
net  increase  for  die  secretariat  in  reality 
of  £250  a  year.  Then  the  salary  of  the 
Architect  and  Surveyor  was  reduced 
from  £1,000  a  year  to  £750.  The  ar- 
chitect was  Mr.  Pennethome,  and  it  was 
reported  that  diat  gentleman  had  been 
dismissed,  and  that  the  reduction  of 
salary  was  connected  with  his  dismissal. 
He  should  like  to  know  who  was  the 
officer  who  was  to  succeed  Mr.  Penne- 
thome, and  what  were  to  be  hie  duties. 

Mb.  LAYAIU)  said,  that  when  he  had 
acceded  to  his  present  office,  he  found 
that  a  most  valuable  public  officer,  Hr. 
Austin,  the  Secretaiy,  having  resigned 
his  place,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
fill  it  up  without  delay.  He  at  the  same 
time  found  no  officer  in  the  Department 
competent  to  give  the  First  Commis- 
sioner advice  on  the  many  questions 
relating  to  architecture  and  estimatos 
which  were  constantly  being  brought  be- 
fore him.  Mr.  Pennethome  was  called 
the  architectural  adviser  of  the  Office  of 
Works,  but  he  was  at  the  same  time  an 
architoct  engaged  in  the  practice  of  Ms 
art,  and  therefore  he  did  not  feel  that  it 
was  open  to  him  to  give  an  opinion  on 
die  estimates  and  plans  of  other  archi- 
tects. He  thought  it  fair,  Mr.  Austin 
having  resigned,  that  he  should  be  suo- 
ceeded  by  Mr.  Q-eorge  Bussell,  a  gentle- 
man who  had  long  filled  the  office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  with  much  ability. 
A  place  then  remained  to  be  filled,  and 
it  seemed  to  him'  that  it  ought  to  be 
filled  by  a  gentleman  of  competent 
architectural  knowledge,  who  was  at  the 
same  time  not  a  practising  architect,  and 
who  could  advise  the  First  Commissioner 
npon  the  questions  connected  with 
public  buildings  which  were  constantly 
brought  before  him.  It  was  difficult  to 
find  such  a  person,  and,  indeed,  there 
was  but  one  name  which  presented 
itself,  and  that  was  that  of  Mr.  Fer- 
gusson.  He  proposed  to  that  gentleman 
that  he  should  accept  the  office  of  Secre- 
tary for  Works  and  Buildings,  and  the 
House  would  admit  that  the  salaiy  of 
£750  was  a  moderate  one  for  a  gentle- 
man of  his  distinction  and  reputation. 
For  a  short  time  Mr.  Pennethome  would 
continue  in  office,  as  it  was  thought  de- 
sirable to  retain  his  services  while  oer* 
tain  sales  and  Oovemment  works,  in 
which  he  was  directly  concerned,  werq 
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going  on.  A  reduction  of  £200  was 
made  in  the  salary  of  the  Secretaiy.  The 
Surveyor  of  Works,  Mr,  Hunt,  who  had 
£1,000  a  year,  agreed  to  a  reduction  of 
25  per  cent.  Other  aalariea  had  also 
been  reduced,  and  now,  with  the  addi- 
tion of  Ht.  Fei^sson,  there  was  no  in- 
crease of  expense  in  the  staff  of  the 
Department.     ^^ 

Mk.  QOLDNET  said,  he  understood 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  expla- 
nation that  Mr.  Fennethome  was  dis- 
missed because  he  had  private  buainess, 
and  that  a  Surveyor  of  Works  was  ap- 
pointed who  was  still  to  have  the  power 
of  oartTing  on  private  business. 

Mr.  LAYABD  said,  that  in  the  one 
case  an  architect  had  been  employed 
who  received  a  percent^e,  and  m  the 
other  case  the  person  employed  would 
onl^give  his  professional  advioe  without 
having  to  oonstract  any  buildings  for 
the  Government. 

Me.  hunt  said,  that  the  question 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nad  re- 
mained unanswered,  which  waawhycer- 
tain  correspondence  passing  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  had  not  been  produced  ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  Vote  should  be  post- 
poned until  the  correspondence  was 
produced.  The  reduction  in  the  Tote 
appeared  to  be  only  nominal,  as  the 
travelling  expenses  had  increased. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  there  were  two 
questions — that  of  the  permanent  ar- 
rangement and  that  of  the  temporary. 
The  former  architect  and  surveyor  was 
in  the  delicat«  position  of  being  con- 
sulting and  advising  officer  of  the  De- 
partment, while,  at  the  same  time,  he 
had  the  privilege  of  undertaking  works 
for  the  Government,  on  which  he  was 
paid  by  a  percentage  as  in  his  private 
practice ;  therefore,  m  the  latter  capacity 
be  came  into  competition  with  any  ar- 
chitect whom  the  Government  might 
desire  to  employ,  and  could  not,  conse- 
quently, properly  revise  the  operations 
at  a  person  who  might  be  his  competitor. 
In  the  new  Secretary  for  Works  and 
Buildings  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
find  on  officer  able  to  advise  biin  on  all 
operations  in  his  Department.  With 
r^^ard  to  Mr.  Penne^ome,  it  was  ne- 
eessary  to  make  a  special  arrai^ement 
to  the  effect  that  he  should  complete  the 
works  which  he  had  in  hand.  The 
Papers  were  now  in  readiness  fi)r  pro- 
duotion,  and  would  be  jvesented.  Titay 
Mr.  Layard 


1708 

had  not  been  kept  bock  an  hour  longer 
than  was  neoessai^,  and  there  was  evm 
now  wanting  one  letter  to  complete  the 
correspondence.  He  trusted,  tnerefore, 
the  Committee  would  not  think  it  neoes- 
saiT  to  postpone  the  Vote, 

Colonel  SYEES  said,  he  hoped  there 
would  be  a  reduction  in  the  furniture 
dqwrtment.  One  of  the  charges  was 
for  a  cleik  of  the  furniture,  with  a  salary 
of  £600  a  year ;  while  altogether  not 
less  than  fifteen  persons  were  emplt^ed 
in  that  department. 

Mr.  BOWBING  said,  he  wished  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  great  value  of  Mr. 
Hunt's  services. 

LoBD  HENHY  LENNOX  said,  he 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  not  object 
to  the  postponement  of  this  Tote.  The 
correspondence  relative  to  the  change  in 
the  ofEice  had  been  promised  Uiree 
months  ago,  and  had  not  yet  been  pri>- 
duced.  What  the  Committee  desired  to 
know  was  why  a  gentleman  of  tii. 
Hunt's  qualifioationB  had  consented  to 
take  a  salaiy  of  £750  instead  of  £1,000. 
Was  he  to  be  recouped  by  any  portitm 
of  the  item  in  which  there  was  a  large 
increase  for  travelling  and  personal  ex- 
penses?^   

8m  WILLIAM  GALLWET  said,  he 
also  desired  to  bear  testimony  to  Uie 
eminent  character  and  valuable  serrioea 
of  Mr.  Hunt.  He  wished,  however,  to 
know  whether  Mr.  Fergusson  and  Mr. 
Hunt  were  to  have  the  priviWe  of  car- 
rying on  private  business  F  He  did  not 
believe  that  a  more  able  or  more  difr- 
interested  person  existed  than  Mr.  Feo- 
nethome,  who  was  also  an  old  servant 
of  the  Government.  He  wished  to  know 
if  that  gentleman  was  ta  leave  the 
service  without  any  retiring  pension  or 
allowance. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  wheliier  it  was  not  the  fact  that  aQ 
estimates  and  plans  for  public  buildings 
in  Scotland  were  prepared  by  one  gem- 
tleman,  Mr.  Matheson,  at  a  salary  <^ 
£925,  He  oould  not  understand  how 
fifteen  persons  appointed  to  examine 
himiture  for  the  public  offices  should 
receive  a  yearly  sum  of  £4,000, 

Mb.  LAYABD  said,  Mr.  Hunt  hod 
behaved  in  the  most  generous  manner. 
The  desire  being  to  make  the  office  mora 
efficient  without  increasing  the  expen- 
diture, Mr.  Hunt  had  himself  offered  to 
give  up  35  per  cent  of  his  retaining  fee. 
No  part  of  that  reduotion  would  b 
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inga  resultiitg;  &om  these  inveatigatioiiB 
amounted  to  man}'  thousands  a  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Orig:iaal  Qnestdon  put,  and  agrud  to. 

(24.)  £16,000,  Foreign  and  other 
Secret  Services. 

Mb.  Aij)eki£ait  LtJSK  said,  he  wished 
to  express  his  gratification  at  the  reduc- 


up  by  allowances  for  travelling  and  per- 
sonal expenses.  Mr.  Hunt  was  a  most 
valuable  public  servant,  and  had  saved 
the  office  many  thousands  of  pounds. 
There  was  no  intention  to  lay  the  slightest 
blame  on  Mr.  Fennethorae,  and  the  only 
object  had  been  to  release  him  &om  a 
diaagreeable  position.  Mr.  Fergusson 
was  not  a  practising  architect,  and  could 
give  an  independent  opinion  on  all  mat- 
ers connected  with  architecture.  He 
oould  state  that  during  the  three  or  four 
months  Mr.  Fergusson  had  been  in  office 
his  services  had  saved  many  thousands 
of  pounds  to  the  public.  With  regard 
to  the  Scottish  business,  the  salary  of 
£925  did  not  include  travelling  expenses. 
He  should  use  the  best  exertions  he 
oould  to  reduce  the  expenditure  on  fur- 
niture, not  only  in  London,  but  in 
all  the  pubhc  offices  wherever  placed. 
Mr.  Austin,  it  ia  believed,  had  saved 
£50,000  a  year  by  his  i^stem  of  checks 
on  ^e  expenditure  on  mmiture,  and  it 
was  this  gentleman  who  formed  the 
present  staff  and  introduced  the  present 

rem.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
lan  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt)  would  not 
insist  on  the  postponement  of  the  Vote, 
which  would  lead  to  great  inconvenience. 
There  had  realty  been  no  desire  to  delay 
the  production  of  the  correspondence. 
As  soon  as  Mr.  Fennethome  had  finished 
the  works  in  hand  he  would  receive  his 
pension,  and  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  arrangements  made. 

Mb.  CEAUFUKD  said,  many  Gen- 
tlemen round  him  were  not  at  aU  satis- 
fied with  the  explanation  relative  to 
furniture.  While  the  item  for  fiimiture 
was  £14,000,  the  cost  of  examining  the 
fiimituro  accounts  was  £4,000  a  year. 
He  moved  to  reduce  the  Yote  by  half 
that  item— namely,  £2,000. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion proposed, 

"  That  &  inni,  not  Bxoceding  £1  S,T33,  ba  gnnted 
to  Hsr  Majeitj,  to  complela  (he  mm  neceiurj  to 
dafraj  tbe  Chuga  whjoh  w[ll  coma  in  conrM  of 
pkTDWDt  dnring  tba  j>e>r  enillag  on  the  Slit  1U7 
of  Hartih  1870,  far  tba  SmlariM  and  Kipaniea  of 
tbe  OSes  of  the  Commiiuooeri  of  Her  MnJMtr'i 
Wotki  ftod  Publio  Buildiagi," — (Jfr.  Crau/unf.) 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that  one  of  the 
most  onerous  duties  thrown  upon  the 
Office  of  Works  was  to  control  and  ex- 
amine the  demands  for  furniture  and 
fittings  which  were  incessantly  made 
firom  ail  ^  other  Departments.  The  aav- 


tion  of  £s,000  in  this  Vote,  and  assumed 
that  next  veor  would  see  a  fiirther  and 

aimilar  reduction. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(2S.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Thkt>nira,not  eioeedlng  £4,3lT,  ba  grantect 
Ber  Majeatj,  to  complete  the  turn  nfoeiurf  to 
'bxf  the  Ch&i-ga  which  will  come  in  coune  of 
Limeot  during  the  ;eiir  ending  on  the  SUt  day 
Mnroh  18T0,  for  Lhe  9,t\w\n  and  Exptnies  of 
the  Department  of  the  Queen's  and  Lord  'i're>< 
■nrcr'e  Ramembnncer  In  the  Exchequer,  Scot- 
land, of  certain  Offlaera  in  Scotland,  and  other 
Chugei  formerlj  paid  from  the  UaretlilsTj 
ReTeaue." 

Mb.  AuiEBiiAir  LITSIC  said,  he  must 
object  to  the  item  of  £217  13«.  for 
Queen's  Flates.  He  viewed  with  much 
disapprobation  and  feelings  akin  to  dis- 
gust the  system  of  plunder  carried  on  in 
connection  with  races,  which  led  to  men 
ruining  themselves  by  wholesale.  This 
might  be  of  Httle  consequence  to  Dukea 
and  Earls,  who  were  supposed  to  be 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves,  but  he 
much  feared  that  the  same  system  was 
widely  amongst  the  lower 
and  the  House  ought  not  to  en- 
cour^^  it.  He  denied  that  there  waa 
any  real  pleasure  or  amusement  in  this 
feverish  pursuit,  and  looked  upon  the 
allegation  of  improvement  in  the  breed 
of  horses  as  a  mere  pretence  to  cover  a 
most  demoralizing  system.  He  moved 
that  the  Voto  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£217  13*.  for  Queen's  FLatee. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Qnes- 
tjon  proposed, 

"That  the  Itam  of  £317  13t.,  for  Qaeen't 
Platei,  be  omitted  from  the  propeaed  Vota.".^ 

{ItT.Lutk.) 

Me.  8CLATER- booth  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman Uia  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  state,  before  the  Eeport  waa 
brought  up,  what  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  office 
of  Lord  Treasurer  and  Queen'a  F 
brancer? 
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Mb.  ATETON  replied  in  the  affirma- 
tive, 

Mb.  M'LABEN  Boid,  he  mehed  to 
\aow  the  amount  of  fees  received  in  the 
Lord  Lyon'eOffice  for  patents  of  heraldry, 
and  why  they  were  not  stated  in  the 
Estimate  ? 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  conld  not  at 
present  answer  the  queation,  but  he 
would  make  inquiry  and  state  the  result. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  73; 
Noes  191  :  Majority  113. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

House  Ttiumed. 

Sesolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
nttday. 


PAROCHIAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[Bill  18*.]— [Lonfi.] 

SECOND  SEASmO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said:  I  think,  Sir,  looking  at  the 
lateness  of  the  hour,  and  on  the  terms  of 
the  understanding  which  we  have  come 
to  with  some  of  t£e  Scotch  Members  of 
this  House,  I  shall  content  myself  on  the 
present  occasion  with  stating  veiy  shortly 
the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  Bill  sent  down  to  us  from '  *  another 
place"  leaving  the  general  discussion  of 
the  details  until  we  go  into  Committee. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  impossible  not  to 
acknowledge  the  very  great  importance 
of  the  measure  the  second  reading  of 
which  I  have  now  to  move — an  import- 
ance which,  in  my  opinion — and  I  uiink 
in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Gflvem- 
ment — was  not  in  the  least  exaggerated 
in  the  Mwech  of  tte  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  who  introduced  it  in 
"another  place."  We  have  spent  this 
Session  in  doing,  or  in  attempting  to  do, 
what  is  termed  on  this  side  of  the  House 
on  act  of  justice  to  5,000,000  of  our 
countrymen  in  Ireland.  But,  Sir,  I 
think  it  will  be  not  less  a  distinction  of 
this  the  first  Session  of  the  first  Re- 
formed Parliament  that,  while  we  have 
disestablished  and  disendowed  theChurch 
of  the  minority  in  Ireland,  we  shall  have 
established  and  endowed  a  system  of 
Mr.  Selaitr-Booth 
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education  for  the  whole  of  our  3,000, 000 
countiymen  north  of  the  Tweed. 

I  propose  to  confine  myself  at  present 
to  a  simple  outline  of  this  Bill — to  ex- 
plain the  alterations  we  propose  to  make 
upon  the  Bill  as  it  has  been  sent  down  to 
us  from  the  House  of  Lords.  There  are 
some  things,  certainly,  I  need  not  en- 


large upon. 


I  need  not  in  this  House, 


and  speaking  to  Scotch  Members,  say  a 
word  on  the  importance  of  the  education 
of  the  people.  We  have  known  it  by 
experience,  and  are  encour^ed  by  that 
experience  to  attach  to  it  the  importance 
we  do.  And,  at  the  same  time,  I  would 
remind  hon.  Members  that,  while  we  are 
proposing  to  reduce  pauperism,  and  are 
dealiog  with  social  questions  in  order  to 
the  removal  of  crime,  what  we  can  do  in 
the  way  of  education  will  prove  of  greater 
importance  than  anything  else  we  could 
do,  and  if  we  can  succeed,  therefore,  in 
founding,  as  we  hope  to  do,  a  system  of 
education  which  will  thoroughly  educate 
the  people,  we  shall  do  more  to  diminish 
poor  rates,  to  diminish  intemperance,  and 
to  diminish  crime  than  all  the  Bills  for 
the  direct  purpose  of  such  diminution 
that  will  be  passed  by  this  Parliament. 
In  the  second  place.  Sir,  there  is  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion  in  Scotland  on  the 
question  that  a  national  system  of  educa- 
tion is  preferable  to  a  denominational 
one.  I  need  not  prove  it,  because  we 
have  experienced  the  benefit  of  it.  We 
have  a  national  system  of  education,  and 
we  seek  to  extend  it.  The  reasons  why 
we  are  attached  to  a  national  system 
are,  in  the  first  place,  that  denomina- 
tional efforts  will  not  accomplish  the 
work  we  seek  to  do.  We  may  indeed 
in  some  special  districts  so  conduct  edu- 
cation on  the  denominational  system  as  to 
be  able  to  say  that  the  average  of  edu- 
cation is  high ;  but  what  is  it  to  the  dis- 
trict where  the  average  is  low  that  in 
some  other  more  favoured  quartor  the 
average  is  high  ?  Our  object  is  to  bring 
education  to  the  door  of  the  people,  and 
we  should  not  have  done  our  duty  if  we 
had  left  any  part  of  the  country  without 
the  means  of  education  lumished  to  it. 
Therefore,  what  we  propose,  and  are  in 
favour  of,  is  that  we  sheJI  have  a  system 
of  national  education  not  dependent  upon 
voluntary  effort — not  resting  on  deno- 
minational work — not  dependent,  there- 
fore, upon  fitful  efforts  of  individuals, 
but  fixed  down  by  legal  provisions,  so 
that  it  shall  not  be  chance,  but  o   ' 
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that  the  education  of  the  people  is  pro- 
vided for.  But  there  is  another  element 
in  the  national  system  to  which  I  attach 
very  great  value.  It  is  strongly  the  view 
of  Scotland  that  all  the  people  should 
be,  if  possible,  educated  in  the  same 
school.  All  ranks,  all  religions,  should 
be  BO  educated.  That  was  the  old 
Scotch  principle,  and  therefore.  Sir,  I 
need  not  say  more  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  a  national  system  of  edu- 
cation la  the  right  one.  We  have  it 
already,  and  wish  to  extend  it.  The 
third  matter  of  general  topic  I  think  I 
may  exclude,  is,  that  education  in  the 
local  schools  ought  not  to  lie  confined  to 
the  elemeutary  branches.  "We  have  been 
in  the  habit  in  our  parochial  schools  of 
considering  them,  not  as  merely  elemen- 
tary schools,  but  as  schoolaforthe  whole 
people  of  the  district  in  which  they  are 
placed.  Many  men  who  have  risen  to 
eminence  since  have  never  received  any 
education  except  what  they  received  in 
one  of  these  schoola.  I  believe  also  that 
a  very  large  percentage  of  the  students 
who  enter  at  the  Scotch  Universities 
come  directly  from  the  parish  schools,  and 
I  should  therefore  be  very  sorry  to  loee 
eight  of  this  principle  indeed.  I  hope 
that,  under  the  measure  we  have  now 
before  us,  it  may  be  still  further  en- 
larged. These  are  the  general  principles 
of  our  system — that,  wherever  an  efficient 
school  is  required,  such  a  school  shall  be 
had.  That  is  a  very  simple  proposition, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  noble  one.  It  ie  one 
that  has  not  yet  been  accomplished  in 
this  country,  and,  as  far  as  we  can  see,  it 
is  not  yet  on  the  eve  of  accomplishment. 
If  we  can  accomplish  this  by  this  Bill, 
it  appears  to  me  we  can  afford  to  dis- 
regard a  great  deal  of  those  minor 
topics  upon  which  so  much  difference  of 
opinion  exists.  We  shall  have  done  a 
great  wort,  and  we  may  trust  to  other 
Sessions  and  other  men  to  cany  on  the 
work.  In  the  means  by  which  this  ob- 
ject is  to  be  accompUshed  we  do  not  aim 
at  any  theoretical  symmetry ;  we  wish  to 
produce  a  measure  such  as  can  be  passed 
into  law ;  and  we  take  it  that  the  Bill  I 
now  hold  in  my  hand  is  the  best  evidence 
that  it  is  one  thing  to  start  with  theo- 
retical views  of  education,  and  another 
thing  to  pass  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  a  measure  which  shall  ac- 
complish it.  I  have  every  reason  to  say 
this,  for  it  is  now  nearly  sixteen  years 
BiQce  I  first  bad  the  honour  to  endeavour 


to  promote  education  in  Scotland.  It  was 
not  for  want  of  support  from  the  people 
that  we  failed,  but  because  we  differed 
upon  details  of  measures  of  this  kind ; 
and  if  we  are  now  to  succeed  it  will  not 
be  by  standing  stiff  upon  what  we  are 
pleased  to  call  general  principles,  but  by 
endeavouring  to  find  out  the  best  means 
we  can  for  overcoming  these  difficulties. 
In  the  earliest  Scotdi  Education  Bills 
we  were  looked  upon  as  political  oapi- 
talists,  and  the  Bills  did  not  pass  ;  but 
alas.  Sir,  while  our  Bills  are  brought  in 
and  lost,  education  stands  still,  but 
crime,  intemperance,  and  poverty  make 
rapid  strides.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is 
a  Gentleman  here  who  does  not  know 
how  great  is  the  neccKsity  of  somethine 
to  be  done.  The  Eeport  of  the  Boyu 
Commission  estimates  that  90,000  chil- 
dren in  Scotland  are  now  destitute  of  edu- 
cation, and  therefore  I  entreat  hon. 
Members  to  take  this  subject  in  hand, 
and  in  no  party  spirit  endeavour  to  make 
the  best  of  it.  I  hope  this  subject  will 
be  approached  purely  on  its  own  merits 
apart  from  all  extraneous  considerations ; 
that  it  will  be  approached  simply  with  a 
view  to  do  what  is  beat  for  the  educa- 
tional interests  of  the  country.  With 
that  view,  the  original  propoeal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govenunent  was  not  to  in- 
troduce any  absolutely  new  system,  but 
rather  to  adopt  and  adapt  what  we 
have.  We  found  the  venerable  old 
system  of  the  parochial  schools,  and 
side  by  side  with  diese  —  and  grown 
up  from  the  parochial  system  more  or 
less — a  large  number  of  other  schools, 
all  doing  a  great  work  in  the  country; 
and  what  we  proposed  to  do  was,  out 
of  the  materials  which  we  have,  to  con- 
struct a  national  system  of  achools, 
trusting  to  time  and  the  operation  of 
of  die  Bill  for  its  gradual  development 
into  a  symmetrica  and  harmonious 
whole.  The  means  we  took  to  effect 
this  object  were  simple.  We  proposed 
to  leave  these  schools  exactly  as  they 
were  exceptii^  to  provide  for  their  in- 
spection. It  was  proposed  to  throw  the 
schools  on  the  rates,  and  we  afforded  faci- 
lities for  that  being  done.  It  was  thought 
advisable,  with  the  view  of  making  the 
system  general  and  equal  In  its  opera- 
tion, that  there  should  be  some  central 
authority,  and  we  provided  that  in  the 
shape  of  the  Board  suggested  by  the 
Boyal  Commission.  The  duties  of  that 
Board  were  to  superintend  the  Bobools 
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generall;,  to  ascertain  irfaat  schools  were 
required  in  order  to  supply  the  wants  of 
the  country;  and,  when  it  was  ascer- 
tained that  tiese  echools  were  required, 
there  were  provisiona  under  which  they 
should  be  established  in  harmony  with 
the  general  Bystem.  The  Bill  was  not 
framed  upon  any  theory  of  one  party 
or  another,  but  was  the  offspring  of  a 
Boyal  Commission,  composed  of  all 
parties,  including  the  Q^tleman  who 
held  the  Office  I  now  have  the  honour  to 
hold  in  the  Qovemment,  and  Sir  Tames 
Fergnsson,  Under  Secretary  to  the  Home 
Department,  and  other  persons  strongly 
imbued  with  Conservative  aa  well  as 
Liberal  prepossessions ;  and  they  all  came 
to  be  of  one  mind  upon  the  subject. 
They  were  unanimous  in  regard  to  most 
of  the  proTisione  of  the  measure,  and 
there  were  only  three  dissentients  in 
respect  of  its  details.  The  Bill  has  come 
down  &om  "  another  place  "  altered  no 
doubt  in  many  material  points,  but  still 
in  such  a  form  as  to  be  capable  of  being 
made  a  good  working  measure.  The 
alterations  that  have  been  made  relate 
mainly  to  the  rural  schools ;  tbe  arrange- 
ment with  respect  to  the  bui^h  schools 
is  left  exactly  as  it  was,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Town  Council.  The  result  is,  that 
we  find  for  the  first  time  in  my  experi- 
ence in  this  House  a  concurrence  on  the 
part  of  the  other  House  in  a  measure — 
at  all  erentfl  as  regards  education  in  the 
burghs — which  would  be  a  most  material 
boon  to  the  country.  The  (question  now 
is  whether  the  altorations  with  respect  to 
the  rural  districts  are  of  such  a  nature 
that  we  ought  on  that  account  to  give  up 
the  whole  Bill.  I  do  not  think  they  are. 
I  was  surprised  in  looking  over  the 
Amendments  on  the  Bill  to  see  how  few 
of  these  involved  points  of  matorial 
difference.  But  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
generally  into  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
I  promised  to  explain  the  altorations 
which  we  think  necessary  on  those 
Amendments.  In  doing  so  I  shall  speak, 
first,  of  the  central  authority ;  secondly, 
of  the  local  authority ;  thirdly,  of  the 
question  of  denominational  grants ;  and 
lastly,  1  shall  make  a  few  observa- 
tions  with  respect  to  the  schoolmasters, 
and  the  share  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
this  process.  The  central  authority,  as 
originally  proposed  by  the  Government, 
was  an  elective  representative  body,  to 
which  it  was  proposed  to  delegate  the 
niperviraon  of  the  systom,  but  not  the 
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nand  of  the  Amds.  The  funds  to 
be  provided  by  the  Privy  Council  were 
left  to  be  managed  by  the  Privy  Council, 
and  over  these  the  central  authority  were 
to  have  no  power.  The  central  authority 
was  to  consist  of  representatives  from  the 
counties,  the  burghs,  the  UniversitieB, 
the  schoolmasterB,  and  bonlies  of  that 
kind.  In  the  House  of  Lords  that  has 
been  altered,  and  it  is  proposed,  as  the 
Bill  now  stands,  that  the  central  authori^ 
should  be  a  paid  Board,  nominated  by 
the  Crown.  I  most  carefiilly  considered 
— and  I  considered  it  with  a  sincere  de- 

to  arrive  at  the  conclusion — whether 
it  might  not  be  possible  to  manage  the 
affairs  of  education  in  Scotland  by  the 
Privy  Council  without  the  intervention 
any  separate  Scottish  management, 
and  I  came  very  clearly  to  the  concluHion 
that  that  was  impossible.  The  duties 
which  are  to  be  devolved  on  this  Board 
are  dutieB  that  must  be  administered  in 
Scotland.  In  the  first  place,  it  has  to  be 
administered  geographically  and  locally, 
and  fr«m  lociQ  information  as  to  where 
new  schools  are  required.    In  the  second 

E^Ace,  it  is  under  the  condition  of  the 
ill  a  very  important  judicial  tribunal 
for  the  trial  and  suspension  and  de- 
privation of  schoolmasters  for  a  num- 
ber of  offences.  Then  the  whole  system 
of  education  in  Scotland  is  so  pecnliar 
that  no  proposition  of  that  kind  would 
be  satisfactory  or  acceptable  to  thepeople 
of  Scotiand.  Accordingly  in  all  the  £»• 
cuesions  on  the  subject — in  the  evidence 
before  the  Commission,  in  the  publio 
meetings  which  have  been  held,  m  the 
debates  in  "  another  place,"  among  the 
deputations  that  have  come  to  London 
since  the  BiU  was  passed  in  the  other 
House — there  has  never  been  any  doubt 
or  hesitation  expressed  upon  the  subject 
that  Scotch  man^ement  was  essential 
to  make  the  Bill  effectual.  Sir,  I  know 
that  there  are  differences  of  opinion  upon 
this  subject.  I  beheve  that  Boards,  as 
they  are  called,  are  unpopular  among  a 
certain  section  of  my  fellow  Members. 
Whether  that  view  be  altogether  founded 
on  fact  is  a  question  into  which  it  is  im- 
necessaxy  to  go ;  but  it  is  at  least  certain 
that  the  amounts  apent  by  the  depart- 
ments managed  by  Boards  in  BcoU&nd 
are  much  less  compared  with  the  ex- 
penditure of  similar  departments  in 
England  and  Ireland.  But  I  will  not 
raise  any  discussion  on  the  subject. 
Have  we  not  enough  of  difflcullieii  to 
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oontend  with  on  the  eahject  of  ednoadon  ? 
No  Education  Bill  has  yet  been  eub- 
stantiTely  brought  forward  for  any  part 
of  the  Kingdom.  We  have  now  a  chance 
in  Scotlaad.  We  have  the  beet  chance 
we  have  had  for  the  last  twenty  years. 
Our  difBcnltiee  are  vanishing  away,  and 
even  from  "another  place,"  where  the 
views  entertained  on  this  question  are 
materiaUy  different  from  that  which 
prevail  here,  we  have  this  year  sent 
down  a  Bill  in  a  shape  in  which  at  least 
it  may  be  made  useful  and  manafeable. 
We  ought,  then,  not  to  throw  t£is  ad- 
TOntage  aside  and  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  controverted  questions  and 
oollateral  issues  not  neoessaiy  to  the 
adjustment  of  this  matter,  however  im- 
portant in  themselves.  I  do  not  want 
to  anticipate  diecuuion  on  this  matter, 
but  it  involves  important  topics  for  dis- 
cussion and  inquiry  ;  but  suralythe  con- 
sideration of  that  matter  ought  not  to 
be  thrown  across  the  qneetion  of  educa- 
tion. I  trust,  in  considering  this  pro- 
posal that  I  am  now  about  to  make,  it 
will  be  considered  entirely  apart  from 
these  controverted  topics  and  dealt  with 
on  its  own  merits,  with  this  single  ob- 
jeot  in  view,  and  with  our  eye  lurected 
to  this  one  end — how  shall  we  best  edu- 
cate the  people  of  Scotland.  What  I 
purpose  is  this — We  feel  that  a  per- 
manent Board  nominated  by  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  be  satisfactory.  We  do 
not  think  that  the  system  of  election  and 
representation  of  the  present  constituen- 
cies can  be  very  easily  adapted  to  the 
purpose,  and  we  propose  a  temporary 
Council  for  three  yean,  with  power  to 
the  Queen  in  Council  to  extend  its  ex- 
istence for  a  longer  period.  We  propose 
tiiat  the  Board  shall  consist  of  ue  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  for  Scotland,  for 
the  purpose  of  advising  them  on  legal 
quertions,  of  which  there  may  be  a  good 
many  at  starting.  We  propose  that 
there  shall  be  other  five  members,  who 
shall  be  paid  in  this  way~— The  Chair- 
man shall  be  paid  £500  a  year,  and  the 
other  four  members  shall  be  paid  three 
guineas  for  each  attendance  up  to  fifty 
attendances.  Thus,  none  of  these  gen- 
tlemen will  be  in  a  position  to  male  a 
livelihood  out  of  their  position  as  Com- 
missioners or  Uembers  of  the  Board, 
and  at  the  same  time  there  will  be  an 
inducement  to  regular  attendance  which 
will  not  reach  a  very  extravagant  amount. 
The  expense  of  such  an  establishment 
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will  certainly  be  far  short  of  that 
which  many  such  establishments  cost. 
On  the  other  band,  I  believe  it  will 
result  in  a  considerable  d^ree  of  effi- 
ciency. I  may  state  that  in  a  matter 
of  such  importance,  when  such  extensive 
powers  ana  authoritiee  are  to  be  given 
to  the  Board,  it  is  only  right  that  the 
House  should  know,  before  ultimately 
deciding  on  the  measure,  whom  we  pro- 
pose to  appoint  Commiseionen  under 
the  Bill;  and  in  that  way  the  public 
wiU  gain  additional  confidence  if  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  are  com- 
municated. That  is  the  proposal  which 
we  make  with  r^ard  to  management. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  in  three  years 
this  educational  machine  will  be  fairly 
started,  and  though  some  hon.  Members 
may  favour  a  more  ideid  system  of  ma- 
nagement, I  do  not  think  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  give  up  that  machine.  That, 
however,  is  a  question  which  it  will  he 
for  the  country  to  consider  at  the  time. 

I  now  come  to  the  question  of  the  local 
authority,  which  has  been  very  strangely 
dealt  with  in  "  another  place."  I  confess 
I  cannot  altogether  understand  theviewa 
upon  which  the  iterations  have  been 
made.  The  Commissioners  came  to  the 
Dondusian  that  the  parochial  schools 
should  remain  managed  as  they  are  at 
present,  with  a  power  to  the  heritors  to 
throw  them  upon  the  rates  if  they  thought 
fit.  The  management  of  the  parochial 
schools  has  everything  gainst  it  but  one 
thing.  It  is  a  management  which  it  is 
impossible  to  defend,  because  &e  ma- 
n^^ement  of  the  school  is  the  heritors 
who  pay  £100  rent  on  t^e  old  valuation 
roll.  One  would  suppose  that  they  were 
the  only  heritors  who  paid  for  the  school, 
but  that  is  not  the  case.  All  the  heritors 
pay,  but  only  those  who  have  £100  a 
year  manage  it.  That  is  not  the  old  law 
of  Scotland.  It  was  introduced  in  1803. 
The  old  law  of  Scotland  gave  the  voice 
to  every  heritor,  and  it  was  later  on,  as  I 
have  stated,  that  the  restriction  which 
remains  to  ttiis  day  was  placed  upon  it. 
The  old  valued  rent  is  not  the  present 
valuation  roll,  and  nothing  remains  of  it 
but  one  or  two  of  these  ancient  privileges 
or  restrictions  such  as  the  present  ma- 
n^ement  of  the  parochial  schools.  The 
minister  has  also  a  seat  upon  the  Board. 
I  said  that  there  was  only  one  thin^  in 
fevonr  of  this  system.  It  is  only  right 
to  say  that  that  one  thing  is  a  very  im- 
portant one.      It  is  that  these  suiools 
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iLBve  been  exceedingly  veil  managed. 
The  sub-CommiasioserB  -who  were  em- 
ployed by  the  Commission  to  report  upon 
them  came  to  thatconclueion,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  conclueion  is  a  Bound 
one.  They  found  a  ^at  deal  of  effi- 
ciency in  the  Free  Church  and  other 
schools ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  parochial 
schoola  were  the  best.  That,  no  doubt, 
arisoB  from  the  fact  that  tiie  schools  are 
endowed  ;  but  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that 
these  schoola  are  very  well  managed. 
The  proposition  which  the  Government 
made  was  that  the  transition  of  the 
parochial  schools  should  not  be  compul- 
sory, but  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
heritors  to  throw  them  upon  the  rates 
and  bring  them  under  more  liberal  ma- 
nagement. In  regard  to  the  national 
schools — the  schools  that  are  to  be  set  up 
by  the  Board,  or  to  be  made  over  by  the 
heritors  or  the  managers  of  the  deno- 
minational schools — we  proposed  under 
the  Bill  to  place  their  whole  management 
in  the  hauda  of  the  rate-payere—  that  is, 
in  the  hands  of  persons  elected  by  the 
rate-payers.  Now,  the  action  which  has 
been  taken  upon  this  proposal  in  ' '  another 
place  "  is  very  remarkable.  The  first  part 
of  the  compromise  has  been  accepted. 
The  old  heritors  ate  left  In  the  manage- 
ment of  the  parochial  schoola.  But  me 
second  part  of  the  compromise  has  been 
rejected,  and  the  managementof  thenew 
sdiools —  liberally  constituted,  as  we 
thought — has  been  put  under  a  com- 
mittee, one-half  to  be  elected  by  the  old 
heritors,  and  half  by  the  rate-payers.  I 
venture  to  say  that  uiat  is  a  suggestion 
which  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  adopt. 
The  proposal  is  still  more  preposterous 
when  we  consider  the  way  in  which  the 
incidence  of  the  taxation  of  the  old 
parochial  schools  has  been  altered.  The 
taxation  has  been  placed  upon  the  new 
valuation  roll,  and  every  proprietor  there 
is  to  be  compelled  to  pay  up  his  share, 
and  at  the  same  time  is  to  be  deprived 
of  a  voice  in  the  school  for  which  he  is 
to  pay.  Now,  it  became  a  question  what 
was  to  be  done  in  regard  to  that.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  clause  I  am  going  to 
Bugg^t  is  one  altogether  satisfactory  to 
my  mind,  but  you  have  a  choice  of  diffi- 
culties in  the  matter.  The  suggestion 
which  I  have  now  to  make  is,  to  read  the 
Bill  as  it  originally  stood.  It  was  our 
origiual  proposition,  and  therefore  it  is 
consistent  on  our  part  to  make  it  again  ; 
and  it  is  consistent,  moreover,  with 
ITu  Lord  jUvocatt 
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the  principle  of  the  BUI  tiiroughout, 
which  is  to  leave  the  schools  as  we  find 
them  nntil  they  are  thrown  for  support 
upon  the  rates.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  is  a  consid^^ble  feeling  in  favour 
of  that  course,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  system  of 
management  which  now  exists.  In  re- 
gard to  the  local  committeee,  what  I 
propose  is  that  two-thirds  shall  be  elected 
by  the  rate-payers  and  one-third  by  the 
heritors.  I  think  that  will  be  a  fair 
division,  and  while  it  will  secure  a  rea- 
sonable amount  of  the  popular  element 
will  not  exclude  the  more  important 
heritors  from  a  share  in  the  management 
of  the  schools.  The  third  topic  is  a  very 
important  one.  I  am  not  going  now  to 
dwell  upon  it;  I  shall  simply  state  it. 
The  Bill,  as  it  originally  stood,  provided, 
on  the  one  hand,  for  a  system  of  national 
schools,  and  dealt,  on  the  other  hand, 
with  denominational  grants,  and  prohi- 
bited competing  schools,  aided  by  the 
State,  from  being  set  up  against  those  to 
be  aiTected  by  this  Bill.  That  provision 
has  been  altered  in  the  strangest  way 
imaginable,  and  complete  license  tuiB 
been  given  by  the  clause  as  it  now  etanib 
in  the  Bill  to  set  up  denominational 
schools  in  all  parts  of  the  country  in 
rivalry  to  the  national  system.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  inconsiderate  provision, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  agree  to  it. 
But  while  it  is  impossible  to  allow  deno- 
minational schools  to  be  set  up  in  rivalry 
to  the  national  schools,  it  is  another 
question  whether  we  slWl  shut  the  door 
altogether  to  denominational  grants  to 
denominational  schools.  I  do  not  in  the 
least  evade  the  question  that  stares  us 
in  the  face.  There  is  a  very  Ituve  Ca- 
tholic population  in  many  parts  of  Scot- 
land. I  myself  should  like  to  see  Ca- 
tholic  and  Protestant  sitting  upon  the 
same  bench.  I  am  very  glad  to  say  it  is 
a  sight  not  strange  in  Scotland ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  am  not  sanguine  enough 
to  expect  to  see  it,  or  at  any  rate  to  see 
it  all  at  once.  Neither  can  I,  in  regard 
to  this  measure,  which  I  believe  to  be  a 
great  measure  intended  to  embrace  the 
whole  population,  reconcile  it  to  myself 
alb^ther  to  exdude  the  possibility  of 
denominational  grants,  were  it  only  in 
regard  to  those  of  the  Catholic  religion. 
But  we  need  not  make  a  spe<3al  excep- 
tion, and  what  I  propose  to  do  is  this — 
to  restore  the  Bill  to  the  footing  on  which 
it  stood  before,  and  leave  it  opea  to  Hia 
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Board,  haTing  regard  to  the  nature  of 
the  population  and  the  suitability  of  the 
school  to  its  peculiar  wants,  to  c«rtif7  to 
the  Privy  Council  any  special  school  for 
a  special  grant — I  do  not  say  a  denomi- 
national grant — but  to  leave  to  the 
Board  a  discretionary  power  to  certify 
any  particular  school  as  requiring,  or 
being  deBerving  of  a  grant,  because 
of  the  existing  means  of  education 
for  the  populatioii  not  being  sufB.- 
ciently  available.  That  will  not  be 
limited  to  the  case  of  Bomau  Oatholics. 
It  will  extend  to  the  poorer  parishes 
throughout  the  whole  country.  I  do 
not  expect  it  will  be  largely  taken  advan- 
tage of,  but  I  think  it  is  necessary,  in 
Older  to  make  our  provision  complete ; 
and  I  should  hope,  through  its  operation 
and  the  operation  of  the  remaining  pro- 
visions, we  shall  be  able  to  reach  the 
Tei7  lowest  daaa  of  socie^.  I  should 
like  to  go  further,  and  to  have  a  com- 
pulsory clause  compelling  education, 
but  I  consider  that  one  thing  at  a  time 
is  enough.  It  is  of  no  use  to  compel 
ohildreu  to  go  to  school,  unless  they  have 
a  school  to  go  to.  It  is  of  no  use  to  deal 
with  the  compulsory  question  until  the 
framework  of  your  schools  is  complete ; 
but,  unquestionably,  if  the  framework 
of  the  schools  were  complete,  I  should 
bo  of  opinion,  for  one,  that  the  time  had 
come  when  a  measure,  and  a  pretty 
strong  measure,  of  compulsory  education 
would  be  of  the  highest  benefit  to  the 
people  of  Scotland.  I  think  these  are 
all  the  topics  to  which  I  said  I  would 
refer.  With  reference  to  the  matters 
relating  to  the  schoolmasters,  I  do  not 
diink  they  have  any  reason  to  complain 
of  the  shape  which  will  be  given  to  the 
BiU  by  the  Amendments  I  have  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  I  think  that  at 
this  late  hour  we  had  better  defer  any 
observations  on  that  matter  until  the 
^jnendmenta  are  on  the  Paper.  There 
will  be  a  good  deal  more  to  explain  in 
regard  to  the  finance  of  the  measure — 
as  to  which  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  misapprehension — which,  I  think,  I 
can  undertake  to  make  perfectly  satis- 
fkctory,  so  far  as  the  means  of  accom- 
plishing Uie  end  we  propose  to  ourselves 
IS  concerned.  I  thank  the  House  for 
the  patient  attention  wiUi  which  it  has 
listened  to  my  statement. 

Uotion  miide,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ra«  lord  Advoeata.) 
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8iK  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHEE  said, 
he  thanked  his  right  hon.  Friend  very 
heartily  for  the  statement  he  had  just 
made.  It  had  given  great  satisfaction  to 
the  Bcoteh  Members  and  to  the  House,  and 
it  would  afi'ord  particular  satisfaction  to 
Scotland  ^neraJly,  for  it  was  a  matter  of 
some  anxiety  to  them  to  know  how  the 
Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  by  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  received  by  the 
Qovemment  in  this  House.  Many  of  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  tiie  pari;  of  the  Government 
would  be  found  satisfactory.  There  was, 
however,  one  point  in  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  to  which  he  must  re- 
fer. He  spoke  of  certain  ideal  notions 
entertained  by  hon.  Qentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  of  the  undesira- 
bility  of  getting  up  a  discussion  on  the 
central  authority  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  Though  he  had  been  at  all 
times  willing  to  accept  advice  from  his 
right  hon.  IViend,  he  must  decline  to  do 
so  on  the  present  occasion.  The  central 
authority  was  the  cardinal  feature  of  this 
measure ;  and  he  did  not  see  how  it  was 
possible  to  take  any  discussion,  however 
slight,  upon  Uie  second  reading,  without 
touching  upon  the  question  of  the  cen- 
tral auSiority.  The  powers  to  be  com- 
mitted to  this  central  authority  were  very 
great ;  and  the  interests  with  which  that 
authority  would  have  to  deal,  were  very 


Scotch  Members  especially  to  see  that 
the  central  authority  was  one  in  which 
the  people  of  Scotland  could  justly  place 
confidence.  With  regard  to  the  Scotch 
Boards,  they  were,  no  doubt,  cheap — but 
there  were  many  things  that  were 
cheap,  were  not  good.  There  was  a  gene- 
ral feeling  of  dissatisfaction  in  Scotland, 
with  regard  to  these  Boards — the  public 
knew  nothing  about  their  transactions — 
they  sat  with  closed  doors ;  and  it  was 
felt  that  they  were  not  operated  upon  by 
the  public  opinion  of  the  day.  The  Go- 
vernment now  proposed  a  new  and  most 
important  Board  ;  but  on  this  Board 
there  would  be  no  person  directly  re- 
sponsible to  this  House ;  and  he  respect- 
fully submitted  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  that,  upon  a  question  of 
such  importance  as  ^e  education  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  it  was  desirable  that, 
if  not  the  Chairman,  at  least  some  mem- 
ber of  that  Board  should  have  a  seat  in 
this  House,  and  be  directly  responsible 
for  the  management  of  the  Board,  and 
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to  whom  any  Member  of  the  House 
might  directly  appeal  for  information  on 
matters  connected  with  ita  businesB. 
With  r^^d,  however,  to  many  of  the 
other  Amendments  which  hia  right  hon. 
Friend  proposed  to  make  in  waa  Bill, 
he  would  give  him  his  cordial  support. 
With  regard  to  the  relief  proposed  to  be 
giTon  to  the  heritors,  he  would  remind 
the  Houae  that  the  aaseaament  was  one 
which,  for  hundreds  of  years,  had  been 
levied  on  the  heritors,  and  it  was  too 
much  to  expect  that  their  pockets  were 
to  be  relieved,  and  that  the  burden 
should  be  thrown  upon  the  nation  at 
large. 

Mb.  H'LAEEN  said,  that  he  most 
heartily  concurred  in  nearly  every  word 
that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Fifeshire.  He  did  not 
believe  that  this  Board  would  give  satis- 
faction to  the  people  of  Scotland — he 
did  not  believe  it  was  possible  for  it  to 
work  out  the  objects  for  which  it  was 
to  be  appointed;  and  all  previous  ex- 
perience had  shown  that  these  Boards, 
unamenable  to  public  opinion,  and,  as  it 
were  working  in  the  dark,  were  out  of 
dato ;  to  use  an  expression  which  was 
not  too  strong,  the  people  of  Scotland 
were  disgusted  with  the  operation  of  local 
secret  Boards.  It  would  oe  most  absurd, 
he  thought,  to  appoint  another.  As  to  its 
being  only  temporary  that  was  the  old 
'  story.  Every  Board  was  at  first  ap- 
pointed on  that  pretext.  The  Board  of 
Supervision  for  the  Poor  was  to  be  tom- 
porary;  but  it  had  existed  for  more 
than  twenty  years.  The  same  story  held 
good  of  the  Lunacy  Board.  Assistant 
Commissioners  were  appointed  for  three 
years,  and  then  an  Act  was  passed 
making  their  office  peipetual.  Then 
there  was  the  Boara  of  Fisheries,  of 
the  proceedings  of  which  the  public 
knew  nothing  at  all.  The  members  of 
that  Board  were  most  distinguished  per- 
sons; they  were  fitted  for  anything  and 
eveiything  except  conducting  fisheries. 
With  re^rd  to  the  proposed  local 
Board,  as  originally  formed,  it  was  not 
so  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  still 
it  was  better  than  that  which  was  pro- 

gised  in  the  Bill  as  amended  in  the  other 
ouse.  In  reference  to  the  point  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
pifeahire  (Sir  Robert  Acstruther),  who 
objected  to  the  sum  which  the  heritors 
had  heretofore  paid  for  the  schools  being 
put  into  thmr  pockets  by  being  taken 
Sir  Sobert  AnttrtOAtr 
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&om  educational  purposes,  he  hearti]^ 
concurred  in  what  he  had  said.  There 
never  was  a  more  unjust  proposal  made 
to  this  House  than  mat  of  reUeving  the 
heritors  from  the  payment  of  £48,000  a 
year  and  putting  it  into  their  pockets. 
Why,  the  old  Act  of  1696  enacted  that 
in  every  parish  in  Scotland  there  should 
be  a  si^cient  school  provided  by  them 
for  educating  the  children  of  the  parish, 
and  it  required  the  heritors  to  raise  a 
sufficient  sum  of  money  annually,  in  all 
time  coming,  to  accomplish  that  purpose. 
From  that  time  down  to  the  present 
day  the  schoolmaster's  salary  had  been 
umformlydeducted,  just  as  the  minister's 
salary  was,  in  fixing  the  value  of  the 
land  when  offered  for  sale,  by  public 
advertisement  or  otherwise.  The  pre- 
sent heritors  never  bought  that  portion 
of  their  estates  &om  which  this  school- 
rate  came  ;  it  belonged  to  the  public ; 
and  now  it  was  proposed  to  relieve  the 
heritors  from  this  charge  and  throw  it 
on  the  whole  body  of  rate-payers,  in- 
cluding owners  and  occupiers,  down  to 
a  rental  of  £4.  This  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  giving  these  large  landowners  a 
present  of  £48,000  a  jear.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  only  just  way  in  which 
they  could  touch  that  fund  would  be 
this — to  enact  that  the  heritors  should 
continue  to  pay  £48,000  a  year  in  fu- 
ture, and  that  whenever  more  than  that 
sum  was  required  it  should  be  fairly 
and  equally  levied  on  all  classes,  includ- 
ing heritors,  and  also  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  bouses  and  tenements.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  touch 
this  fund ;  and  he  was  certain  the  peo- 
ple of  S4X>tland  would  be  willing  to  pay 
as  much  more  as  may  be  wanted  in  sup- 
plementing that  fund.  He  agreed  wilii 
tiie  learned  Lord  Advocate  diat  the  time 
must  come — and  be  hoped  it  would  come 
speedily — when  a  compulsory  education 
Bill  would',be  apphed  all  over  the  King- 
dom ;  but  whea  that  day  did  come, 
there  must  be  either  veiy  low  fees  or 
no  fees  at  all,  in  order  to  make  the 
compulsion  practically  operative  in  the 
case  of  the  humbler  classes,  as  was  the 
ride  in  the  United  States  and  in  some 
other  countries.  He  would  conclude  by 
saying  that  he  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  now  pro- 
posed. 

De.  LYON  PliATFAIR :  •  I  under- 
stand it  to  be  the  wish  of  the  House  that 
we  should  not  on  tH'"  occasioii  diit<ri*w  the 
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ireneral  principles  of  this  Bill,  but  tlLat 
tiie  question  should  be  limited  to  the 
policy  or  impolicy  of  having  distiaot 
Commissioners  in  Scotland  to  put  its 
powers  in  action.  In  other  voids,  ia  the 
machinery  to  be  worked  in  London  by  a 
Committee  of  Council,  or  by  any  other 
organization,  directiy  and  without  inter- 
vention, or  are  there  any  droumatances 
that  demand  a  special  body  in  Scotland 
to  watch  over  and  protect  the  peculiarities 
of  its  education  ?  Now  I  refuse  to  follow 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fifeahire 
(Sir  Sobert  Anstnither)  by  introducing 
into  the  discoBsion  of  this  subject  the 
possibility  of  there  being,  sooner  or  later, 
a  Secretaiy  for  Scotland,  That  is  an 
important  question  in  itself,  and  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  House.  But  so, 
surely,  is  the  subject  of  education  by 
itself  and  for  itself.  The  ignorance  of 
the  people,  and  the  vice  and  misery 
which  that  ignorance  engenders,  is  a  field 
extensive  enough  and  sad  enough  for  us 
to  traverse,  but  very  ill  fitted  for  playing 
a  tournament  upon,  by  tempting  a  Lord 
Advocate  to  change  his  purpose,  and 
have  a  passage  at  arms  with  the  spectre 
of  a  Sooteh  Secretary.  An  Education 
Bill  has  been  presented  to  us  involving 
immense  intereate  to  the  people,  and  I 
for  one  shall  not  divert  my  gaze  &om  ite 
main  object  to  any  subordinate  subject 
whatever.  The  only  issue  at  present  is 
this — Can  we  or  can  we  not  do  without 
an  organization  in  Scotland — call  it  a 
Board  or  call  It  a  Commission — to  pro- 
mote the  educational  interests  of  th< 
people.  There  is  a  peculiarity  of  Scotch 
education  which  requires  the  special 
consideration  and  care  of  any  executive 
body  charged  with  educational  adminis- 
tration in  Scotland.  It  separates  eo 
completely  English  elementary  schools 
&om  those  in  Scotland,  that  in  this  pecu- 
liarity rests  the  justification  and  neoesaity 
fcr  the  creation  of  an  educational  body 
outside  the  ordinary  organization  of  the 
Committee  of  Council.  It  has  its  origin 
in  1560,  when  John  Knox  and  hie  coad- 
jutors propounded  a  wonderfully  wise 
scheme  of  education,  embracing  ele- 
mentary and  secondary  schools,  and  con- 
necting them  with  the  Universities  of  the 
country.  Such  a  comprehensive  scheme 
ia  now  in  actual  operation,  by  well-or- 
ganized eyatems,  in  varioua  Continental 
States,  but  unfortunately  for  us,  the 
Government  of  his  day  did  not  fiilly 
adopt  the  wise  counsels  of  the  grand  old 
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The  Scottish  Privy  Council, 
L  &ot,  characterized  the  scheme  as  a 
devout  imagination."  I  fear  our  pre- 
sent Privy  Council  would  do  the  same  if 
E^d  upon  it  any  educational  scheme 
dly,  widely,  and  wisely  conceived. 
The  object  of  John  Knox's  scheme  was 
to  have  primary  schools  in  every  parish, 
and  secondaiy  schools  in  every  town,  all 
'  itimatoly  associated  with  the  Univer- 
ties,  so  that  boys  of  merit  might  pass 
upwards  when  their  talents  justified  the 
As  early  as  1642,  we  find  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Kirk  petition- 
ing Parliament  as  follows : — 

Thkt  the  PKrlismcDt  vonid  find  oal  rneKni 

'  ths  ohildran  of  poor  mea  (baiut  Tsrj  oipabl* 

of  Icaming  and  of  good  engrgieB)  mfi;  be  trained 

I  the  exigenoiei  and  neoettit;  of  •verjr  piBM 

But  Parliament  did  nothing ;  so  the 
Kirk  enjoined  on  all  its  presbyteries  the 
pious  work"  of  finding  out  boys  of 
pr^inant  parts."  As  soon  as  one  was 
jported,  the  session  held  an  inquisition 
on  his  mental  pr^^ancy,  and  sent  him, 
at  their  expense,  either  to  a  burgh  school 
direct  to  a  IJniveraity.  By  this  aid, 
the  poorest  cottar's  son  felt,  if  he  had 
ability,  that  the  national  Universities 
■ '  _  'his  reach.  Thus,  though 
John  Knox's  scheme  never  became  law, 
its  spirit  has  animated  every  Scotehman 
for  three  centuries,  and  has  led  to  an 
unformulated  but  practical  connection 
between  the  whole  system  of  lower  and 
higher  education.  Those  who  want  to 
know  the  secret  which  makes  Scotchmen 
thrive  in  this  country  and  the  colonies 
should  read  the  seventh  chapter  of  the 
Fourth  Book  of  Discipline.  It  vas  felt 
by  the  meanest  ehepherd  or  the  poorest 
Highland  crofter  tiat  education  would 
enable  his  son  to  rise  in  the  world.  Sir 
Walter  Scott  alludes  to  this  national 
ambition  when  he  makes  the  father  and 
mother  of  Dominie  Sampson  wish  to  live 
to  see  their  son  "wag his  head  in  the 
pulpit."  Amid  all  iae  changes,  both 
social  and  political,  which  have  passed 
over  Scotland  during  three  centuries, 
this  intimato  bond  between  the  lower 
and  higher  education  of  the  nation  has 
never  been  loosened.  It  ia  the  glory  of 
our  system  that  the  deserving  poor,  if 
they  be  endowed  with  talents,  dare  to 
ciy  "Excelsior."  No  less  than  19  per 
cent  of  the  students  attending  the  Facul- 
ties of  Arts  in  our  four  Universities  are 
the  sons  of  labourers.    They  vroA  iritli 
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ilieir  hasde  in  Eununer  to  make  money  I  ence  Masters  of  Arts  aa  teachers   of 


•  .their  University  studies  in  winter. 
In  my  own  liuut«d  circle  I  have  nume- 
rous friends  who  have  riaen  in  this  way. 
Let  me  cite  two  cases  by  way  of  illus- 
tration. A  few  weeks  since  it  was  my 
duty,  as  University  Examiner,  to  recom- 
mend a  student  for  the  high  degree  of 
Doctor  in  Science.  This  sraduate  is  the 
son  of  a  poor  Highland  crofter,  and 
when  a  boy  went  out  to  herd  cattle  dur- 
ing the  summer  from  March  to  October. 
!Hia  w^es  for  seven  months  were  only 
25«.,  but  they  were  enough  to  pay  his 
fees  at  the  parish  school  during  winter. 
It  is  true  that  the  school  was  tdx  miles 
from  his  father's  hut,  but  a  walk  of 
twelve  miles,  to  and  tro  over  a  bleak 
moorland,  does  not  deter  a  promising 
Scotch  boy  from  going  to  school.  It  did 
deter,  however,  some  of  the  farmers' 
sons  in  his  neighbourhood ;  so  at  four- 
teen my  young  friend  took  up  a  little 
adventure  school  to  teach  these  lees  hardy 
lads,  and  in  course  of  time  he  made 
enough  to  carry  him  to  the  burgh  school 
at  Perth,  where  be  extended  the  know- 
ledge of  classics  and  mathematics  which 
he  had  begun  at  the  parish  school.  Still 
working,  still  teaching,  still  saving,  he 
fought  nia  way  step  by  step  through 
bursaries  and  scholarships  won  by  him, 
till  he  became  a  certificated  teacher  of 
the  first  class  under  the  Privy  Council, 
Master  of  Arts,  a  Bachelor  of  Science 
in  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  and,  as 
I  have  said,  a  few  weeks  since  it  was  i 
privilege  to  examine  him  aa  Doctor  __ 
Bcience.  I  might  quote  the  instance  of 
two  labourers  who  have  lately  passed 
through  the  Scottish  Universities,  and 
obtained  the  highest  honours  in  the 
English  Universities,  but  I  shall  only 
allude  to  one  other  instance — that  of  Dr. 
Jamea  Henderson,  lately  a  distinguished 
medical  missionary  in  China,  wuo  was 
footman  in  the  country  residence  of  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India,  but  being 
bom  near  apariah  school,  took  advantage 
of  it.  He  then  went  into  service  in 
Edinburgh  to  be  near  a  University,  and 
while  still  a  footman  continued  hie  edu- 
cation, graduated  in  medicine,  and  then 
pursued  hia  honourable  career  in  China. 
Do  not  suppose  that  these  are  isolated 
cases,  and  that  they  are  not  true  illus- 
trations of  the  secondary  education  which 
may  be  got  at  our  primaiy  schools.  The 
Church  long  since  provided  for  it  by  en- 
joining the  heritors  to  select  by  prefer- 
jDr.  Lyon  Playfavr 


parochial  schools.  And  the  conae 
are  now  apparent,  for  one-half  of  all  the 
Scotch  ministers  pass  directly  from  these 
lower  schools  to  tne  Universities,  and  no 
less  than  58  per  cent  of  our  Scotch 
physicians  and  surgeons  q)ring  at  once 
from  these  schools  to  the  higher  platform 
of  our  Universities.  If  we  include  those 
who  have  also  had  the  advantage  of  a 
aecondary  bui^h  school,  then  from  70  to 
80  ^er  cent  of  Scotch  students  at  the 
Umveraitiea  pass  through  the  primary 
schools.  We  have  notlmig  like  this  in 
England.  Neither  your  professions  nor 
your  Universities  are  fed  by  the  primary 
schools ;  nor  would  ours  be  if  we  kept 
them  at  the  level  of ' '  the  diree  E's."  But 
our  teachers  have  been  educated  at  the 
Universities,  and  they  rejoice  to  prepare 
their  pupils  for  those  institutions  from 
which  they  received  so  much  advantage. 
This  introduction  of  a  higher  education 
into  primaiy  schools  infuses  a  life  and 
ambition  into  them  which  raises  the  whole 
tone  of  education  in  the  country.  An 
hon.  Member  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  once  said  that  you  cannot  teach 
pothooks  and  Horace  in  the  same  school. 
My  reply  is  that  we  have  the  experience 
of  three  centuries  to  show  that  they  can 
be  brought  together  with  great  advan- 
tage, and  that  the  pothooks  may  ulti- 
mately be  used  to  hang  up  Horace,  or 
Herodotus,  or  Euclid,  or  Moliere,  in  the 
sight  of  all  aspiring  boys.  The  aim  of 
our  Scotch  schools  has  always  been,  after 
giving  to  children  "  the  three  E'a" — the 
spoon,  the  knife,  and  the  fork  of  educa* 
tion — to  give  also  some  sound  meat  to 
which  they  may  be  applied.  This  Bill 
brings  us  under  the  Pnvy  Council  sys- 
tem and  the  Revised  Code,  and  you  need 
not  be  surprised  that  we  are  nervously 
anxious  that  our  scholars  should  not  be 
deprived  of  their  meat,  while  the  in- 
spectors look  to  the  polish  of  the  imple- 
ments of  education.  When  Scotiand 
was  first  examined  by  the  Eevised  Code, 
it  is  true  she  did  not  come  out  so  well  as 
England;  but  this  was  mainly  due  to  her 
not  having  a  general  system  of  inspec- 
tion, and  to  the  different  methods  of 
teaching,  for  in  Scotch  schools  arithmetic 
is  not  begun  so  early  as  in  English 
schoola,  and  the  children  do  not  enter  at 
so  tender  an  age.  But  the  percentage 
of  passes  ia  already  greater  in  all  "  the 
three  R'e,"  showing  that  our  educational 
system  is  adapted  to  the  requirements  of 
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ih.6  Bevised  Cods.  There  is,  no  doubt, 
a  tfaorouGfli  dislike  of  the  Revised  Code 
among  the  teachers  in  Scotland,  but  I 
believe  this  ie  mainly  due  to  the  fear 
that  it  will  lower  and  alter  our  whole 
educational  system.  The  first  rule  in 
Schedule  A,  attached  to  this  Bill,  is  our . 
Parliamentary  eeeuritv  that  the  Privy 
Council  will  consult  the  wishes  of  the 
nation  on  this  important  point.  For 
myself,  I  think  the  payment  by  results, 
which  is  the  foundation  of  the  Revised 
Code,  is  right  in  principle,  but  then  the 
results  should  meet  the  requirements  of 
R  nation  —  especially  when  they  have 
three  centuries  of  success  as  evidence  in 
their  favour.  Scotland  does  not  want  a 
lareer  Parliamentary  grant  than  she  ie 
entitled  to  by  the  number  of  scholars  in 
attendance,  but  she  desires  that  grant  to 
be  distributed  in  a  way  suitable  to  her 
habits.  We  are  willing  to  come  under 
any  guarantee  you  choose  that  as  large 
a  percentage  of  our  scholars  shall  pass 
"the  three  R's"  as  you  find  by  expe- 
rience can  be  attained  In  England  under 
the  limited  system  ;  but,  when  this  result 
is  achieved,  do  not  cut  off  the  higher 
education  of  our  national  schools.  The 
ladder  of  education  is  a  long  ladder  with 
many  steps.  In  England,  the  three 
lowest  steps  have  been  selected  as  suf&- 
oient  for  primary  schools.  It  may  be 
answered  that  the  Committee  of  Council, 
through  the  Department  of  Science  and 
Art,  aid  the  ascent  of  twenty  steps  more, 
and  this  is  true,  but  with  that  incoherence 
of  organization  which  marts  our  civil 
administration,  this  scheme  runs  side  by 
side  but  never  touches  the  other  depart- 
ment of  primary  education.  The  re- 
striction of  education  to  "  the  three  R's" 
in  primary  schools  does  not  exist  in  Scot- 
land, nor,  BO  far  as  I  am  aware,  in  any 
Other  civilized  country  except  England. 
France,  Austria,  Prussia,  Belgium,  and 
Switzerland  encourage  primary  schools 
to  select  from  six  to  eight  higher  sub- 
jects, according  to  the  wants  of  the  lo- 
calities. So  also  in  Scotland.  After  our 
children  have  learned  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic,  they  are  encouraged  to 
continue  at  the  primary  schools  in  order 
to  apply  these  elementary  branches  to 
higher  information.  Having  taken  the 
evidence  of  many  masters  on  the  subject, 
I  believe  I  am  not  far  from  the  mark  in 
saying  that  in  good  schools,  about  one- 
third  of  the  children  study  geography, 
one-lburth  grammar  and  hjatory,  and 
"VOL  CXCyn.    [thibe  bbribs.] 
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from  5  to  10  per  cent  modem  languages, 
classics,  or  science,  Hence,  only  a  select 
few  take  those  subjects  which  fit  them 
for  the  Universities.  But  this  is  pre- 
cisely as  it  should  be.  Instead  of  con- 
tending for  this  in  my  own  feeble  lan- 
guage, I  will  quote  from  the  writings  of 
a  philosopher  whose  opinions  are  always 
listened  to  with  respect  in  this  House. 
John  Stuart  Mill  says — 

"The  SWtE  owei  no  more  thflnolemenlnrjedo- 
cntion  to  the  entire  boflf  of  Itioie  who  cnnnot  pn^ 
for  it.  But  the  luprrior  eilucaiion,  wliich  it  doei 
not  owe  to  the  poorer  populntion,  it  owea  to  the 
ilite  of  them  — to  liiosc  »lio  hnTc  e.in.ed  the  pre- 
ference bj  labour,  and  hnve  ehown  bj  the  resull* 
that  (bej  hsTo  enpacit;  irorth  leeuriag  for  tb« 
higher  department  of  intelleotuni  work,  never 
■upplied  in  due  proporlloa  to  the  demand." 

This  well  expresses  the  sentiments  of 
our  old  Scotch  Reformer.  By  his  coun- 
sel the  Scotch  people  have  always  aimed 
at  a  selection  of  their  meritorious  poor, 
and  have  aided  their  advance  in  life.  It 
is  this  which  has  impressed  upon  the 
Scotch  a  distinctiveness  of  character, 
and  which  has  secured  for  their  country 
a  large  measure  of  prosperity.  We  are 
therefore  most  anxious,  as  this  Bill 
brings  us  under  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil, that  the  latter  should  not  cut  away 
the  upper  steps  of  our  educational  ladder, 
in  order  to  bring  our  Scotch  system  into 
uniformity  with  the  English  system.  Wo 
do  not  doubt  the  jusbce  of  the  Privy 
Council,  but  we  fear  the  rigour  of  ite 
uniformity.  Hence  it  is  that  there  has 
been  a  universal  demand  throughout 
Scotland  for  an  Education  Board.  There 
have  been  many  opinions  as  to  what 
shoulfc  be  its  constitution  ;  but  every 
pubhc  meeting  has  expressed  a  desire 
tor  its  establishment,  as  a  guardian  of 
the  characteristics  of  our  primary  schools, 
The  spirit  of  John  Knox,  which  still 
animat  i  the  Scotch  people,  demands 
that  the  old  connection  between  the  lower 
and  higher  education  of  the  country 
should  be  preserved.  Our  Universities 
draw  their  main  strength  from  the  na- 
tional  schoob  of  Scotland,  and  yon  must 
not  cut  them  off  from  the  roots.  You 
will  pardon  me,  as  a  University  Member, 
for  having  dwelt  so  long  on  this  subject ; 
but  the  Universities  of  Scotland  belong 
wholly  to  the  people.  As  the  giant 
Antteus  derived  his  great  strength,  by 
contact  with  the  earth,  so  do  our  Uni- 
versities derive  their  vigour  from  con- 
stant contact  with  the  people.  Do  not 
let  the  Committee  of  Council,  by  attempt- 
3  K 
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ine  to  aasiinilate  Scotch  bcIiooIb  to  Eng- 
Uan  eclioolfl,  be  the  Hercules  to  lift  our 
tTniversitiei  above  the  heads  of  the 
people,  aad  by  severing  us  bam.  the 
source  of  our  strength  destroy  an  edu- 
oatdonal  sjstMii  which  has  promoted  the 
pronterity,  peace,  and  tranquillity  of 
Scotland,  and  of  the  great  kuigdom  of 
Thich  she  is  a  part. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  right 
htm.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  having 
made  some  pointed  allusions  to  him  in 
reference  to  the  Committee  over  which 
he  had  had  the  honour  to  preside,  he 
could  not  allow  his  remarks  to  pase  with- 
out some  observationa,  so  that  the  House 
might  aot  assume  that  he  agreed  with 
what  his  right  bos.  Friend  bad  said.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  what  had  fallen  &om 
the  bon. Baronet  theMember  for  Fifeehire 
(Sir  Bobert  Austruther),  aud  &om  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
bui^h  (Mr.  U'Laren).  He  did  not  at 
all  agree  to  the  represeutatiou  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh University  (Dr.  Playtair)  of  the 
■tatemeut  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Fifeshire.  What  the  hon. 
Baronet  said  was — not  that  he  did  not 
agree  to  a  central  authority,  or  Board, 
or  Commission  —  but  that  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  central  authority  pro- 
posed by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Lord  Advocate).  They  ob- 
jected to  the  central  authority  proposed 
in  the  first  draft  of  the  Bill,  but  ten 
times  more  did  they  object  to  the  pro- 
position—  the  most  extraordinary  pro- 
Sosition — made  that  night  by  his  right 
on.  Friend  —  the  most  extraordinary 
proposition  he  had  ever  heard  for  Kgu- 
lating  education  or  anything  else.  He 
referred  to  the  Board  of  Supervision. 
So  far  as  the  evidence  given  before  his 
Committee  went,  it  went  in  a  direction 
directly  contrary  to  that  suc^sted  l^ 
his  right  hon.  Friend ;  nor  md  it  seem 
to  him  that  there  was  much  difference 
between  the  constitution  of  that  Board 
and  the  proposed  new  Education  Board. 
What  was  proposed  ?  There  was  to  be 
a  court  of  sevMt  members;  and  who 
were  these  seven  members  to  be  ?  The 
two  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the 
]Jord  Advocate  and  the  Solicitor  Qene- 
ral.  But  the  Solicitor  General  was  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
and  the  evidence  was  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  unable  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  the  Board,  and,  more- 
Jh.  Lyon  PlMffair 
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over,  appaxently,  did  not  consider  it  his 
duty  50  to  do.  The  Lord  Advocate 
was  t«  bo  a  memberof  Uie  Board.  Now, 
it  was  almost  impossible  for  him  to 
attend  to  all  the  multifarious  business 
to  which  he  had  now  to  attend,  and  how 
could  he  be  able  to  attend  and  advise 
the  Board?  There  was  to  be  a  paid 
chairman  of  the  Board,  at  £500  a  year, 
with  four  other  members,  and  these  four 
members  were  to  be  paid  three  guineas 
an  attendance  up  to  fifty  attendances. 
No  doubt  these  members  would  attend, 
would  get  their  three  guineas,  and  would 
do  nothing  more.  There  were  three 
learned  sherifie  on  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision, and  th^  had  worked  unoommonly 
well.  They  were  paid  ISO  guineas  a 
year,  for  about  thirty  or  forty  attend- 
ances, to  conduct  all  the  legtd  work  o£ 
the  Board  of  Supervision,  wbat  was 
the  ;^actical  result  of  the  constitution  of 
this  Board  ?  There  was  one  paid  chair- 
man, three  paid  sheriflb,  and  the  evi- 
dence was  that  nobody  else  attended  that 
Board.  But  the  sherifis  were  frequently 
obliged  to  go  to  different  parts  of  the 
country  and  attend  to  their  duties,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  whole  management 
fell  into  the  hands  of  the  chairman.  He 
asked  whether  that  would  be  a  satisfao- 
toiy  system  to  introduce  for  the  manage- 
ment of  education  ?  He  objected  to  theea 
Boards,  because  they  did  not  sit  in  pub- 
lic —  because  they  were  not  responsible 
— and  because  there  was  nobody  in  that 
House  to  answer  for  their  conduct.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
practically  represented  them  here ;  but 
how  could  he  undertake  still  fiuiher 
dudes  by  having  put  upon  him  this  new 
Board  ?  The  central  authority  was  the 
most  material  and  essential  part  of  this 
Bill.  They  wanted  a  centrsl  authority 
— that  that  central  authority  should  be 
a  Scotch  authority — that  it  ^ould  work 
in  harmony,  but  not  under  the  dicta- 
tion, of  the  Privy  Council  —  all  these 
requirements  were  essential  for  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Board.  The  Board 
should  be  represented  in  this  House  and 
responsible  to  this  House.  It  was  to 
be  established  for  the  management  of 
the  new  system  of  education,  and  it 
should  not  be  put  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  close  Boards  in  Edinburgh, 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  admitrbed 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  condemn. 
[The  Lord  Ai>toca.te  said  he  made  no 
■uoh  admission.]    He  entirety  Bgived 
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have  the  education  of  Bcotland  managed 
by  a  local  Board  in  Scotland,  or  by  a 
Secretaiy  of  State  Jn  London,  he  had  no 
hedtation  in  saying — "Sink  tlie  Secre- 
taiy  of  State,  and  let  ue  have  our  edu- 
cation managed  in  Scotland  by  Scotch- 


vitb  th«  proposal  that  there  should  be 
a  central  authority,  but  it  was  essential 
tiiat  it  should  be  a  central  autliority  that 
ahould  enjoy  the  confidence  and  respect 
of  the  country  over  whose  education  it 
irafl  to  preside. 

Mb.  M'IAGAN  said,  he  thought  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Ayr  (Mr.  Cranfurd)  were,  at 
least,  premature — bo  for  aa  the  evidence 
had  gone  it  certainly  did  not  go  the 
lengtb  of  condemning  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervision. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Fifeshire  (SirBobertAnetruther) 
had  stated  that  no  Board  appoint«d  to 
raperintend  education  in  Scotland  could 
be  eatisfaotoiT  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 

SikEOBEET  AKSTRtTHEB:  "What 
he  had  said  was  that  no  Board  would  be 
•atisfactory  to  the  people  of  Scotland  if 
it  had  not  direct  representation  in  this 
House  to  answer  for  its  conduct. 

Mb.  M'LAOAN  :  The  proposed  Board 
would  have  representatives  in  this  House 
—the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Solicitor 
General  would  be  members  of  the  Board. 
He  would  not  go  further  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  this  Board 
than  to  say  that  he  was  certain  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  not  submit  to 
nave  the  management  of  Scotch  educa- 
tion under  the  dictation  of  a  Secretory 
or  Board  in  London.  The  Board  should 
be  a  central  Board  and  a  Scotch  Board, 
and  what  was  still  better,  it  should  be 
a  Board  not  sitting  in  London,  but  a 
Board  representative  of  education  in 
Scotland.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
us  to  control  and  direct  education  in 
Scotland  by  anyone  sitting  in  London, 
on  account  of  the  great  difference  be- 
tween education  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. At  present  they  had  a  system  of 
whioh  they  might  well  be  proud.  It 
eombined  elementary  with  middle-class 
education.  In  England  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil took  chai^  only  of  the  elementary 
branches  of  education,  ibut  he  should 
not  like  to  see  the  Scotch  parochial 
schools  placed  under  the  same  control. 
If  they  were,  the  result  would  be  that 
they  would  have  in  Scotland  what  they 
had  iu  England  —  a  mere  mechanic^ 
routine  in  the  schools,  instead  of  that 
intellectual  training  which  was  now  given 
in  the  Scotch  schools.  He  was  in  favour 
of  a  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland ;  but 
if  the  choice  was  whether  they  should 


Mb.  EINNAHtD  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 

irs  below  the  Gangway  had  spoken  aa 
if  all  the  Scotch  Members  agreed  with 
them ;  but  that  was  not  the  case.  For 
his  part  he  very  much  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Edinburgh  (Dr.  Playfair),  whose  speech 
was  the  most  practical  that  they  had 
heard  that  night.  He  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  M'Lagan)  should 
have  introduced  this  subject  of  a  Scotch 
Secretary  of  State.  It  was  a  point  on 
which  the  Scotch  Members  were  any- 
thing but  unanimous.  He  thought  they 
would  do  wisely  to  confine  themselves  to 
the  most  important  point,  the  education 
of  the  peoi)le,  and  not  mix  it  up  with 
other  questions,  which  would  only  hin- 
der its  success. 

Mr.  DALGLISH  said,  he  was  not  at 
all  sure,  notwithstanding  the  assurance 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  as  to  the  import- 
ance of  this  BUI,  that  the  people  of  Scot- 
land would  be  inclined  to  regard  it  as  a 
great  measure  of  national  education.  He 
oould  only  say  that  he  bad  long  held 
the  opinion  that  if  they  were  to  have 
a  national  system  it  must  be  a  secular 
system — that  tbe  clergy  should  have 
as  little  as  possible  to  do  with  it;  that 
they  should  be  restrained,  and  not  al- 
lowed to  interfere  with  education  until 
the  children  were  able  to  understand 
what  religion  means.  He  held,  also, 
that  if  they  were  to  have  a  system  of 
education  whioh  was  to  reach  the  90,000 
children  in  Scotland  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  told  us  exist  there  without  educa- 
tion, they  must  have  a  compulsory  sys- 
tem— and  he  trusted  that  if  this  Bill 
passed  through  Committee — which  he 
very  much  doubt«d — the  Lord  Advocate 
would  be  prepared  to  bring  in  a  measure 
in  which  the  education  of  the  people 
shall  be  made  compulsory. 

Mb.  CARNEGIE  said,  the  question 
of  education  was  of  far  greater  import- 
ance than  the  constitution  of  the  Board, 
and  he  would  rather  have  twenty  Boards 
than  have  this  Bill  thrown  out  on  the 
point.  However  bad  the  Board  might 
be,  they  could  get  rid  of  it ;  but  if  they 
lost  this  Bill,  it  might  be  a  difficult  thing 
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to  get  Bach  another  chance  of  dealing 
wito  this  question. 

The  80IJCIT0R  GENERAL  toe 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  Totjnq)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  some  eurprise  to  the  speech 
of  Ma  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fife- 
shire,  and  -with  still  more  surprise  to  the 
epeech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ayr 
Burghs.  The  question  was  that  tliis  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time  ?  Both  of 
these  speeches,  and  especially  the  lat- 
ter, were  upon  an  altogether  different 
question  —  namely,  whether  certain 
Boards  entrusted  with  a  great  variety 
of  business  now  existing  in  Edinburgh 
were  satisfactorily  dischai^ng  their  du- 
ies.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Fifeshire  was  perhaps  hardly  in  a 
position  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
the  question  whether  they  satisfactorily 
discharged  their  duties  or  not,  because 
he  said  that  their  distinguishing  feature 
was  that  the  people  of  Scotland  knew 
nothing  about  them.  The  hon.  Member 
was  at  least  entitled  to  speak  for  him- 
self, and  if  he  knew  nothing  about 
them  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  say 
uiything  against  tliem.  The  hob.  and 
learned  gentieman  the  Member  for  Ayr 
devoted  hie  speech  almost  exclusively  to 
a  condemnation  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision. He  spoke  as  if  there  were  a 
general  concurrence  of  opinion  adverse 
to  the  Board  upon  all  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Conuoittee  appointed  by  this 
House  to  inquire  into  its  operation.  He 
(the  Solicitor  General)  would  take  leave 
to  say  that  eiucb  was  not  only  not  the  una- 
nimous opinion,  but  that  it  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  m^ority  of  the  members 
of  that  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  AyrBui^hs  admitted  the  necesdty 
for  a  central  authority  in  the  Educa- 
tion scheme ;  but  it  had  not  been  sug- 
gested that  the  central  authority  should 
be  in  any  other  form  than  that  of  a 
Board;  and  if  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  proposed  in  the  Bill  were  un- 
satisfactory, the  proper  course  was  to 
amend  it  in  Committee.  The  main  criti- 
cism, BO  far  as  he  understood  it,  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Ayr 
Bui^hs  was  that  there  was  no  provision 
made  for  the  Board  being  directly  re- 
presented in  this  House.  But  one  of  the 
proposals  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the 
Lorn  Advocate)  was  that  the  two  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  both  of  whom 
were  in  this  House,  should  be  members 
of  the  Board.  He  (the  Solicitor  General) 
Mr.  CornegU 


presumed  the  purpose  of  havi^  a  repre- 
sentative of  any  Board  in  this  House  was 
that  he  might  he  able  to  answer  any  in- 
quiry and  give  explanations  with  refer- 
ence to  any  complaint  which  might  be 
made  in  this  House  relating  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Board,  Now  this  Board, 
if  it  should  be  constituted  in  the  man- 
ner proposed,  would  have  two  members 
sitting  in  the  House,  who,  after  due 
inquiries,  would  be  in  a  position  to  give 
satisfactory  answers  to  any  such  ques- 
tions as  might  be  put.  But  all  this  waa 
matter  of  detail  to  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  DALRTMFLE  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
second  reeding,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
must  complain  of  the  way  in  which  it 
had  been  introduced,  and  the  consequent 
difficulty  under  which  Members  found 
themselves  in  addressing  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) had  met  with  compliments,  and 
even  with  expressions  of  affection,  &om 
below  the  Gwigway,  such  as,  if  he  (Mr. 
Dalrymple)  were  in  his  position,  he 
should  not  be  at  all  grateful  for,  espe- 
cially as  they  had  been  accompanied  by 
expressions  of  hostility  towards  some 
of  the  Amendments  which  he  proposed 
to  introduce.  No  one  on  his  own  side 
the  House  had  spoken  against  the 
measure — and  for  himself  he  (Mr. 
Balrymple)  desired  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  all  the  assistance  in  his 
power  towards  passing  the  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiUtd 
for  To-morrote. 

inTRO  OLTOEBISS  BILL. 

Comidered  \a  CommittM. 

(la  the  Committee.) 

iUiotved,  Th*t  Ibe  Chiirmnn  be  dlreoted  to 
more  the  House,  that  Irare  be  giveo  lo  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  prohibit  for  a  limited  period  the  importa- 
tion and  lo  reetrioC  and  regnlnte  tba  earringe  of 
Kitro  Gljccrine. 

ReioluiioQ  reperUd  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bj  Sir  Josh  IUt,  Mr,  Aldsrman 
LiWRiBOE,  nnd  Ur.  (iiuTiii. 

BiUprctfnlA^.andrekdthefiret  time.  [Bill 311.] 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuttiay,  \ithJuly,  1869. 

MlNUTES.]~FcBuo  Bilu— fVrtt  Ar<ul>»^— 
Quaen  Anna'i  Bounty*  (ISS);  Sundsj  and 
RiKcdSchooli'CieS). 

Stctmd  Beadit^—KiaemWoa  of  Children  rgg], 
ntgaliind  ;  Biihop>  Reiignatioa  (ITl)  :  Cbi- 
rilT  Commiuioneri  <1T0)  ;  Sptoiiil  Baila 
(I8B}i  A»es>ed  Rntcs  <1T4);  Poor  Ln» 
Bonrd  Provitional  Orden  Gonannntion  *  (113). 

Cvnadttet — Court  of  Common  Plsru  (Countf 
Palntlne  of  LsTicMtcr)*  (70-186);  Municipal 
FraochiH*  (1S6-181) ;  Diplomatie  Salnriei, 
*0.'(I38). 

R^ort—'^aw  PsriahM  aad  Chnroh  Building  Acta 
Amondment  *  (184). 

Withdrawn— lahM  Lift  PreMrratioo  (89). 


PORTADOWN  INQUEST. 

OBSEBTATIONS. 

TttB  DcKB  OF  MANCHESTER  said, 
ho  begged  to  call  the  attentioa  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  DufFerin)  to 


the  adjoumment  by  the  coroner  of  this 
inquiry  for  three  or  four  weeks — namely, 
till  the  3rd  of  August.  The  inqueet  was 
on  the  body  of  a  man  who  was  shot 
down  by  the  police,  they  having  fired, 
as  he  understood,  by  the  order  of  the 
sub-inspector  of  the  district.  It  was 
most  important  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  a  continuous  one,  and  should  be 
brought  to  a  close  as  soon  as  possible ; 
for  in  the  meantime  the  influence  and 
authority  of  the  sub-inspector  would  be 
Tery  much  weakened.  He  would  sug- 
gest his  temporary  transfer  to  a  post  of 
equal  rank  in  another  part  of  the  coun- 
trj  in  the  event  of  the  Government  being 
unable  to  direct  the  speedy  resumption 
of  the  inquiry.  The  coroner's  reason 
for  the  adjournment  was  his  having  to 
attend  Assizes  in  another  district,  but 
three  or  four  days  would  siuely  have 
been  sufficient  for  this  purpose. 
•  Lord  DUFFEEIN  said,  the  Govem- 
ment  had  been  informed  of  the  adjoum- 
ment with  great  surprise  and  regret ; 
but  it  was  entirely  within  the  discretion 
of  the  coroner  to  adjourn  for  any  period 
he  might  think  proper,  and  they  had  no 
power  to  interfere.  The  noble  Duke's 
sugffestion  as  to  the  temporary  removal 
of  the  officer  was  open  to  the  obvious 
objection  that  it  would  naturally  be  re- 
giu^ed  both  by  him  and  by  the  public 
OS  somewhat  prejudging  the  case. 


EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 

{Tilt Marqaeit  Townihend.) 

(no.  88.)     SECOND  HEADDja. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading,  read. 

The  AtAEanESB  T0WN8HEND,  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  that  its  principle 
was  that  of  compuleoiy  education,  which 
he  was  persuaded  was  essential  to  any 
efficient  measure  on  this  subject.  As  to 
the  religious  difficulty,  it  would  be  best 
met  by  giving  secular  instruction  in  day 
schools,  leaving  it  to  the  ministers  of  aU 
denominations  to  provide  by  Sunday 
Schools  or  otherwise  for  that  religious 
teaching  which  should  form  an  import- 
ant part  of  education.  His  proposal  was 
that  wherever  free  schools  existed  within 
reach  of  the  parents  they  should  be  re- 
quired to  send  their  children  for  at  least 
^elve  hours'  teaching  a  week.  This 
would  not  interfere  with  the  employment 
of  children  of  ten  or  twelve  years  of 
age,  whose  earnings  might  be  important 
to  their  parents,  while  it  would  in  most 
cases  lead  to  children  being  allowed  to 
remain  at  school  the  greater  part  of  the 
day.  Compulsory  education  was  already 
the  law  of  the  land  with  reference  to 
children  employed  in  factories  and  work- 
shops, and  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  extending  the  principle  to  those  who 
were  in  a  more  disadvantageous  posi- 
tion. Parents  were  bound  to  provide 
proper  food  and  clothing  for  their  chil- 
dren's bodies ;  surely,  therefore,  the  law 
ought  to  require  them  to  provide  for 
their  minds. 

Ifoced,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'."—{The  Marqwii  ToKmhend.) 

Eari.  DE  grey  and  RIPON  said, 
he  thought  no  one  could  doubt  the  ex* 
cellence  of  his  noble  Friend's  object, 
but  it  was  doubtful  whether  this  BUI 
would  further  it.  The  Government  had 
promised  their  serious  attention  to  the 
whole  question  of  public  education,  and 
he  appealed  to  his  noble  Friend  and  to 
all  desiring  the  spread  of  education 
whether  it  was  well  to  deal  with  the 
question  piecemeal,  e^ecially  with  that 
most  difficult  part  of  it,  the  mode  of 
eeciunug  the  attendance  of  children  at 
school.  It  would  be  improper  for  hini 
now  to  stato  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  question  of  popular  educa- 
tion, and  as  at  this  period  of  the  Sessioa 
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no  praddoal  result  cotild  be  expected,  lie 
trusted  that  hia  noble  Friend  would  not 
press  the  measure. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  insert  ("this  day  three 
months.") — {Tht  Lord  Prtsid^nt.) 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Reiohed  in  the 
£}'»gativ» ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  thtt 
day  thre»  montht. 

INFANT  LIFE  PRESERVATION  BILL. 

(no.    89.)       SEOONn  EEADDia. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  Mabquess  T0WN8HEND  ex- 
plained that  the  Bill  was  directed  against 
"  baby  farming."  It  was  notorious  that 
in  many  cases  infants  were  intrusted  to 
persons  whose  wish  was  that  the  chil- 
dren's lives  might  come  to  a  speedy  end, 
and  whose  character  was  such  that,  but 
for  the  lowness  of  their  terms,  tbey 
would  not  be  vested  with  so  important  a 
trust.  Instances  were  but  too  common 
in  which  infants  thus  perished  from 
neglect  or  ill-treatment,  and  his  pro- 
posal, therefore,  was  that  eveiy  person 
taking  charge  of  them  should  be  licensed 
by  a  magistrate,  and  should  be  required 
to  give  security  for  the  proper  discboige 
of  her  duties. 

The  Mabqiiess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  regarded  the  Bill  as  a  most  extra- 
ordinary one,  since  it  would  make  it 
unlawful  for  any  person,  including, 
therefore,  the  mother,  to  take  charge  of 
any  child  under  five  years  of  age  for  the 
purpose  of  nursing  without  having  pre- 
viously obtained  the  authorization  of  a 
justice  of  tbd  peace.  Ke  would  advise 
the  noble  Marquess  to  subject  these  very 
numerous  Bills  to  some  more  carefiil 
scrutiny  before  ho  submitted  them  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House. 

The  Eabl  of  MOItLEY  said,  that  the 
Bill  was  calculated  to  defeat  the  object 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  for,  if  carried 
into  effect,  there  would  soon,  probably, 
be  no  infant  life  to  preserve.  It  would 
moreover,  require  all  nurses  in  hospitals 
and  workhouses  to  be  licensed.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would  re- 
model the  Bill  before  he  again  brought 
it  forward, 

IUrlSTAKHOFE:  Perhaps  the  noble 

^arquess   would    not    object   to   this 

Earl  D*  Gr»y  and  Eipo» 


Amendment  of  his  Bill — "That  no 
woman  shall  nurse  a  child  without  the 
authority  of  her  husband  or  the  license 
"  magistrate."  That  would  simplify 
Mrs  very  much ;  the  husband's  au- 
thority could  be  obtained  without  trouble. 

The  Mabqitebs  TOWNSHEND  said, 
that  the  Bill  would  only  apply  to  children 
placed  out  to  nurse.  Amr  the  way  in 
whidi  the  Bill  had  been  received  it  would 

I  useless  for  him  to  press  it. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  iuehargtd ; 
and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 


BISHOPS  RESIGNATION  BILL-{No.  171.) 

(  Thii  ArtlMthep  «/  Cbn(n4ury.) 

SECOND  BEABINCl. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBDBT 
said,  this  Bill  consisted  of  two  parts. 
One  part  had  reference  to  the  resigna- 
tion of  Bishops,  and  the  other  was  to 
amend  the  6  &  7  Fiel.  c.  62,  which  pro- 
vided that  in  the  case  of  the  mental  in- 
capacity of  a  Bishop  a  Commission  should 
issue  in  order  to  supply  prpp^'  superin- 
tendence of  the  diocese.  The  first  part 
of  the  Bill  met  the  difficulty  which  had 
been  experienced  in  former  attempts  in 
the  same  direction,  by  providing  that  in 
case  of  the  resignation  of  a  Bishop  the 
revenues  of  the  see  should  be  applied  for 
the  benefit  at  once  of  the  retiring  Bishop 
andof  hiscoadjutor.  It  had  been  found 
impossible  to  provide  any  income  for  a 
retiring  Bishop  from  any  other  source, 
and  although  mconvenience  might  arise 
from  dividing  the  revenues  of  the  see 
during  the  time  when  there  was  botb  a 
retired  Bishop  and  a  Bishop  exercising 
jurisdiction,  yet  that  inconvenience  was 
not  so  great  as  that  arising  fVom  the 
present  state  of  things,  there  being  at 
present  no  provision  for  the  resignation 
of  a  Bishop.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill,  he  had  followed  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  precedent  of  the 
6  &  7  Viet.,  which  gave  compulsory 
powers  in  cases  of  mental  incapacity. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  under 
that  Act  a  Commission  might  be  issued 
in  the  case  of  a  Bishop  who  was  men- 
tally incapacitated  from  discharging  his 
duties,  and  that  on  the  Beport  of  that 
Commission  another  Bishop  holding  a 
see  in  England  or  Wales  was  appointed 
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to  adminiater  the  diocese.  Provision 
vaa  made  in  that  Act  that  one-fifth  part 
of  the  revenue  should  he  paid  to  the 
ssaietinff  Bishop  with  which  to  meet 
his  additional  expenses ;  but  the  diffi- 
culty still  remained  of  layiuK  on  one 
-who  hod  already  enough  to  do  in  his 
own  diocese,  additioutu  duties  in  the 
entire  chai^  of  another  diocese.  In 
this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  meet  that 
difficulty  by  providing  that,  instead  of 
a  Bishop  already  chai^d  with  a  see  in 
England  or  "Wales,  a  Biahop-coadjutor, 
with  right  of  succession,  should  be  ap- 
pointed. Provision  was  made  to  secure 
nia  payment  and  his  right  of  succession 
to  the  see  when  it  became  vacant  in  va- 
rious clauses,  which,  no  doubt,  their 
Lordships  would  carefully  consider  in 
Committee.  The  evil  which  the  Bill  waa 
intended  to  remedy  was  one  that  had 
often  been  complained  of,  and  the  in- 
convenience arising  from  which  had  been 
felt  by  none  more  than  by  those  who 
were  charged  with  the  administration 
of  the  several  dioceses. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— (7X«  Archhithop  of  Canterbury.) 

Eabl  nelson  said,  he  regretted  the 
necessity,  for  such  he  feared  it  was,  of 
limiting  the  income  of  a  Bishop  who 
would  have  to  perform  the  entire  duties 
of  a  diocese.  In  dioceses  which  were  too 
lai^  for  the  Bishops  to  visit  their  dergy, 
it  was  essential  tiiat  they  should  have 
large  inoomes  in  order  to  be  able  to  en- 
tertain their  clergy,  otherwise  they  would 
not  see  them  at  all;  and  he  should  have 
been  glad  if  an  arrangement  could  have 
been  made  for  reviving  some  of  the  sup- 
pressed canonries,  or  ioT  reserving  some 
of  the  existing  ones  as  a  provision  for 
retiring  Bishops.  He  feared,  however, 
that  there  was  little  chance  of  this  being 
done.  Residence  in  the  cathedral  city 
being  very  essential  under  the  present 
management  of  lai^  dioceses,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Bill  proposed  to  leave 
the  episcopal  residence  to  the  retiring 
Bishop.  This  was,  no  doubt,  designed 
as  a  kdndnesa  to  him  ;  but  it  was  vetr 
desirable  that  his  successor,  having  all 
the  duties  of  the  diocese,  should  also 
have  the  house,  and  he  hopad  this  would 
be  done,  even  should  some  larger  sum 
be  consequently  allowed  to  the  retiring 
Prelate.  It  being  clear  that  a  mentally 
inc^wcitated  Bi^op  was  less  able  tc 
perform  his  dutiea  uian  one  who  volun- 


tarily resigned,  he  oould  not  see  why 
the  former  should  have  a  much  larger 
income  than  the  latter,  nor  why  a  coad- 
jutor Bishop,  who  would  have  exactly 
the  same  duties  as  the  successor  to  a  re- 
tiring Bishop,  should  only  have  two- 
thirds  of  the  income.  Another  anomalv 
in  the  BiU  was  that  whereas  a  Bishop  s 
capacity  was  to  be  determined  by  three 
judges — the  Archbishop  and  two  of  the 
BisEopa  of  the  province— two  Bishops 
only  were,  in  the  case  of  an  Archbishop, 
to  state  in  writing  whether  they  consi- 
dered him  incapacitated.  It  was  pro- 
posed, too,  that  his  coadjutor  should  be 
nominated  by  the  Crown  from  among 
the  Bishops  of  his  province  ;  but,  as  he 
understood  the  Bill,  the  Bishop  so  nomi- 
nated would  retain  the  charge  of  his 
present  diocese  as  well  as  that  of  the 
arehbishopric.  He  thought  the  Bill 
might  be  amended  as  regarded  some  of 
its  details. 

The  Abchbishof  of  YORK  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Nekon) 
could  not  have  read  the  Bui  very  closely. 
It  was  not  necessaiT  that  the  house 
should  be  occupied  by  the  Bishop  re- 
signing, and  thia  would  be  left  to  ar- 
rangement. He  admitted  the  incon- 
venience which  had  been  pointed  out 
with  regard  to  income  ;  but  a  Bishop 
subjected  to  compulsory  retirement  was 
entitled  to  some  consideration.  If  he 
retained  the  house  he  incurred  a  large 
expense,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
coadjutor,  beside  the  prospect  of  succes- 
sion, would  have  the  power  of  choosing 
a  residence  adapted  to  his  means.  As 
to  Archbishops,  they  were  rather  better 

{irotected  than  the  noble  Earl  supposed, 
or  the  only  difference  in  their  case  was 
the  substitution  of  another  Bishop  to 
take  the  place  of  the  Archbishop,  and 
constituto  a  court  of  three  persons.  He 
believed  that  on  examination  the  Bill 
would  be  found  the  best  practicable  re- 
medy for  the  sad  condition  of  things 
which  was  at  present  unprovided  for. 

The  Dtoe  of  CLEVELAND  said, 
he  thought  the  Bill  made  very  fair  pro- 
vision for  retiring  Bishops,  but  he 
doubted  whether  it  went  far  enough. 
A  provision  should  be  made  to  meet  the 
case  of  Bishops  who,  from  their  advanced 
period  of  life,  though  not  mentally  in- 
capacitated, were  incapable  of  perform- 
ing their  duties. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
must  remind  the  noble  Dulce  that  it 
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would  be  difficult  to  determine  tlie  par- 
ticular point  at  which  physical  infirmity 
would  justify  the  enforcement  of  a,  co- 
adjutor, lu  such  cases  a  Bishop  could 
take  hie  choice  as  to  retiring,  whereas 
in  cases  of  mental  incapacity  he  could 
not  decide  for  himself.  There  might, 
in  the  lapse  of  centuries,   be  an 


out  rather  than  detailed  the  course  which 
was  to  be  adopted,  and  pointed  to  the 
eBtablishment  of  some  tribunal  the  con- 
stitution and  functions  of  which  were 
not  explained.  Such  a  court  would 
hardly  be  a  satisfactory  one,  unices  it 
contained  a  lay  and  legal  element,  com- 
petent to  determine  with  precision  the 


sional  case  which  the  Bill  would  not  I  difficult  question  of  mental 


meet,  but  on  the  whole  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  sufficient. 

The  D0KE  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  rev.  Bench  would  agree 
on  the  adoption  of  an  Amendment  in 
the  3rd  clause,  which  would  make  the 
Game  provisions  apply  to  physical  as  to 
mental  incapacity,  for  the  public  would 
expect  that  this  should  be  secured. 

The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  and 
BRISTOL  admitted  that  the  noble 
Duke's    (the  Duke  of  Sopierset's)  sug- 

festion  was  deserving  of  consideration. 
t  was  difficult,  however,  to  draw  a  lino 
between  that  degree  of  infirmity  which 
caused  the  loss  of  a  Bishop's  services 
to  a  diocese  and  that  in  which  the 
presiding  power  of  the  mind  might  re- 
m(un,  though  accompanied  by  physical 
weakness. 

The  Eam.  of  CARNARVON  said, 
he  was  grateful  to  the  right  rev.  Bench 
for  having  taken  up  a  question  of  such 
urgency  and  importance,  and  he  felt  that 
it  was  a  rather  ungracious  task  to  criti- 
cize the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  it 
was  desirable  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee to  point  out  how  it  would  strike 
lay  Members  of  the  House,  and  persons 
outside.  The  Bill  proposed  that  a  co- 
adjutor Bishop  should  DO  appointed  in 
certain  cases,  and  should  have  an  in- 
come of  at  least  £2,000  a  year  from  the 
see.  Now,  he  would  have  to  bear  the 
whole  burden  and  responsibility,  and 
though  Parliament  would  wish  to  deal 
tenderly  with  the  retiring  Bishop,  it  was 
not  desirablo  that  there  should  be  so 
unsatisfactory  a  contrast  between  his 
pOHition  and  that  of  the  coadjutor  as 
would  exist  under  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
which  assigned  to  the  retiring  Bishop 
not  less  than  £2,000  a  year,  besides  oU 
the  temporalities  and  other  emoluments, 
and,  in  certain  cases,  the  episcopal  palace. 
He  would,  moreover,  have  the  power 
of  initiating  this  state  of  things,  for  un- 
less the  incapacitated  Bishop  desired  to 
retire,  this  part  of  the  Bill  could  not 
come  into  force.  In  the  case  of  a  Bishop 
not  taking  the  initiative  the  Bill  shadowed 
The  Bishop  of  London 


oity. 


One  of  the  anomalies  of  the  Bill  was 

that  in  the  case  of  an  Archbishop  the 
tribunal  would  not  be  the  same.  It 
might  be  greatly  to  the  interest  of  the 
Chnrch  that  an  Archbishop  should  re- 
tire, but  the  Bill  merely  proposed  the 
appointment  of  one  of  the  Bishops  of  hia 
province  as  coadjutor. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
asked  the  noble  Earl  to  refer  to  clause  1 1 . 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said, 
he  understood  that  clause  to  provide  that 
a  Bishop-coadjutor  might  be  appointed 
in  the  case  of  an  ArclAishop  being  in- 
capacitated, and  that  where  an  Arch- 
bishop's capacity  was  in  question  there 
should  be  substituted  for  him  suchBlshop 
of  his  province  as  Her  Majesty  migU 
appoint.  This  seemed  to  him  consistent 
with  hie  statement  that  a  Bishop  of  the 

Province  might  be  appointed  the  Arch- 
ishop's  coadjutor. 

The  AacHBiSHOP  of  CANTERBURY 
explained  that  the  substitution  of  a 
Bishop  of  the  province  for  the  Arch- 
bishop was  not  l^r  the  purpose  of  acting 
as  coadjutor,  but  for  the  purpose  of  sit- 
ting on  the  Commission,  it  bemg  obvious 
that  an  Archbishop  could  not  ait  on  the 
Commission  by  which  his  own  lunacy  was 
to  be  tried.  "When  the  Archbishop  had 
been  ascertained  to  be  a  lunatic,  another 
person,  and  not  one  of  the  Bishops  of 
the  province,  would  be  appointed  to  act 
as  his  coadjutor. 

The  Easi.  of  CARNARVON  ac- 
cepted this  explanation  as  removing  an 
objection  which  he  was  about  to  offer, 
but  thought  the  terms  of  the  clause  were 
open  to  the  construction  he  had  put  upon 
it.  His  criticisms  were  not  conceived  in 
a  hostile  spirit,  but  it  was  important, 
especially  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, that  the  details  of  the  Bill  should 
be  carefully  considered,  and  that  am- 
biguities should  be  removed. 

The  Eam.  of  LIMERICK  remarked 
that  while  an  incapacitated  Biahop  would 
be  relieved  from  all  his  other  duties,  &e 
Bill  would  continue  to  him  the  privilege 
of  sitting  in  this  House.    The  exjdana- 
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Idon  given  by  the  most  rer.  Prelate  of  the 
1 1th  clause  raised  some  other  objections 
to  that  clause,  because  from  that  ex- 
planation it  would  follo'n'  that  the  person 
to  be  appointed  to  aasist  the  Archbishop 
need  not  necessarily  be  a  Bishop  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  POWISsaid,  he  thought 
it  vae  undesirable  that  the  burden  of  the 
retiring  allowance  of  a  Bishop  who  was 
incapacitated  should  be  thrown  upon  his 
successor.  There  waa  no  doubt  that,  if 
not  at  the  present  moment,  at  least 
eventually,  the  episcopal  property  in  the 
bandaof  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
would  be  much  more  than  sufficient  to 
provide  all  the  regular  episcopal  inoomes, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  such  retiring 
allowances  would  form  a  legitimate 
charge,  to  be  placed  either  wholly  or  in 
part  upon  those  surplus  funds.  With 
regard  to  Bishops  retiring  on  account  of 
age,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Civil  Service, 
be  thought  there  ought  to  be  some  limit 
aa  to  the  age  atwoich  applications  to 
retire  should  be  entertained — say,  only 
from  sixty-five  or  seventy  years.  Wilb 
respect  to  the  provision  for  investigating 
cases  of  alleged  lunacy  against  a  Bishop, 
it  would,  in  nis  opinion,  be  much  better 
that,  as  a  Bishop  was  a  public  ofhcer,  on 
a  representation  being  made  to  Her 
Majesly,  Her  Majesty  should  <^ect  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners,  who  were  men 
of  legal  and  medical  experience,  to  con- 
duct a  formal  inquiry  and  ascertain 
whether  the  alleged  infirmity  really  ex- 
isted. The  part  of  Clause  1 1  which  re- 
lated to  Archbishops  and  their  coadjutors 
required  some  consideration.  Thecoad- 
jutor  who  was  to  he  appointed  was  not 
only  to  discharge  the  ordinary  duties  of 
the  Archhishop  — that  was  to  say,  to 
carry  on  the  discipline  of  the  archdiocese 
of  Canterbury  or  York  ;  but,  although  a 
new  maJi  and  just  appointed,  tind  being 
incapacitated  &om  sitting  in  Parliament, 
lie  was  to  have  power  to  institute  legal 
inquiries,  not  only  against  priests,  but 
against  other  Bishops  of  the  province  ; 
for  example,  he  might  be  allowed  to  pro- 
secute the  Bishops  of  London,  Durham, 
or  Winchester,  who  might  have  occupied 
their  sees  for  ten  or  twenty  years.  It 
was  difhcult  to  sav,  in  the  case  of  the 
incapacity  of  the  Archbishop,  how  his 
metropolitical  functions  were  to  be  dis- 
charged ;  but  it  would  not  be  proper  to 
place  those  metropolitical  functions  in 
the  hands  of  his  junior  and  temporary 
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LoBD  CAntNS  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  su^estiou  in  r^ard  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Bill.  The  3rd  clause 
pointed  out  tbe  steps  by  which  a  coa4Jutor 
Bishop  was  to  be  appointed.  Their 
Lordships'  attention  had  been  already 
called  to  the  feet  that  it  applied  merely 
to  the  case  of  mental  incapacity ;  and  it 
was  obvious  that  if  the  Bill  became  law 
in  its  present  form  it  would  be  entirely 
inoperative  to  reach  some  of  the  cases 
which  had  occurred  under  their  own  ob- 
servation, aa  to  which  certainly  a  strong 
public  feeling  had  been  expressed  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  legislation. 
There  was  another  objection  to  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood.  It  contemplated 
proceedings  of  a  somewhat  judicial  cha- 
racter ;  and  there  was  this  great  anomaly, 
that  the  Archbishop,  who  was  to  be  the 
principal  Judge,  was  also  tlie  person 
who  put  the  whole  judicial  proceeding 
in  motion.  The  Ardibishop  was  to  be, 
he  would  not  say  the  prosecutor,  but  the 
mover  in  setting  the  inquiry  on  foot. 
That  was  open  to  grave  objection,  and 
what  he  would  su^^st  was  that  a  great 
improvement  of  the  Bill  might  be  efi'ect- 
ed  by  providing  that  upon  a  representa- 
tion being  made  to  the  Ardibishop, 
emanating  irom  the  Dean  and  Chapter, 
who  were  the  guardians  of  the  spirituali- 
ties, the  Archbishop  should  then  call  to 
his  aid  the  two  Bishops,  as  the  clause 
pntivided,  and  should  hold  an  inouirr. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  clause  should 
go  further,  and  enact  that  upon  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  undertaking  to  prove  a  de- 
gree of  physical  infirmity  sufficient  per- 
manently to  incapacitate  the  Bishop  from 
the  disdiai^  of  his  duties  on  inquiry 
should  take  place,  and  in  the  event  of 
the  Archbishop  being  satisfied  of  the 
truth  of  the  representation  be  should 
have  power  to  appoint  a  coadjutor.  The 
case  of  infirmity  of  an  Archbishop  waa 
a  matter  of  great  difficulty,  and  great 
caution  ought  to  be  exercised  in  provid- 
ing for  the  dischai^  of  the  duties  of  the 
office.  It  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  very 
objectionable  to  devolve  the  performance 
of  the  functions  of  an  incapacitated 
Archbishop  upon  a  coadjutor,  who  from 
the  necessity  of  the  case  was  not  likely 
to  have  tho  experience  that  was  required 
in  a  person  appointed  to  such  an  office. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  provide  for  the 
actual  resignation  of  the  most  reverend 
Prelate,  the  revenues  of  the  sees  being 
large  enough  to  provide  a  retiring  pen- 
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sion  iar  the  ArdLbiahop,  and  a  Buffident 
income  for  hia  successor. 

Lord  BEDESDALE  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  one  or  two  points 
which  appeared  te  have  been  overlooked. 
Sometimes  a  man  might  for  two  or  three 
years  be  subject  to  a  slight  infirmity, 
ftnd  a  report  might  be  made  upon  hini 
according  to  tlie  Bill ;  but  when  he  re- 
covered, what  was  to  be  hie  position, 
and  what  was  to  be  the  positioa  of  the 
see  with  two  Bishops  ?  Again,  if  acme 
infirmity  should  happen  t«  me  coadjutor, 
what  was  to  be  done  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  several  of  the  difficulties  which  had 
been  suggested  were  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, but  most  of  them  were  met 
by  the  feet  that  this  waa  in  every  respect 
B  voluntary  Bill.  It  was  not  intended 
to  efiect  bv  any  compulsory  procedure 
whatever  the  resignation  of  any  Bishop. 
If  a  man  was  absolutely  incapable  of 
having  a  will,  evidence  as  to  his  sup- 
posed mental  incapacity  was  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  one  of  the  Secretarica  of  State 
— he  supposed  the  Home  Secretary — 
and  then  it  remained  for  the  Crown  to 
make  or  not  to  make  the  appointment  of 
a  coadjutor  as  it  should  think  fit.  Un- 
der such  circumstances  there  could  not 
be  any  contemplation  of  doubtful  cases, 
or  such  as  involved  serious  difficulty  in 
investigation.  The  Bill  had  for  its  ob- 
ject simply  to  provide  for  the  discharge 
of  necessary  duties,  in  the  one  case  at 
the  desire  of  the  Bishop,  and  in  the 
other  where  there  was  a  clear  and 
doubted  case  of  mental  incapacity.  That 
object  seemed  to  Mm  vety  desirable,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  tiieir  Lordahipa 
might  make  tills  in  Committee  a  valuable 


The  Abchbibhop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  that  the  various  suggestions  which 
their  Lordships  had  made  should  be 
taken  into  serious  consideration  before 
the  Bill  wont  into  Committee.  The  no- 
ble and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Caima)  had  mentioned  that  the  Dean 
and  Cliapter,  being  regarded  as  the 
guardians  of  the  spiritualitiea,  were  the 
proper  persona  to  make  the  repreaents- 
tion.  But  the  Dean  and  Chapter  wer( 
not  to  be  regaled  as  the  guardians  of 
the  spiritualitiea  except  in  the  ease  of 
Archbishops'  sees.  The  Archbishop 
the  guardian  of  the  spiritualities  in  other 
cases,  and  therefore  this  Bill,  as  re- 
garded incapacity,  followed  the  prece- 
Lord  Caimt 


dent  of  chap.  62  of  the  6th  and  7tii  of 
the  Queen.  He  himself  tltought  thfire 
was  an  incongrui^  in  a  Bishop  ap- 
pointed coadjutor  exercising  metropoli- 
tical  jurisdiction,  and  a  provision  to  re- 
medy that  would  be  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee. He  truated  that  it  was  only  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill  that  would  really 
have  to  be  put  into  operation,  and  he 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  saying 
that  he  could  not  but  believe  that  ae 
as  the  Houses  of  Parliament  should 
have  provided  proper  means  to  enable 
Bishops  afflictm  with  physical  infirmi- 
ties to  retire  there  would  be  no  hesi- 
tation on  the  part  of  the  persona  in* 
capacitated  from  availing  themaelves  of 
the  arrangements  which  should  be  made. 
From  the  correspondence  which  he  had 
had  with  the  right  rev.  Prelates  who  were 
BSicted,  he  Imew  that  their  position 
was  veiy  pain&l  to  themselves,  and  be 
could  not  but  believe  that  they  would  be 
very  thankfid  to  their  Lordahipa  and 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  if  they 
should  put  it  within  their  reach  to  do 
what  he  was  sure  they  were  very  anx- 
ious to  do — namely,  to  commit  their  sees 
to  more  vigorous  huids. 

Motion  tyrttd  to :  Bill  read  2*  aword- 
ingly,  and  eommiited  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thtmday  next. 


CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  BILL. 

(7%«  Lord  ChanoelUr.) 

(BO.  170.)       SECOND  KE&DlSa. 

Order  of  the  Day  ft>r  the  Second . 
Reading,  read. 

The  LORD  CHANOELLOK,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to  remove 
some  difficulties  which  had  occurred  in 
the  administration  of  charitable  trusts, 
in  consequence  of  certain  formalities 
which  were  required  to  be  observed,  and 
which,  while  not  serving  any  useM  pur- 
poae,  gave  rise  from  time  to  time  to  se- 
rious inconvenience,  the  omission  of 
them  having  thrown  a  doubt  on  the 
validity  of  ordera  which  the  Commio- 
aionera  had  made.  The  BiU  in  all  tlie 
earlier  parts  of  it  dealt  with  the  removal 
of  difficulties  of  that  description,  and 
gave  the  Oommiasioners  powers  to  dis- 
chai^e  their  own  orders  on  the  discoveir 
of  any  irregularity  in  them.  The  9tiB 
,  clause  empowered  the  Commissioners  to 
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ftuthorize  tiioBe  adnuDisterinff  out  <Jba,- 
rity  to  employ  competent  persons  to 
frame  a  scheme  or  Taaks  inqmrieB  under 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Act,  1853  ta  1869, 
and  to  pa;  those  eo  employed.  The 
10th  olaute  provided  that  a  petition  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  under  the  8th 
section  of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act — 
1860 — ^mustbe  presented  in  all  cases  by 
the  same  persons  only  as  the  existing 
law  provided  in  the  case  of  charities  of 
which  the  annual  income  did  not  exceed 
£50 — namely,  the  Attorney  Qeueral  and 
the  trustees  managing  a  trust.  It  might 
be  a  question  for  discussion  in  Commit- 
tee whether  a  simple  majority  instead  of 
two-thirds  of  the  trustees  adntinistoring 
a  charity  should  be  able  to  decide  on 
the  Bale  or  exchange  of  any  property 
held  by  them  in  trust.  Other  clauses 
facilitated  the  placing  of  charities  under 
the  Commissioners,  tor  the  jealousy  with 
which  these  functionaries  were  originally 
regarded  had  recently  disappeared,  and 
all  classes,  including  the  representatives 
of  Dissenting  bodies,  were  anxious  to 
avail  theme^ves  of  the  sendees  of  the 
Commissioners. 

The  Earl  of  EOMNET  was  under- 
stood to  recommend  some  slight  Amend- 
ment of  Clause  9. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitled  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Tuttday  next. 

SPECIAL  BAILS  BILL— (No,  IBB.) 

{Tht  Lord  CkanceUoT.) 

SECOKD       BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tine,  said,  he  had  had  considerable 
inquiry  made  into  the  matter,  and  he 
was  satisfied  that  it  was  necessary  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  should  be  passed.  It  had 
not  been  introduced  into  the  other  House 
by  the  Qovernment,  but  the  able  Master 
of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  had  been  re- 
quesl«d  to  examine  it  carefully,  and  he 
reported  that  the  grievance  sought  to  be 
redreesed  was  a  real  one.  By  au  Act  of 
Charles  U.,  and  another  of  William 
HI.,  no  person  was  allowed  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  special  bail  in  the  coun- 
try who  was  an  attorney  or  a  solicitor. 
This  might  be  proper  at  one  time,  but 
now,  in  consequence  of  changes  in  the 


law,  tlie  cases  of  special  bail  were  so 
few  that  it  was  not  worth  any  person's 
while  to  take  the  ofBce  who  was  not  an 
attorney  or  solicitor,  and  no  one  was  ap- 
pointed ;  eo  that  iu  the  few  cases  where 
special  bail  was  required  persons  were 
put  to  the  inconvenience  of  coming  up 
to  London  for  the  purpose.  The  BiU 
empowered  anyone  authorized  to  admin- 
ister an  oath,  whether  he  was  a  solicitor 
or  not,  provided  he  were  not  interested 
in  the  matter,  to  take  special  bail. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Tuteday  next. 

ASSESSED   RATES  BILL-(No.  17*.) 
{The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 
SEOOHD  KEADmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading,  read. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELET,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  BiU  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  it  was  rendered  necessair  by 
the  great  inconvenience  which  had  re- 
sulted irom  the  abolition  of  composition 
for  rates  by  a  clause  in  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  Act  of  1867.  Some 
idea  might  be  formed  of  the  inconveni- 
ence occasioned  when  it  was  stated  that 
in  nine  boroughs  67,500  summonses  for 
non-payment  of  rates  had  been  issued. 
Before  the  Act  passed  composition  was 
in  force  in  no  fewer  than  171  boroughs, 
and  the  operation  of  the  Act  was  felt  to 
be  a  great  hardship  by  the  occupiers  of 
small  tenements,  who  paid  rent  weekly, 
because  they  were  called  upon  to  pay  m 
advance  a  rate  which  exceeded  in  amount 
the  rent  due,  while  they  were  liable  to 
be  turned  out  at  a  week's  notice.  Under 
this  Bill  an  occupier  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  rate  exceeding  in  amount 
the  rent  due  to  the  landlord,  and  it  was 
provided  that  they  might  deduct  the 
rate  so  paid  from  the  rent.  The  main 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  reverse  what 
was  done  by  the  clause  iu  the  Reform 
Act  in  depriving  a  large  number  of  |jer- 
sons  of  the  Parliamentary  franchise. 
The  Bill  repealed  the  SmaU  Tenements 
Act,  and  made  composition  possible 
througboutthecouutryupon  terms  which 
were  prescribed.  In  one  case  the  occu- 
pier might  pav  the  rate  and  deduct  it 
from  the  landlord's  rent;  in  a  second 
the  landlord  would  agree  with  the  over- 
seers, and  would  pay  the  rates;  in  which 
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cose  lie  would  get  an  aUowance  of  5  per 
cent ;  and  in  a  third,  the  veett?  might 
impose  upon  owners  the  obligation  of 
paying  the  rates,  and  allow  them  a  de- 
duction of  15  per  cent.  In  ehort,  the 
BiU  restored  the  power  of  compounding, 
and  enabled  it  to  be  made  univereal 
throughout  the  country. 

Movei,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
^."—{Tht  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

Loan  DENMAN  was  understood  to 
say  it  had  been  represented  to  him  that 
in  the  north-west  part  of  England 
owners  of  property  rated  for  their  tenants 
had  coerced  tnem  in  voting. 

£a£L  GBEY  eaid,  he  did  not  wieh  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill,  but 
could  not  allow  the  second  reading  to 
pass  without  pointing  out  that  the  neces- 
sity for  introducing  it  afforded  a  striking 
example  of  the  inconvenience  and  mis- 
chief which  arose  from  political  parties 
pursuing  a  course  for  a  temporary  ob- 
ject. Two  years  ago,  when  this  subject 
occupied  attention,  they  were  told  that 
the  security  for  the  due  exercise  of  the 
franchise  was  to  be  the  personal  payment 
of  rates  by  those  to  whom  it  was  granted. 
It  was  tins  that  was  to  make  the  new 
extension  of  the  franchise  perfectly  safe. 
In  the  discussion  of  the  Reform  Bill  it 
was  found  that  difficulties  arose  in  t 
plying  this  principle,  and  Parliament, 
order  to  get  rid  of  them,  proceeded  at 
once,  without  discussion  and  without  con- 
sideration, to  cut  the  Gordian  knot  by 
simply  resolving  that  the  whole  system  of 
compounding  for  rates  should  be  put  an 
end  to.  The  then  Government  proposed 
this,  and  the  Opposition,  not  to  be  left 
behind,  said — "  This  is  all  we  want : 
we  approve  entirely  of  what  you  pro- 
pose to  do — abolish  compounding,"  It 
■was  in  vain  that  persona  from  London 
and  various  parts  of  the  country  waited 
upon  the  then  Leaders  of  the  Opposition, 
as  they  had  previously  waited  on  Minis- 
ters, and  pointed  out  to  them  the  ill  conse- 
quences which  would  result  from  such  a 
measure.  They  were  told — "  Perhaps 
inconvenience  may  arise,  but  the  poli- 
tical object  for  which  the  change  is  pro- 
posed is  so  important  that  we  cannot 
resist  the  abolition  of  the  compound- 
householder."  When  the  Bill  came  up 
to  this  House  he  ventured  to  oppose  th« 
clause  for  the  abolition  of  compound- 
ing, but  his  Motion  for  omitting  it  was 
Tesisted  both  by  the  Government  and  the 
Tht  Earl  of  KimherU;/ 
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Opposition.  The  inconvenience  that  had 
resulted  from  this  change  in  the  law  of 
rating,  thus  recklessly  made  for  a  poli- 
tical object,  had  proved  as  he  anticipated 
so  great  that,  after  much  inquiry  and 
consideration,  it  was  now  found  necessary 
to  restore  compounding  in  some  form ; 
and  this  Bill  was  brought  before  them 
for  that  purpose.  The  result  will  be 
that  when  it  is  passed  the  imagined  se- 
curity of  personal  rating  for  the  due 
exercise  of  the  frtinchise  will  disappear 
altogether,  and  we  shall  have  an  extended 
franchise  without  any  check  of  the  kind. 
The  inconvenience  which  arose  from  the 
abolition  of  compounding,  exactly  as  he 
expected,  had  proved  so  intolerable — bo 
great  had  been  tiiehardship  inflicted  upon 
Uie  smaller  class  of  occupiers — that  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  allow  matters  to  re- 
main as  they  were.  An  inquiry  waa 
consequently  held,  and  they  now  came 
by  a  roundabout  and  inconvenient  me- 
thod to  the  old  system,  though  the  mode 
in  which'.it  was  restored  had  made  it 
less  convenient  than  it  was  previously. 
Practical  experience  of  the  personal  pay- 
ment of  rates  had  shown  that  the  whole 
thing  waa  a  mockery  and  a  delusion. 
Both  parties  had  advocated  it ;  the  change 
was  made  purely  for  party  and  political 
purposes,  and  those  purposes  having 
been  served  they  were  now  obliged  to 
return  to  the  old  system. 

Eaul  GEANTILLE  said.hefelt  reaDy 
bound  to  condole  with  his  noble  Friend 
(EaxlGrey)  at  his  finding  no  opportunity 
for  objecting  to  this  BUI.  He  should, 
however,  be  pleased  if  his  noble  Friend 
would  be  accurate  in  his  statement  of 
tacts,  because  it  was  well  known  that 
Mr.  Gladstone,  then  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  opposed,  in  the  strongest 
possible  manner,  the  clause  putting  an 
end  to  compounding.  In  that  opposition 
he  did  not  receive  the  support  which  he 
might  have  expected ;  and  the  inferenoa 
that  he  (Earl  Granville)  drew  from  this 
was  that  it  would  be  better  for  parties 
who  were  agreed  in  the  main  to  act  to- 
gether than  for  small  sections  to  unite 
with  other  parties  in  order  to  secure  some 
particular  oWect. 

Earl  GREY  was  understood  to  main- 
tain the  correctness  of  his  own  version. 

Motion  agrwd  to  :  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly and  commitUd  io  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuetdag  next. 
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SCOTCH  SALMON  FISHERT  ACT,  UBS. 

QUESTIOIT. 

LoBD  ABINOEB,  in  asking  Hei  Ma- 

■  '    "  ;,  Whe 

t  any  ] 
Salmoi 
of  1662  ? — eaid  that,  though  the  clauBes 
of  that  Act  were  good,  the  Act  itself  was 
inoperative,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
proper  inspection  and  adequate  means 
of  carrying  out  its  provisions. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  replied  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  to  send  two  inspectors  into 
Scotland  in  die  autimm  to  inquire  into 
the  subject.  The  inspectors  would,  of 
course,  prepare  a  Keport,  and  by  that 
Report  the  course  of  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
T^^ment  would  be  guided.  Until  that 
Seport  had  been  Airnished  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  say 
whether  they  would  introduce  any  legis- 
lation upon  the  subject;  and  if  they  did, 
whether  it  would  assume  the  form  of  a 
comprehensive  measure,  embracing  the 
whole  of  Scotland,  or  whether  excep- 
tional provisions  would  be  introduced 
with  regard  to  certain  rivers. 

QUEEN  AHHE'S  BOUNTY  BHX  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  enabla  the  GoTemors  oF  the  Bounty 

of  Qneen   Anne,    for  the   ■ugmcntBtian   of  Ihe 

mRiiitenanoe  of  the  poor  Clergf ,  to  grant  saper- 

anuBstion  illoiraDoea  ta  offloera  nod  cUrki  em- 

C'jtA  in  their  teriice — Wni  pretenttd  \)j  The 
Ml    AaoHBiiaor   of   CASTEftBDRi ;    rwid    I*. 
(No.  IBS.) 

Hon**  uyooTDsd  at  half  put  Seren  o'olook, 

to  ThundaT  next,  half  paat 

Ten  o'olook. 


HOT78E    OF    COMMONS, 
Tutiday,  IZtkJuly,  1869. 

MINUTES.]  —  POBUO  '^xu»— Ordered— Fint 
Blading  —  Trades     UiiioDi    (Hraleotion    or 

Fundi)'"  [318]. 

JVri(ii«ufiiip~Metropolttan  Building  Aot(IBSS) 
Amendment  ■[211]. 

CommitUt — Hfport — ConlagJoui  DiPBnwi  (Ani- 
mail)  (No.  2}  (re-comm)  [103-213];  Vnlna- 
tion  of  Propertj  (HeCropolii)  (re-eovim.)' 
[1001;  Parothial  Sohoola  (Scotland]*  [164. 
S16]. 

Jiffporl— Poor  U>  (Ireland)  AroeDdment(ND.3)  ■ 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


CLEARING  VESSELS  AT  THE  CUSTOM 
HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ORA.'VES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  If  the 
Treasury  now  poseesscB  the  power  to 
authorize  the  substitution  of  tlie  owner 
or  agent  for  the  shipmaster  in  clearing 
a  vessel  at  the  Custom  House ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  ob- 
tain, this  Session,  the  necessary  leg^ 
powers  fbr  dispensing  with  the  attend- 
ance of  the  captain  of  the  Custom 
House? 

Mb.  ATBTON  replied  tbat  the  Ques- 
tion was  engaging  the  attention  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  that  some  provision 
would  be  made  with  regard  to  it  in  a  Bill 
relating  to  foreign  wines  which  had  been 
introduced  into  the  House,  and  which 
would  shortly  be  printed. 

METROPOLIS-ST.  PANCRAS   WORK- 

I10USE.-QUESTI0N. 
CotoNEL  B  ARTTELOT  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Poor  Iiaw  Board  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  death  of  Mary  Allen,  who 
lately  died  in  St.  Pancras  Workhouse, 
under  circumstances  which  caused  an  in- 
quest to  be  held,  as  reported  in  "  The 
Times  "  of  July  7th ;  and,  whether  the 
Poor  Law  Board  int«n^  to  hasten  the 
furnishing  of  the  new  parish  Infirmary 

at  Highgate  ? 

Me.  QOSCHEN  said,  in  rvp\y,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
subiect  referred  to  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  With  regard  to  the  se- 
cond part  of  the  Question,  he  might  say 
that  the  hastening  of  the  new  parish 
Infirmary  at  Highgate  must  depend  ra- 
ther upon  the  action  of  the  contractor 
who  had  undertaken  the  works,  and  of 
the  guardians.  The  Poor  Law  Board 
had  issued  all  the  orders  and  had  ap- 
proved of  the  plans,  and  the  building 
I  was  now  in  progress.  With  that  the 
i  action  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  was  at  an 
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OONTAOIODS    DISEASBS    (ANIMALS) 

(No.  a)  {re^mmitled)   BILU-fBiLL   103.J 

(Mr.  Dod4on,  Mr.   William  Edward  Foniar,  Mr. 

Secretary  Brute.) 

cOMumEE.     \_^ProgrtM  9fA  <7Wy.] 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  90  (Clause  D.    Application  of 

balance  unappropriated). 

Sir  EDWABD  fiXJIxLEB  roee  to  call 
attention  to  a  case  whidi  had  occurred 
in  the  Union  of  Market  Drayton,  in 
StaffordBhire,  in  which  compenaadon 
had  been  disallowed  by  the  quarter  bcb- 
aions,  on  the  ground  that  the  inspector, 
Mr.  Duff,  by  whose  order  cattle  had  been 
slaughtered,  was,  owing  to  some  techni- 
cal informality,  not   legally  a^rainted, 


and  that  between  the  20th  of  I^bruary 
and  the  4th  of  March,  1866,  there  was 
no  legal  power  coicunitted  to  any  inspec- 
tor to  order  the  slaughter  of  cattle. 
Those,  he  said,  whose  cattle  had  been 
slaughtered  had  surrendered  them  freely 
in  obedience  to  the  orders  of  a  person 
whom  they  had  every  reason  to  believe 
had  been  duly  appointed  inspector,  and 
he  trusted  that,  under  those  circum- 
stances, a  mere  legal  informality  would 
not  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
doing  that  which  was  simply  an  act  of 
justice.  There  was  at  present  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  quarter  sessions  the  sum 
of  £1,300,  being  the  surplus  of  the 
amount  collected  to  pay  compensation 
for  cattle  slaughtered.  It  was  objected 
that  this  £1,300  was  the  property  of  the 
rate-payers,  and  ought  to  be  restored  to 
them ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  view, 
or  that  his  Amendment  would  open  the 
door  to  fraudulent  applications.  He  had 
been  particularly  careful  to  guard  against 
the  latter  danger.  It  was  abo  said  that  it 
would  be  establishing  a  bad  precedent, 
and  that  it  was  ex  pott  faeto  legislation ; 
but,  on.  the  contrary,  he  thought  the 
■worst  principle  tboy  could  establish  was 
that  when  persons  sacrificed  their  pro- 
perty for  the  public  benefit,  the  House 
should  not  keep  faith  with  them.  With 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  vi 
had  expressed,  he  proposed. 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  In  pt 
line  34,  after  the  word  "fit,"  all  the 
words  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  for  the 
purpose  of  inserting  the  following 
woraa: 


"  Diipoie  of  such  bnlnnee,  or  an;  part  thereof, 
as  folloTt ;— (1.)  They  may  apply  *uoh  bfllanee, 
or  nny  part  liiereof,  in  oompoinntion  for  oatllo 
slaughlered  by  direction  of  nn  inipeotor  brtween 
lbs  iwcnlieth  day  of  February  and  Ihe  Bfieenth 
ly  of  April,  one  thouund  eigM  hntidred  nnd 
■ixty-sii.  in  order  to  pi-erenC  the  aproid  of  cnttls 
plague  {for  whioh  cuttle  do  compentBtioD  hut 
been  pnid  by  any  inaur.inco  ofBco  or  company), 
allbough  luoh  inepeslor  may,  in  relation  lo  aucli 
■  lighter,  haTB  .icled  outside  Iho  district  for 
ich  he  had  beta  appointed  jntpeolor,  (9.)  The; 
J  carry  *uDh  balance,  or  any  pnrt  thereof,  to 
the  credit  of  the  ordinary  account  of  the  lucitl 
to  be  npplied  for  any  of  the  purposra  for 
which  the  local  rale,  wtien  Uiied  under  any  Aot 
other  than  an  Aot  repealed  hj  this  Act,  is  appli- 

Sir  smith  CHILD,  in  supporting 
the  Amendment,  said,  the  farmers  who 
had  given  up  their  cattle  to  be  slaugh- 
tered believed  that  they  were  acting  in 
ntrict  obdience  to  the  law,  and  therefore 
if  some  technical  difficulty  had  been  ex- 
perienced in  the  way  of  granting  that 
compensation,  it  was  only  reasoaable 
that  the  local  authorities  should  be  en- 
abled to  compensate  Uiese  persons  for 
their  losses  out  of  the  funds  to  which 
they  had  contributed.  They  did  not  ask 
that  a  new  rate  should  be  levied  for  tha 
purpose,  and  if  the  Amendment  was 
passed  it  would  do  no  wrong  to  any  one, 
but  would  do  justice  to  those  persons. 

8m  CHARLES  ADDERLET  said, 
_j  had  placed  an  Amendment  on  the 
Notice  Paper  which,  he  thought,  bettor 
esplained  the  point  at  issue.  It  was  aa 
foUowB : — 

"(1.)  Thejr  may  appljrnny  part  of  SDch  balano* 
in  compenratlon  for  oaltle  alanghtered  betveen 
the  pawing  of  the  Act  twenty-ninth  and  thircietb 
VlcCnrin,  chapter  tiiD,  February  twentieth,  ona 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  aitly-sii,  and  the  ap- 
pointment of  Inspectors  under  that  Act,  by  dU 
rection  of  n  person  whom  the  owner  of  snob 
cattle  had  reosonkbie  ground  to  belicTe  to  b« 
the  aathoriicd   Inspector  Ibr   the   ezeontioo  of 


In  this  case  the  farmers  were  induced  to 
put  their  cattle  to  death  in  obedience  to 
the  directions  of  a  man  whom  they  had 
every  reason  to  believe  to  be  an  autho- 
rized inspector  to  carry  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament into  execution.  The  question 
was  whether  that  House  ought  not,  in 
justice  to  cure  the  blot,  if  there  were  any 
blot  in  the  law. 

Mb.  M'COMBIE  said,  Aberdeenshire 
was  exactly  in  the  same  position  as  the 
district  now  alluded  to,  and  if  thft 
Amendment  were  c^ried  he  must  put  in 
a  claim  for  Aberdeenslute. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTKR  said,  he  tm 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  Ameud- 
meat.  The  effect  of  tbe  partioular  clause 
in  the  Bill  under  consideration  'was 
that  when  there  was  an  unappropriated 
balance  of  the  fund  raised  for  compen- 
sation, it  should  be  returned  to  the  rate- 
payers, and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Com- 
mittee would  adopt  any  other  enactment. 
There  was  no  legal  claim  for  the  slaughter 
of  these  cattle,  as  they  were  kill^  by 
an  inspector  not  authorized  to  kill  by 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  He  had  received 
a  lettor  from  the  chairman  of  the  petty 
sessions,  now  chftirman  of  quarter  ses- 
sions, before  which  the  oaso  was  oou- 
sidered,  and  after  stating  the  particulars, 
tbe  writer  observed  that  the  Amend- 
ment, if  passed,  would  give  an  undue 
advantaee  to  those  persons  whose  cattle 
were  killed  by  Mr.  Duff  over  those  whose 
cattle  were  killed  by  others  before  the 
Act  of  1866  came  mto  operation,  and 
would  cause  great  dissatisiaction  among 
the  rate-payers.  With  regard  to  this 
particular  case  he  did  not  deny  that  It 
was  a  case  of  hardship,  but  it  was  only 
one  among  a  vast  number  of  other  cases 
of  hardship.  Before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1866,  a  great  number  of  cattle 
were  slaughtered,  amounting  in  value  to 
something  like  £100,000  and  if  it  were 
once  admitted  that  there  wss  a  bond  fidt 
claim  for  compensation  for  cattle  killed, 
not  in  accordance  with  the  conditious  of 
that  Act,  be  did  not  know  where  they 
oould  stop. 

CoLONZL  DYOTT,  as  one  of  Uie  rate- 
Iiajers  of  Stafifordshire,  said,  that  be 
not  only  thought  it  fair  that  this  Amend- 
ment should  be  carried,  but  he  should 
think  it  very  unfair  if  it  were  not.  The 
whole  mistake  appeared  to  arise  &om 
the  inspector  being  appointed  to  inspect 
Harket  Drayton  TJmon  instead  of  cer- 
tain petty  sessional  divisions;  but  that 
matt««d  not  to  the  owners  of  the  cattle, 
who  believed  that  their  cattle  were 
slaughtered  according  to  law,  and  who 
had,  Uterefbre,  a  ri^t  to  e^>ect  com- 
pensation. 

Mjt.  CABNEOIE  said,  there  were 
quite  as  many  hard  oases  by  cattle  being 
allowed  to  die,  as  by  cattle  being  killed, 
and  if  exceptions  were  to  be  made  in 
one  county  it  would  be  well  to  consider 
claims  &om  all  parts  of  the  country  at 
the  same  time. 

Ua.  BBUGE  said,  that  as  a  matter  of 
justice  there  could  be  no  reason  for  ex- 


tending this  favour  to  this  limited  class 
of  persons  whUe  it  was  denied  to  others 
in  Uie  same  situation  whose  cattle  were 
destroyed  previous  to  the  date  fixed  in 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CAWLEY  considered  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDEELEY  said, 
that  there  was  a  clear  distinction  between 
the  two  dates  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bruce). 

Ma.  W.  E.  rOESTEB  said,  if  they 
put  these  words  into  the  Bill  they  could 
not  in  consistenoy  oppose  the  claim  of 
all  those  parties  whose  cattle  were  killed 
by  order  of  quasi  authorities  prior  to  the 
passing  of  the  Aot  of  1866.  To  do  that 
would  involve,  according  to  one  calculo' 
Hon  which  had  been  made,  a  cost  of 
£100,000;  and  if  it  was  desirable  to  pay 
this  lar^e  compensation  it  should  be  done 
by  special  legislation  and  not  by  inter- 
fering with  tine  provisions  of  the  present 
Aot. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BMJTH  said,  the  clause 
only  applied  in  cases  where  there  was 
en  unappropriated  balance,  and  this 
made  all  the  difference. 

Sm  EDWAED  BULLER  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment  and 
adopt  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Charles  Adderley).  He  had  no 
affection  for  the  words  of  his  own  Amend- 
ment ;  they  were  supplied  to  him  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (5ir.  Forster). 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOfifelEK  rose  to  explain. 
He  must  not  be  held  responBible  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  He 
simply  allowed  the  Government  drafts- 
man to  draw  the  Amendment,  in  order 
that  the  discussion  might  be  taken  upon 
words  ranged  in  proper  legal  form. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mth^avm. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  jwge  31,  line  31,  after  the  irord  "  ti,"  to 
inurt  the  wordi  "  ipplj  anj  port  of  luoh  baUnca 
)□  compenutioo  for  ORltle  ilaughtered  betTeen 
the  puaiog  of  ths  Aot  twditf-Dinth  and  thirtiBth 
Victoria,  ohnpler  two,  Febrnarj  tweotielta,  ooe 
theuuDd  eight  buadred  and  tixtj-tlx,  and  tba 
appointment  of  Inipeclori  under  tbat  Act,  bf 
direotioD  of  a  peraon  «bom  tha  otner  of  luoh 
cattle  had  reaionnble  ground  to  be1ie<re  to  be  the 
aathoriiad  Intp«otor  for  the  eieoalion  of  the 
Aot."— <£ir  Charie*  Addtrley.) 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 


The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayee   97; 
Noes  SO:  Majori^  17. 
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made  this  difference  between  the  old 
Acta  and  the  present  Bill,  that  be  pro- 
posed  that  compensation  should  never 
exceed  a  rate  of  9d.  in  the  pound,  and 
that  'when  it  reached  that  amount  a  rate 
in  aid  should  he  granted.  Cheshire, 
which  the  cattle  plague  visited  more 
severely  than  any  other  county,  lost 
38,000  cattle,  for  which  no  compensatioa 
was  paid,  and  subsequently  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  it  lost  25,000  cattle,  which 
were  compulaorily  slaughtered  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  the  dieease.  It  was  esti- 
mated at  the  time  of  the  cattle  pl^ae 
that  the  fortunate  holders  of  healthy 
cattle  received  a  profit  of  £35,000,000 
sterling  by  the  increased  value  given  to 
their  catUe.  They  were  the  parties, 
therefore,  who  ought  to  have  paid  for 
the  slaughter  of  the  cattle  that  were 
killed  to  beep  them  in  health.  But  it 
appeared  that  several  counties  in  Eng- 
land paid  no  compensation  whatever. 
The  sum  paid  for  conipeneation  in  all 
the  counties  in  England  was  £630,000, 
of  which  no  less  than  £249,000  was 
contributed  by  Cheshire  alone.  These 
figures  were  given  in  a  Parliament- 
ary Betum,  dated  7th  of  June,  1869, 
which  also  showed  that  sis  counties  paid 
no  compensation  at  aU ;  that  seventeea 
paid  less  than  Irf.  in  the  pound,  ten  less 
than  3i.,  and  five  less  than  Ad. ;  that  six 

„ _--j- . —  ^ paid  6(f.,  one  7irf.,  and  one  (Lincoln) 

of  the  spread  of  disease  had  indeed  been    ^^d.     The  boroughs  in  Cheshire  having 
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Hajob  "WALKER  moved,  at  the  end 
of  the  Amendment  last  carried  to  add — 
"Or  they  may  return  such  balance  to 
the  original  contributors."  Wbere  a 
fimd  was  raised  for  a  special  purpose,  it 
was  desirable  that  the  money  should  he 
returned  to  the  original  contributors. 
His  Amendment  only  gave  permission  to 
the  local  authorities,  if  they  thought  it 
desirable  and  convenient,  to  return  the 
balance  to  the  contributors. 

Me.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  if  the 
local  authorities  tried  to  put  the  Amend- 
ment in  force  they  would  be  defeated  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The 
rate-payers  might  very  fairly  be  con- 
sidered the  representatives  of  the  con- 
tributors of  three  or  four  years  ^o. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraten. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrftd  to. 

Clause  91  omitted. 

Clauses  92  to  95,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  96  (Mortoage  of  rates  in  cer- 
tain cases.     1866  (I.)  s. 

Mb.  J. 
raised  the  whole  question  of  rate-paying, 
and  he  would,  tiierefore,  move  m&t  it  be 
omitted.  It  was  much  to  he  regretted 
that  the  House  had  legislated  on  this 
subject  before  they  had  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed the  principles  of  the  BJL  The 
arrangements  respecting  the  prevention 


careAiUy  discussed ;  but,  unfortunately, 
there  had  been  no  debate  on  the  prin- 
ciple by  which  money  was  to  be  raised 
for  compensation.  The  Bill,  of  18G6, 
originally  contained  a  provision  that 
all  boroughs  in  England  and  Scotland 
should  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of 
county  compensation,  and  that  principle 
waa  a  just  one,  inasmuch  as  boroughi 


quarter  sessions,  esclusive  of  Cheater, 
paid  £1,835,  whereas  Salford,  which  lost 
only  five  cows,  but  which  had  no  quarter 
sessions,  paid  £1,985,  or  more  than  nil 
those  boroughs  put  together.  In  like 
manner  Preston,  which  lost  two  cows, 
had  to  pay  £l,195,wbili>Halifai,  which 
lost  none,  had  to  pay  £867.  He  might 
enumerate  many  other  instances  to  show 


consumers  and  not  producers  of  ^  the  unequal  incidence  of  the  law.     Hia 

cattle ;  but  the  justice  of  the  principle  I  own  borough,  Stockport,  or  that  part  of 
■was  lost  sight  of  in  the  progress  of  the  ]  it  which  was  in  Cheshire,  was  heavily 
Bill  through  Parliament,  and  a  clause  i  taxed,  and  in  addition  it  was  estimated 
was  inserted  providing  that  boroughs,  j  that  the  borough — assuming  each  in- 
having  a  court  of  quarter  sessions,  i  habitant  consumed  Jib.  of  animal  food 
"      in  a  week,  which  was  very  moderate — 


should  onlv  be  obliged  to  compensate  for 
animals  slaughtered  within  their  own 
areas,  but  that  boroughs  which  had  no 
quarter  sessions  should  he  liable  to  pay 
compensation  for  any  cattle  which  might 
be  slaughtered  within  the  county.  That 
was  a  most  absurd  distinction,  which  was 
founded  upon  no  principle,  and  it  was 
perpetuated  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Committee.    The  right  hon.  Qentleman 


paid  a  tax  of  £13,000  on  the  enhanced 
price  of  food.  During  the  time  of  the 
cotton  famine  Stockport  had  suffered 
great  distress,  and  it  had  to  borrow 
£64,000,  while  now  it  was  proposed  to 
saddle  it  with  the  payment  of  a  large 
sum  per  annum  for  a  period  of  thirty 
years  for  the  purposes  of  compensation.  _ 
Oldham,  vMdL  hiad  no  quarter  » 
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paid  imvatj  times,  and  SaUord,  which 
bad  none,  paid  100  timea  as  much,  as 
all  the  borougha  in  England  that  had 
quarter  seesions — 

The  CHAIEUttAN  said,  he  mrald 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the; 
were  discusaiiig  Clause  96,  which  had 
relation  to  the  mor^iaging  of  rates,  and 
he  did  not  see  the  relevancy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  present  remarks  to  that 
clause. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  this  question 
was  not  discussed  on  the  second  reading ; 
but  he  distinctly  reserved  to  himself  tie 
right  of  discussing  the  question  in  Com- 
mittee, and  he  now  claimed  that  right. 

The  CHAJEMAN  ;  Then  it  is  my 
duty  distinctly  to  inform  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  caanot  discuss  the  prin- 
ciple of  lie  Bill  on  Clause  96. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH :  Then  I  beg  to 
move  the  omission' of  the  clause. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  his  hon.  Friend  was  pre- 
cluded by  the  forms  of  the  House  team 
giving  expression  to  the  views  on  the 
subject  wMch  he  wished  to  lay  before 
the  Committee.  If  his  hon.  Friend's  in- 
tention waa  to  replace  the  local  rate  by  a 
national  rate,  he  did  not  think  he  would 
be  in  Order  in  making  that  proposal,  in- 
asmuch as  the  House  had  already  as- 
serted the  principle  of  a  local  rate. 
Having  assented  to  a  local  rate,  he  ima- 
gined that  the  Committee  generally 
would  be  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  a 
rate-in-aid,  and  this  clause  was  merely 
intended  to  give  effect  to  that  principle. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
that,  instead  of  a  limited  area,  as  pro- 
posed, the  whole  of  the  unions  of  Eng- 
land should  be  called  on  to  contribute 
to  the  payment  of  compensation. 

Eabl  GROSVENOE  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Committee 
were  precluded  from  dealing  with  the 
question  of  the  propriety  of  having  a 
national  rate  in  discussing  the  clause 
under  consideration  ? 

The  chairman  replied  in  the 
affirmative.  The  clause  related  simply 
to  the  mortgage  of  local  rates  in  certain 

Sni  GEORGE  JENEINSON  pro- 
tested against  the  principle  of  the  adop- 
tion of  a  national  rate  for  the  purpoee  of 
pving  compensation  for  local  losses. 
Each  county  ought,  he  thought,  to  be 
left  to  take  care  of  itself. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH :   Am  I  debarred 
TOL.  CXCVU.  [tsibd  sbbibs.] 
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from  taking  any  other  course  than  merely 
moving  that  the  clause  be  nM;atived  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  either  move  that  the  clause  be 
amended,  or  that  it  be  n^atived,  with 
the  view,  if  he  thinks  fit,  of  introducing 
new  dauses  on  the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  97  agreed  to. 

Clause  98  (Half-yearly  aocounte  of 
compensation,  1667,  s.  37). 

Me.  CAWLEY  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  "in  compensation  for 
animals  slaughtered,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,"  and  with  a  view  to  the  further 
omission  of  the  words  which  made  the 
accounts  half-yearly  instead  of  annual. 
He  said  his  object  was  to  equalize  to 
some  extent  the  objectionable  part  of  the 
measure.  As  the  BiU  was  drawn  the 
rate-in-aid  would  not  come  into  o^ra- 
tion  until  9d.  in  the  pound  was  required. 
The  Amendment  he  proposed  had  a  two- 
fold object :  first,  to  make  the  rate-in- 
aid  apply  to  the  general  expenses  of  the 
Act,  as  well  as  to  the  compensation  for 
slaughtered  cattle ;  and,  second,  to  make 
it  yearly  instead  of  half-yearly.  As  the 
Bill  stood,  if  one  locality  lost  to  the  ex- 
tent of  6d.  in  the  pound  in  one  half-year, 
and  then  succeeded  in  stamping  out  the 
disease,  they  would  only  Save  to  pay 
4ii.  themselves,  and  tiiey  would  raise 
the  other  l^d.  by  a  rate-in-aid  j  whereas 
another  locality  which  lost  8rf.  in  the 
pound,  but  which  had  the  loss  thread 
over  a  whole  ^ear,  losing  at  the  rate 
of  4d.  in  each  six  months,  would  have  to 
pay  the  whole  amount  themselves,  and 
would  get  no  relief  at  all  in  the  shape  of 
a  rate-in-aid.  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  so  far  as 
it  sought  to  make  the  rate-in-aid  avail- 
able for  all  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  as 
well  as  for  compensation.  He  thought 
it  was  not  advisable  to  make  a  rate-in- 
aid  available  for  less  than  9d.  in  the 
pound;  and  it  would  not  be  right  to 
allow  one  locality  to  appeal  to  another 
for  aid  if  the  rate  were  only  3d.  in  the 
poimd.  As  to  the  proposal  to  make  the 
accounte  annual,  instead  of  half-yearly, 
he  had  no  objection  to  accept  that,  on  the 
imderstanding  that  if  there  were  any 
sound  objection  to  it  on  the  part  of  the 
firamers  of  the  measure  he  should  be  al 
3L 
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liberty  to  rerert  to  the  ori^al  proTiaioQ  i  Lav  Board  to   levy  a  rate-iik>aid  for 
on  the  Beport  of  the  Bill.  cattle  pla^e  and  for  distreee  under  the 

Ma.  J.  B,  SMITH  said,  it  waa  dan-  Poor  Law  Act.    In  the  fonner  case  the 


gerooB  to  leraalate 
Uiat  ve  shoiDd  never  liave  a  Qd.'rate. 
Had  not  the  right  hoa.  Oentleman  him- 
Belf  spoken  of  a  plague  even  more  malig- 
nant than  the  cattle  plasue ;  and  what 
would  be  our  position  if  tnat  visited  us  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEB,  on  re-con- 
ddetfttian,  must  decline  to  accept  the 
Amondment  of  the  Hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Gawley).  The  whole  clauso  related 
merely  to  compensatione. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tettMraum. 

ClauM  ordtrtd  to  stand  part  of  the 
BilL 

dause  99  (Application  to  Poor  Law 
Board  by  local  authority  for  audit,  1 867, 
B.  38). 

Me.  CAWLEY  moved,  in  line  21,  to 
leave  out  "the  rate  of  nine  pence,"  and 
insert  "threepence."  He  should  be  glad 
if  some  modincation  could  be  made  in 
the  amount  of  the  rate. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Olause  ordn-ed  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Olause  100  agrud  to. 

Clause  101  (Power  for  Poor  Law 
Board  to  make  order  of  contribution, 
1867,  B.  40). 

Mk.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  objected 
altogether  to  the  principle  of  a  rate-in- 
aid.  The  owners  of  cattle  should  pro- 
vide against  accidents  by  insuring  their 
prope^,  just  as  the  owners  of  no: 

and  ships  were  obliged  to  do.   But  if 

rate-in-aid  was  to  be  imposed  it  should 
be  a  rate  on  the  whole  country,  or  on 
the  Poor  Law  TJuiou  as  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HIBBIIBT  eaid,  he  thought  this 
clause  very  much  depended  on  what  was 
done  with  Clause  7.  He  considered  the 
principle  of  a  rate-in-aid  very  objection' 
able,  and  that  it  reijuired  great  care  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee.  If  a  call 
was  to  be  made  upon  an;  other  district 
it  ought  to  be  made  on  a  wider  area. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0£8TE£  said,  he  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  deal  with  Clause  7 
when  they  eame  to  it.  In  the  mean- 
while he  might  say  that  the  definition  of 
the  word  "  Dorough,"  which  would  be 
adopted  by  the  Government,  would  be 
"  any  municipal  borough,  or  any  borough 
having  ite  own  police.'' 

Mr.  HIBBERT  observed  that  it 
quite  different  to  give  power  to  the  Poor 
Jfr.  W-  £.  ^tttr 


cattle  plague  might  extend  so  far  aa  to 
render  the  adjoining  district  worse  next 
year  than  that  in  the  aid  of  which  it  had 
to  contribute,  whereas  in  the  latter  case 
distress  under  the  law  <^  Elizabeth  warn 
not  at  all  likely  to  extend  in  that  way. 

OoLDMBt.  DTOTT  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  give  the  power  to 
issue  orders  to  the  Privy  Oouncu  inetead 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  It  waa  so  in 
other  parts  of  flie  Bill. 

Colonel  STKES  was  of  opinion  that 
cattle  oo^t  to  be  insured  by  their 
owners.  

Mb.  CHADWICE:  said,  he  thought 
this  the  most  important  clause  of  the 
Bill.  A  great  detd  depended  on  what 
meaning  waa  attached  to  the  words 
"  adjoining  districts."  They  might  ocoa- 

friae  four,  five,  or  six  oountieB.  Itwonld 
B  better  to  postpone  the  clause,  or  to 
adopt  the  same  rule  as  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  :F0I{5TEB  said,  that  tlia 
debate  on  the  question  whether  there 
should  be  a  rate-in-aid  or  not  had  vwy 
unexpectedly  arisen.  He  did  not  wiw 
to  prevent  that  question  &om  being 
fully  considered,  but  it  had  taken  hint 
rather  by  surprise,  because  no  Amend- 
ment hod  been  put  on  the  Paper  on  the 
subject.  He  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  allow  Ihe  remaining  clause  to  be 
taken  now,  so  that  the  question  of  the 
rate-in-aid  might  be  discuBsed  on  the 
Beport. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  it 
worthy  of  consideration  in  the  meantime 
whether  the  Privy  Councdl  was  not  the 
proper  authority  to  act  in  the  case.  The 
Poor  Law  authorities  had  no  connection 
with  the  local  authorities  of  ooun^  or 
city  districts,  but  only  with  the  Poor 
Law  Unions. 

Mb.  dent  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  perhajw,  oonaider 
whether  if  a  rate-in-aid  were  adopted  it 
should  not  be  collected  from  the  larger 
area  of  the  whole  of  the  country. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  the 
rate-in-aid  in  Ireland  extended  over  the 
whole  of  the  country,  and  was  not  con- 
tingent upon  its  being  more  than  94.  in 
the  pound.  Before  the  Bepoit  he  would 
consider  the  whole  question  of  the  rate- 
in-aid,  and  also  the  suggeition  relatiTe 
to  the  Privy  Council. 

Olause  lyriMJ  to. 
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ClBuae  122  (Appointnient  of  local  au- 
thority in  counHea). 

Mb.  MILLEK  mov»d  m  paee  30,  line 
2,  leavo  out  &om  "  appointed,"  *- 
"  shall,"  line  6,  and  insert — 

"  In  •Ter;  »mintj  tha  teiunti  of  ■grioallnnl 
■ntjMti  tklned  in  the  ftloitioD  roll  In  forM  for 
ths  time  k(  flit;  poiuidi,  or  npwardt,  tad  the  pro- 
piieMn  of  ■gnottllnnl  iubjeoU  Txlued  in  — ■• 
TaloKtion  roll  at  SKj  poDDdi  and  under  one 
dred  poaDdi,  ftnd  &nninc  tlMir  own  luid,  ilieil 
■Met  Immedietaljr  utUT  Mid  meeting  of  Coramii- 
eionen  of  Sapp!;,    end  nominat*  a  namber  of 
taiuuiti  of   egnouUural  labjecti  Tilned  in   the 
Taluation  roll  ararewld  at  one  hundred  poundi 
upwards,  equal  in  unmtwr  with  the  number  noc 
Dated  bj  Ibe  Comminionen  of  Supplr,  to  aot 
the  Conotj  Board ;  and  tlie  oierk  iball  rira  I 
reqnidle  notioe  for  anob  meeting  aa  he  doea  for 
the  meeting  of  the  CommUaionen  of  Snpplj,  and 
■liatl  report  to  ths  meeting  the  number  of  periona 
i__,.j^y  j^jj  Commiiiionori  of  Supply  and 


8m  BOBEBT  AKSTBUXHKB,  ai 
the  Lord  Zieuteuant  of  a  Scoioh  county, 
begged  to  say  that  be  had  no  objection 
to  the  Amendinent. 

Mn.  DYCE  NICOL  eaid,  lie  thought 
it  would  be  highly  deairable  to  obtain 
the  adrica  and  co-operation  of  the  tenant- 
foFniera  in  carrying  out  the  objects  which 
this  measure  sought  to  attain.  He  had 
grare  doubts,  howover,  whether  Buob 
advice  and  co-operation  could  be  at- 
tained by  the  machinery  proposed  in  the 
Amondmeut. 

Ua.  OBUU-EWINa  said,  therewould 
be  conaideTable  difficulty  in  canyiiu;  out 
the  Amendment  without  additions  ma- 


Uajob  WAIiEEB  said,  that  in  the 
part  of  Scotland  with  which  be  was  chiefly 
connected  the  principle  on  which  this 
Amendment  was  based  had  been  Adly 
Doneidered,  and  bad  been  generally,  if 
not  unanimously,  approved.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  Amendment. 

Thb  LOED  advocate  eaid,  there 
could  be  no  objeotion  to  the  object  of 
this  clause,  which  the  boa.  Member  (Mr. 
MiUer)  proposed  to  insert,  which  was  to 
BiTe  representation  to  the  local  tenantry. 
The  only  objection  was  to  the  machinery, 
and  be  would  Buggest  that  the  bon. 
Member  should  wittidraw  his  Amend- 
ment, and  biing  up  the  clause  on  the 
Beport,  daring  which  time  th^  could 
consider  how  Uie  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  in  view  could  best  be  car- 
ried out. 
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Me.  MTTT.TrR.  said,  he  had 
tion  to  act  upon  that  ei^^estioi 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  Uie  object 
of  the  QoTemment  was  to  frame  the  Bill 
so  that  it  should  be  as  acceptable  as 
possible  to  those  who  would  hare  to 
work  it. 

Sm  JAMES  ELPHINSTONB  said, 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment, provided  the  flOO  quelihcation 
was  adhered  to,  as  persons  oelow  that 
qualification  were  not  persona  whom  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  in  such  a 
body. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Clause  f^reed  to. 

Clause  123  to  128,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Definition  of  boroughs  and 
other  places,  1866  (I.)  b.  3). 

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTEE  said,  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  forward  for  two  main 
objects — first,  to  put  the  foreign  trade 
in  a  better  position,  and  secondly  to  pre* 
Tent,  as  far  as  possible,  certun  other 
diseases,  besides  cattle  plague,  and  mors 
especially  home  diseases,  among  cattle. 
It  iind  not  originally  been  their  inten- 
tion to  make  any  alteration  in  the  exist- 
ing law  with  regard  to  the  area  of  com- 
pensation or  the  mode  of  levying  it,  but 
when  it  was  thought  desirable  toat  that 
should  be  apermanentCousolidationBill, 
the  objections  to  the  present  Act  na- 
turally assumed  new  force.  There  had 
been  difiTerences  in  our  past  legislation 
with  regard  to  the  definition  of  the  words 
"  local  authorities."  When  the  Act  of 
J66  had  been  introduced,  every  muni- 
cipal borough  was  considered  to  be  a 
borough ;  but,  while  the  Bill  was  under 
discussion,  an  alteration  was  made  which 
confined  the  application  of  the  word  to 
the  comparatively  few  boroughs  in  which 
quarter  sessions  were  held,  leaving  other 
boroughs,  whether  they  happened  to 
have  corporations  or  not,  to  be  dealt 
with  as  parts  of  counties.  The  result  of 
that  change  had  been  great  inequalities 
of  taxation  for  the  purposes  of  providing 

ipensation  for  the  ^ughter  of  cattle, 
between  one  kind  of  borough  and 
another.  Such  inequalities  would,  be 
believed,  never  arise  ^ain,  because  he 
did  not  think  it  likely  that  the  large  sums 
hitherto  paid  would  have  to  be  paid  in 
future,  and  that,  as  he  had  said  oefore, 
instead  of  being  a  matter  of  pounds  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  pence.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  at  the  same  time  that  in 
I  L  2 
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places  such  as  Birkenhead  and  Stock- 
port, which  had  to  pay  large  suma  in 
the  shape  of  compensation,  the  law  had 
been  found  to  press  very  heavily.  In 
conddering  the  propriety  of  making  a 
change  in  that  law  the  Govenunent  had 
to  t^e  into  account  the  BUggestiooB 
which  had  been  made  by  several  hou. 
Members,  the  first  of  which  was  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  who  had  suggested  that 
all  boroughs  shoiild  be  abolished  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill,  while  the  area  of 
rating  should  be  the  whole  county.  Then 
came  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds)  which 
was  to  restore  the  Bill  to  the  state  in 
which  the  first  Act  upon  that  subject 
stood,  and  to  allow  every  municipal 
borough  to  be  considered  a  borough. 
Next,  there  was  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Laird) 
framed  with  a  view  to  meet  the  peculiar 
position  of  that  town,  which,  though  a 
Parliamentary  borough  was  neither  a 
quarter  sessionB  borough  nor  a  munici- 
pal borough.  They  had  before  them 
also  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Charley)  to  aubstitute 
for  local  rates  a  general  cattle  insurance ; 
and  there  afterwards  came  the  suggestion 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smith)  to  re-place 
local  rates  by  a  national  rate.  Now, 
taking  the  last  proposition  first,  he  had 
to  observe  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
veniinent  it  was  very  desirable  that  the 
local  authorities  should  have  all  the  sti- 
mulus to  economy  and  personal  exertion 
which  generally  accompanied  local  re- 

SonBibUify.  The  question  they  had, 
en,  to  consider  was,  whether  they 
should  leave  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  or 
whetber  they  should  adopt  some  such 
pronoaal  as  Uiat  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldbam,  and  have  no  borough  at  all,  or 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton, 
and  allow  every  municipal  borough  to  be 
considered  a  borough  under  the  Bill. 
There  was  this  practical  objection  to  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oldham,  that  it  would  be  a  very  dif- 
ficult and  almost  unknown  proceeding  to 
levy  a  coun^  rate  on  boroughs  that  tad 
for  a  long  time  had  quarter  sessions. 
The  chief  point  t«  be  kept  in  view  was 
the  efficiency  of  the  Act,  and,  as  the  Com- 
mittee was  aware,  municipal  boroughs, 
especially  those  which  were  of  any  im- 
pt^tance,  and  had  not  quartei 

Mr.  v.  £.  Fmtw 


generally  speaking  had  police  of  their 
own.  To  have  a  double  jurisdiction  in 
the  case  of  such  a  force  was  almost  al- 
ways attended  with  failure,  and  if  the 
Act  was  to  he  worked  efBciently,  it  would 
be  better,  be  thought,  that  the  carrying 
out  of  its  provisions  should  be  intrusted 
to  the  police  of  those  boroughs  rather 
than  to  the  police  of  the  county.  As  to 
places  which  had  not  turned  themselves 
into  corporations,  they  could  hardly  ex- 
pect to  obtain  the  advantages  without 
undertaking  the  burdens  of  a  corpora- 
tion. But  the  object  of  the  Act  was  to 
get  the  most  efficient  working,  and  there- 
fore he  should  be  inclined  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Laird)  in  addition  to  that  of  the  han. 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds).  The 
result  would  be  that  eveiy  municipal 
corporation  would  be  considered  a  bo- 
;b  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  to- 
,er  with  every  other  place  which  was 
of  sufficient  importance  and  size  to  main- 
tain a  police  force  of  its  own. 

Mb.  EIBBKBT  said,  he  was  satisfied, 
on  the  whole,  with  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  not 
press  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Mb,  CHAELBIY  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  originally  given 
notice. 

Mk.  dodds  said,  hehopedthe  Amend- 
ment would  be  unanimously  adopted. 

Mr.  RBIAD  said,  the  practical  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  take  almost 
every  borough  out  of  the  counties.  Ho 
apprehended,  however,  that  in  the  yeara 
to  come  the  compensation  to  be  given 
would  he  small,  and  therefore  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal.  In  point  of 
principle,  however,  he  strongly'differed, 
for  it  was  surely  for  the  benefit  of  tha 
towns  that  foreign  cattle  should  be  im- 
ported, and  foreign  cattle  brought  the 
cattle  plague  here,  and  yet  in  future  the 
towns  would  pay  next  to  nothing  for 
stamping  it  out.  Its  introduction  waa 
not  an  act  of  Providence,  it  was  an  act 
lan  ;  and  if  it  ever  came  agun  the 
whole  responsibility  would  rest  upon  the 
Privy  Council. 

Mb.  dodds  movtd  to  omit  the  words 

and  which  is  not  assessed  to  the  coun^ 
rate  of  any  county  by  the  justieee  of  that 
county." 

Amendment  (^r««d  to. 
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lutoly  necesBary ;  for  it  would  be  im^B* 
dble  for  one  living  in  London  to  do  jus- 
tice to  Scotland,  as  it  would  be  at  least 
a.  week  before  be  could  reacli  Scotland 
after  he  got  intimation  of  his  presence 
being  required,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  him  to  remain  there  for  any 
lonrth  of  time.  

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the 
clause.  The  Privy  Council  would  en- 
deavour to  cany  out  the  object  which  he 
had  in  view.  It  was  not  desirable  to 
have  one  Inspector  for  England  and  a 
separate  one  for  Scotland,  because  the 
evidence  and  documents  upon  which  the 
Inspector  would  have  to  rely,  in  dealing 
with  the  cattle  plague,  were  all  sent  to 
the  Privy  Council  Office,  and  would  not 
be  easily  accessible  to  the  Inspector  in 
Scotlanil  "When  the  Act  became  law, 
he  promised  to  give  the  subject  his  se- 
rious consideration,  with  the  view  of  car- 
rying out  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeenshire. 

Sir  EGBERT  ANSTEUTHEE  said, 
that  what  was  want«d  was  a  permanent 
official  for  Scotland,  who  would  be  re- 
c^nsible  for  the  canying  oat  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Colonel  SYKES  remarked  that  the 
object  of  the  proposed  clause  was  to 
have  a  person  on  the  spot,  to  whom  ap- 
plication could  be  ma&  in  case  the  car- 
rying out  of  the  Act  waa  neglected, 

Mr.  "W.  E.  FOESTER  stated  that  the 
Act,  as  it  stood,  gave  the  necessaiy  power 
to  have  the  Act  properly  and  effiaently 
administered  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  EEAD  said,  he  had  intended  to 
move,  after  Clause  60,  the  following 


Mk.  LAIED  mated  to  insert  the  words 
"  or  which  is  a  town  or  place  having  its 
own  police  independent  of  the  county," 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  new  clauses : — 

(Eecord  respecting  slaughter.) 

(Qenersl  Expenses.) 

(Validity  of  rates  under  Act.J 
And,  on  behalf  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
two  new  olauBes : — 

(Purchase  under  Frovidonal  order.) 

(Eate-in-aid.) 

Clausee  agreed  to. 

Mb.  M'COMBIE  moved,  after  Clause 
14  to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Appointment  of  ingpeclora  general.) 

"  The  PriTj  Council  ihall  appoiat  and  keep  ap- 
pointed, after  the  paaiing  of  thii  Ait,  one  or  more 
inipeoton  general  for  England  and  Sootlaod  *e- 
paraCelj,  whon  dot^  it  eh&U  be  to  lee  that  the 
prorisiona  of  this  Act,  and  all  such  Orders  a>  the 
FriT7  Council  maj  from  time  to  time  iHoe  in  rlr- 
tae  of  the  powers  Tested  in  them  bj  thia  Aot,  are 
properlr  carried  out  by  the  looal  anthoritiee  ;  and 
•Doh  inspector*  general  shall  moke  snoh  reports 
to  the  PriT/  Counoll  as  the  PriTj  Conncil  from 
time  to  time  require." 

The  hon.  Member  said  that  he  had  had 
great  experience  in  the  working  of  the 
cattle  plague  regulations,  having  been 
chairman  of  the  Aberdeenshire  Rinder- 
pest Association  for  nine  months,  and  he 
was  satisfied  that  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessarr,  for  the  efficient  working  of  the 
Act,  that  an  Inspector  General  should 
be  appointed  for  Scotland.  In  Aber- 
deenshire the  defended  themselves  by 
"  stamping  out "  the  disease  immedi- 
ately, wherever  it  appeared  ;  but  it  was 
allowed  to  take  its  course  in  some  neigh- 
bouring coimties,  and,  as  a  consequence, 
all  of  me  valuable  herds  in  Foriarshire 
were  almost  entirely  swept  away ; 
scarcely  a  beast  was  left  alive.  This  was 
a  great  national  loss.  They  were  the 
finest  herds  of  polled  Angus  in  Britain, 
and  thev  could  not  be  replaced.  At  least, 
it  would  take  many  a  long  year  before 
that  waa  possible.  Now,  if  there  had 
been  an  Inspector  General  for  Scotland, 
tiiia  loss  might  have  been  avoided. 
Without  an  Ijaspector  General  for  Scot- 
land, the  people  were  helpless ;  for  the 
police  and  the  veterinaiy  surgeons  had 
very  little  weight  where  counties,  or 
their  local  authorities  were  obstinate,  or 
would  not  enforce  the  Act.  He  con- 
sidered such  an  InE^tector  General  abso- 


(Hode  of  earriags  of  animal*  to  be  iDbjeot  to 
Friv7  CoDnoil  dirMtions.) 

"  E  Ter;  vessel,  steamboat,  and  railira;  tball 
provide  lurh  space  and  ventiUtion  for  eaob  animal 
carried  bj  them,  and  also  shall  undertake  to  for- 
ward  such  animal  to  the  place  to  wbloh  it  i*  ooo- 
aignad  in  such  reoannable  time  and  in  snob  man- 
oer  a«  Iba  Privj  Council  ma;  from  time  to  time 

but  if  the  Tice  President  of  the  Council 
promised  to  take  up  the  matter  he  would 
not  persevere  with  his  intention.  He 
held,  however,  that  it  waa  essentially 
necessary  that  something  of  this  sort 
should  be  done,  as  steamboats  were  very 
fruitful  causes  of  cattle  disoase. 


ogk 


mi        Contagioui  BUetuet  lOOMMONS]       (^nwwJ.)  (JVo.  2)  BiU.       1773 


Me.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE  said,  thatBince 
the  interesfiag  debate  on  last  Friday  in 
reference  to  the  clauses  accepted  1^  the 
railway  companies,  he  had.  been  looking 
more  dosely  into  Uie  state  of  the  cattle 
traffic  by  ateamboats,  and  he  had  a  Be- 
port  on  the  Bubjeot  drawn  up  by  Pro- 
feaaor  Simmons,  which  he  hoped  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  by  Thiirsday 
or  Friday  morning.  He  thought  that 
Beport  would  convince  the  House  that 
it  would  be  hardly  possible  to  pass  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  without  taking  some 
power  in  reference  to  the  cattle  traffic 
by  steamboats.  He  could  only  say  that 
it  was  a  difficult  matter  to  determine 
how  the  eril  complained  of  in  connection 
with  the  steamboat  traffic  was  to  be 
stopped ;  bnt  it  was  only  justice  to  the 
owners  of  steamboats  to  say  that  he  had 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  ttiey  wished  to 
expose  the  uniinftlii  to  unnecessary  suf- 
fering, or  to  do  anything  which  might 
propagate  disease.  They  would  be  ready 
no  doubt  to  avail  themselves  of  any 
assistance  which  the  Oovemment  mi^t 
offer  for  maMsg  better  regulations.  He 
was  not  now  in  a  pomtion  to  propose  any 
clause  for  the  purpose  in  Committee ;  but 
he  would  give  notice  to-day  or  to-morrow 
of  a  short  alteration  in  one  of  the 
clauses,  giving  power  to  the  Privy  Ooi 
oil  to  deal  with  the  matter,  and  this 
alteration  he  would  submit  for  considera- 
tion in  bringing  up  the  Beport  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  WINGFmJ)  BAKEE  moved, 
after  Clause  61,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(Cleansing  and  diimfeoting  farm  bultdiagt.) 

"  Ever;  looal  authoriCf  maf,  upoo  auent  baiog 
first  obtainad  b;  it  of  the  Prii;  CoDncil,  require 
everr  aeeapier  of  any  farm  bnildlnp  in  anj  vaj 
Died  for  keeping,  feeding,  or  rearing  of  animals, 
thoroagblj  to  oleaase,  Tentilate,  and  diiinfrcC  Ihe 
•■me  In  such  manner  as  sach  lo<ial  aathoritj  ms; 
from  time  to  time  direct." 
He  thought  it  a  ntost  desirable  object. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  adopt  the  clause. 
They  had  already  in  the  Schedule  adopted 
stringent  regulations  for  injecting  in- 
fected places,  and  they  must  be  careful 
not  to  discredit  the  Act  by  over  inter- 


r  clause  after 


Clause  Mgatived. 

Mr.  bead  movei  a 
Clause  62— 

(Etailwsf  Companiei  to  protlde  water  in  «attla 
Uin,Ao.) 

"  Brer;   Railway  Company   iliall  make  pro- 
TJtion*  for  a  proper  nipplf  of  water  in  ~"  ""'' 
Mi:  litad 


lain  and  shaap-pena  at  their  gtationi,  and  (ball 
make  mob  proTisiODS  for  watering  cattle  in  transit 
ai  the  Priv;  Coonoil   m*j  from  time  to  (iiM 

He  thought  the  present  system  of  con- 
veying cattle  by  railroad  was  a  cruelty 
and  a  disgrace,  crowded  as  they  too  often 
were  into  a  truck  without  any  covering. 
He  believed  it  would  be  perfectly  easy 
to  water  cattle  in  transit,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree 
to  the  clause  he  had  proposed. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  thought  that 
after  the  clause  which  had  been  passed, 
the  proposed  clause  was  not  wanted. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  present  on  Friday,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  discussed ;  but  he  had  alnady 
taken  powers  with  regard  to  the  watering 
'  catUe  at  railway  stations. 

Sm  GEOEGE  JENKIN80N  s^d,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  the  proposed  clause  to  be  inserted. 
It  would  be  no  hardship  on  railway  com- 
panies if  they  were  bound  to  provide  a 
Bu|>ply  of  water  at  stations  at  which 
RpiniftlH  were  embarked,  and  he  should 
also  like  to  see  coverings  provided  tat 
ttie  trucks. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed,  t>e- 
cause  it  was  weak  as  compared  with  the 
clause  that  had  been  passed  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  would  be  well  not  to  overdo  the 
thing,  or  public  opinion,  which  waa  now 
in  iavour  of  legislation  in  favour  of  the 
animals,  mi^t  undergo  a  change. 

Mb.  B£M>  said,  he  would  withdraw 
the  clause,  but  trusted  that  the  railway 
companies  would  have  water  troughs  not 
only  at  their  large  stations,  but  at  every 
station    at  which  cattle  were  pat  into 

dause,  by  leave,  withd/rmen. 


(Cattie  imported  ftma  Ireland.) 
"  Prom    and  after  the  paaaing  of  tbil  Aot,  it 
shall  be  illegal  (o  land  anj  cattle  at  any  port  or 

?laoe  in  Great  Britain  fram  any  port  Or  place  in 
reland,  nnlesi  sach  cattle  bare  been  examined  at 
the  port  or  place  of  embarkation  in  Ireland,  and 
oertifled  aa  not  being  affected  with  any  oontajfloU 
disease  by  an  inspector  duly  appointed  for  tlut 
purpose  by  the  Lord  Lientenaot  General  and 
General  Governor  of  IreUml,  and  oolesi  iooh 
onttle  so  imported  from  Ireluid  shall  be  aooom- 
panted  to  Great  Britain  with  tuch  a  oertilloatA  of 
health  as  aforesaid ;  which  ontifloate,  with  tb* 
Sohedale  attached  thereto,  is  to  be  banded  by  tb» 
captain  of  the  imparting  veg  lel,  or  by  his  agBnt 
or  by  the  agent  of  the  owner,  to  the  ofBoer  of 
Her  Hiyeety's  Culoms  sppointed  to  reoelra  Um 
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ume,  bofbre  th*  rattla  to  irhioh  It  raUta)  are 
allowetl  to  ba  Ikaded  >t  oc  Id  taj  port  or  pUee  in 
OrMC  BriUln." 

He  believed  that  if  ttii§  preveiitod  dis- 
eased cattle  leaving  Ireland  it  would 
have  tlie  effect  of  dim  in?  ah  in  g  disease  in 
Ireland,  for  it  Tould  lead  to  tne  slaughter 
of  diseased  cattle  at  once.  The  danee, 
therefore,  would  be  beneficial  to  Ireland 
as  well  aa  to  England^ 

Ms.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  must 
appeal  to  the  Committee.  He  shonld 
be  soriy  to  check  discueeion  on  tliese 
matters;  but  unless  they  got  the  Bill 
through  Committee  that  day,  he  did  not 
know,  is  the  present  state  of  Public 
Bunneee,  when  they  should  be  able  to 
accomplish  that  object ;  he  trusted, 
titerefore,  that  the  Sill  would  be  allowed 
to  go  through  Committee  that  d^,  and 
any  discussion  which  it  mieht  be  thought 
desirable  to  have  in  reference  to  any 
point  mig^t  be  raised  on  the  Keport. 
It  was  not  right  to  make  regulations  in 
on  "t'ingi'ab  Bill  reepecdug  what  might 
happen  in  Ireland.  Although  they  had 
taken  no  powers  to  regulate  anything 
that  was  done  in  Ireland,  they  had 
taken  very  strong  powers  to  check 
disease. 
Clause,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Mb.  Fi3JJm»«iJ  the  following  oUuse: 
(Baton  of  auaa  of  diieua  unong  imported 
fcralgn  ■nioi*!*.) 

"  Tbara  ilull  bo  poblitbod  om«  in  cTary 
mootb,  in  th«  Lmdan  Qaietu,  >  return  of  the 
nombar  of  foreign  tnimati  imported  into  Great 
Brltsln  whieh,  npon  Intpeotion  on  landing  within 
llw  but  prooeding  month,  haTe  been  Ibond  to  l>a 
eilbricg  from  mj  inbotioni  or  oontagloai  di*- 
order,  epeoii^ing  the  natora  of  the  difordar,  the 
port  of  entry  at  which,  and  tho  muntr;  from 
wbioh  Hieh  animali  haTO  arrived." 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E3TER  said,  he  would 
communicate  with  the  Customs,  but  he 
did  not  apprehend  there  would  be  any 
difSculty  in  fiimishing  the  Betums. 
Clause  Ojfretd  to. 

Schedules  1  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Schedule?, 

Db.  brewer  moved,  after  line  29, 
insert — 

"  Cattle  aSrated  with  ploaro-pnenmonia,  and 
slaughtered  nnder  the  proTieiooi  or  this  Aot, 
•ball  not  be  Mid  in  the  freih  ilnto,  but  oolj 
alter  being  ■obmittsd  to  wlting:  and  oaroamea 
of  animali  elein  with  thi«  diuaia  lold  For  oon- 
■amptioD  in  a  (reah  itale  ihall  aubjeet  the  aaller 
to  the  penaltle*  prodded  lor  the  infringement  of 
tbe  proTiilona  c^  thli  Aot.    Tho  ofU  of  oattle 


aAoted  with  plenro-poeomonia  aball  be  treated 
with  quick  limo  or  other  diiinteotant.  Other 
oattle  in  the  aama  field  or  premiaei  aball  be  placed 
under  Uu  anperrialon  of  the  looal  anthortty,  and 
enbjaotad  to  *noh  prarentlTe  moatnra*  to  arraet 
the  apread  of  the  contagion  aa  (hall  be  direoted 
bf  the  PHt;  Uoondl." 

Mb.  W.  £.  F0B8TER  remarked  that 
this  was  a  measure  for  checking  disease 
in  cattle,  and  not  one  for  cheoking  dis- 
ease in  men.  The  Nuisances  Rraioval 
Act  would,  he  believed,  suffice  to  meet 
the  case   referred  to  in  the  Amrad- 


Da.  BREWER  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  re-introduw 
it  on  the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Preamble  agretd  to. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  coa- 
Kidered  upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  212.] 

MALTA.— RESOLUTION. 
Me.  B.  T0REEN8  rose  to  caU  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Petitioii 
of  certain  Inhabitants  of  Malta,  praying 
for  amendment  of  anomalies  in  uie  con- 
stitution of  that  Island,  and  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  bad  given  notice. 
The  hon.  Member  said  it  was  not  hie 
wish  to  iliTniniHb  our  military  power  in 
that  island,  and  he  believed  that  his 
Motion  would  have  the  effect  of  strengtii- 
ening  our  military  position  there.  The 
policy  of  this  country  had  for  some  years 
been  to  encourage  self-government  and 
independence  in  her  colonies ;  but  so  long 
as  Malta  was  above  the  level  of  the  Me- 
diterranean it  must  continue  to  be  a 
Britisb  fbrtresB,  and  have  a  special 
claim  on  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  number  of  inhabitants  was 
about  150,000,  and  the  restoration  of 
good-will  and  loyalty  amongst  them 
would  be  equivalent  to  a  reserve  foree. 
of  10,000  men.  Wben,  in  1798,  they 
drove  out  the  IVench,  and  placed  them- 
selves nnder  the  protection  of  England, 
a  distinct  pledge  was  given,  but  it  had 
not  been  mlfilled,  that  their  ancient  in- 
stitutdons  should  be  preserved,  and  that 
they  should  possess  all  the  advantages 
accruing  under  the  British  Constitution. 
For  many  years  previously  to  1838  the 
Government  of  Malta  was  a  milituy 
despotism.  In  1838  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 


17?5 


MiMa— 


{COMMONS! 


'BM^ivm. 


1776 


state  of  affairs  in  tlie  island,  the  object 
of  the  ConmuBsion  having  been  stated 
in  ft  deepatcli  written  by  Earl  Grey  to 
Mr,  More  O'FeiraU,  who  was  at  that 
time  GoTemor  of  Malta.  Under  the 
direction  of  Lord  Grey,  in  1847,  the 
ciyil  govermnent  of  the  island  was  sepa- 
rated from  the  military  command ;  and 
about  two  years  afterwards  a  Hnd  of 
Constitution  was  devised,  ^ring  the 
Maltose  a  Glovemment  consisting  of  eight 
elected  members,  and  ten  nominated  fay 
the  Crown,  This  body  proved  too  cum- 
brous for  an  Executive  Government,  and 
as  a  representative  institution  it  waa  a 
shtun.  In  1859,  the  offices  of  Civil  Go- 
vernor and  Commander  of  the  Forces 
were  re-united,  the  reason  assigned  being 
that,  in  the  event  of  a  war,  the  power  of 
the  Civil  Governor  would  otherwise  be 
superseded.  He  was  far  from  saying 
that  military  or  naval  men  were  incap- 
able of  being  good  Governors ;  but  mili- 
tary training  and  command  had  a  ten- 
dency to  prevent  the  development  of 
those  guahtiea  which  were  essential  to 
good  governorship.  The  people  of  Malta 
for  the  laat  ten  years  had  fived  simply 
under  a  military  despotism,  with  a  con- 
stant interference  from  Downing  Street, 
warning  the  Governors  to  abstain  fitim 
OTor-riding  the  will  of  the  people  by 
their  official  majoritieB.  That,  however, 
was  not  a  desirable  state  of  things.  The 
people  of  Malta  had  petitioned  against 
the  grievances  under  which  they  la- 
boured, alleging  that  while  their  neigh- 
bours enjoyed  fiill  poUtical  privileges 
and  liberty,  they  bad  to  put  up  with  a 
sham  Constitution.  He  urged  that  there 
should  be  no  more  shams  and  no  more 
half-measures  for  Malta,  and  that  if  they 
were  to  have  representative  institutions 
they  should  have  them  honestly  and 
fully.     He  recommended  that  the  Con- 

rsBo  Fopolare  should  be  restored ;  but 
cautioned  the  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  against  granting  Parliamentary 
government  to  so  small  a  number  as  the 
people  of  Malta  in  the  shape  of  an 
Executive  Council,  dependent  on  the 
will  of  a  Legislative  Assembly,  espe- 
cially ae  that  system  had  not  worked 
well  in  Australia.  It  would  be  a  good 
thing,  however,  to  have  an  Executive 
Council  to  aid  the  Governor  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  island,  the  Crown 
retaining  the  constitutional  privilege  of 
initiating  all  money  Bills  and  all  appro- 
priations.    If  those  suggeBtJona  were 

Mr.  R.  Thrrtnt 


adopted  he  believed  strength  and  sta- 
bility would  be  retained  to  the  Gkivem- 
ment  of  Malta,  and  if  the  Congresso 
Fopolare  were  restored  all  the  existing 
discontent  that  had  been  excited  in  the 
island  by  the  miamana^ement,  and  he 
was  afraid  he  must  a^  the  breach  of 
faith,  of  this  coimtry  would  at  once  dis- 
appear, and  the  people  would  become 
happy  and  contented.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  his  Besolu- 

tion.  

Ma.    O'REILLY -PEASE   seconded 
tiie  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tlut,  ID  the  opinioD  of  thii  Boma,  it  jt  eipa- 
dient,  in  ucorduiae  witb  pledgei  ](iv«D  in  tba 
nams  of  th«  SoTCreign,  to  raitore  to  the  people 
of  Malta,  with  sueh  modiScatiDos  aa  preKDt  cir- 
oumBtancei  maj  require,  their  ancient  reprewnta- 
ti>e  ioititatioii,  the  '  Congreuo  Fopolare ;'  to 
re-eilabiiah  the  '  Executive  Conucii '  at  a  distioet 
body,  aiding  the  OoTernar  in  adminiatariag  tho 
CtTil  Af&in  of  tbe  laland  ;  and,  reTerting  to  tbe 
polio)' Birandoned  in  IBSS,  lo  aever  tbe  office  of 
'  ClTit  GoTornor'  from  tfaatof  ComnuLDdor  of  tlia 
Foreei.'"— (Jfr.  Sobai  Terrttu.) 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  it  was  true 
that  the  Maltese  were  amon^  the  most 
loyal  and  well-conducted  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects;  and  if  they  had  any 
grievances  it  was  perfectly  right  that 
they  should  be  fairly  considered  by  the 
House;  but  he  denied  that  there  had 
been  any  breach  of  faith,  ae  allied  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  regard  to  the 
abolition'  of  their  ancient  mstitutions, 
and  particularly  of  the  Congreseo  Fopo- 
lare. The  article  of  capitulation,  signed 
at  the  time  when  Engund  took  posses- 
sion of  Malta,  stated  that  the  inhabi- 
tants should  be  treated  with  justice  and 
humanity,  and  should  enjoy  me  full  be- 
nefit of  the  law ;  but  there  was  no  spe- 
cific reference  made  to  any  particular  m- 
stitution;  and  in  the  proclamation  of 
the  General  who  then  represented  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  we  merely  un- 
dertook to  protect  the  Maltese,  and  se- 
cure them  in  the  full  possession  of  their 
ligion,  their  property,  and  their  liberty. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
the  Maltese  now  had  any  grievances  to 
complain  of,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  compare  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  isl^d  with  ita  condition  at 
the  period  when  the  Constitution,  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  denounced  as  a 
"  sham,"  and  as  resulting  in  a  t^stem  of 
military  despotiBm,  was  founded.  He  ad- 
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Diitted  that  before  that  period  the  Maltese 
had  seriouB  grievances,  and  in  a.  Petition 
vhich  they  preseated  to  the  Crown  be- 
fore the  grant  of  that  Constitution  they 
Btated  that  their  then  existing  govern- 
ment was  of  the  most  absolute  and  irre- 
XDsible  description  ;  they  also  com- 
ined  of  a  profligate  expenditure  of 
the  public  money,  of  the  prevalence 
of  venality  in  the  Government  Offices, 
and  of  a  fearful  insecurit?  for  life,  liberty, 
and  property.  Contrasting  that  with  the 
Petition  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
presented  from  the  Haltese,  containing 
no  aU^ation  of  any  speoific  grievances, 
with  the  exception  of  two  small  sums 
which  they  said  were  spent  without  the 
consent  of  the  elected  members  of  the 
Council,  it  must,  he  thought,  be  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Constitution  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  decried  had  been 
productive  of  enormous  benefits  to  the 
Maltese  people.  Notwithstanding  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  emigra- 
tion from  Malta,  its  population  had  in- 
creased from  125,000  in  IBdO  to  140,000 
in  1866,  while  the  revenue,  without  any 
increase  of  taxation,  had  risen  from 
£129,000  a  year  to  £162,000.  The  im- 
ports, in  1652  amounted,  to  £553,000; 
and,  in  1868,  to  1,222,000.  The  tonnage 
of  vessels  entered  and  cleared,  exclusive 
of  the  coasting  trade,  was  1,064,000  tons 
in  1852;and,  in  1865,  it  was  2,871,182 
tons,  and  owing  to  the  steps  taken  by  Mr. 
More  O'Ferrall  for  estahling  of  granaries 
and  providing  for  the  lan<£ng  of  grain, 
with  the  riew  of  making  Malta  the  great 
com  depot  in  the  Mediterranean,  there 
had  been  a  large  development  of  that 
branch  of  its  trade.  In  the  Petition 
presented  to  the  Crown  in  1846,  one  of 
the  principal  and  best-founded  com- 
plaints was  the  absence  of  any  provision 
for  education.  In  18S0,  there  were  only 
twenty-one  public  schools,  with  3,332 
pupils;  but,  in  1868,  there  were  sixty-six 
pubhc  schools,  with  7,200  pupils,  besides 
130  private  schools,  which  gave  an  ade- 

S[uate  amount  of  education  to  the  popu- 
ation  of  the  island.  The  land  revenues 
and  the  rente  from  land  helongine  to 
the  Government,  which,  in  1850,  yi^ded 
only  £28,000  a  year,  now  yielded 
£39,000,  owing  to  the  increase  in  the 
value  of  property  in  Malta.  The  ex- 
penditure on  ro(^  and  public  works, 
m  1850,  was  £26,000,  and,  in  1861, 
it  was  £42,000.  Charities,  hospitals, 
TTniversities,     and    lyceuma    had    also, 
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during  the  same  period,  been  devel- 
oped and  increased  to  a  remarkable 
extent.  These  results  had  been  obtained 
under  the  Constitution  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  so  strongly  denounced,  and  it 
must  be  admitted  that,  as  far  as  tiiey 
went,  they  were  most  satisfaotory.  AU 
the  countries  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Malta  viewed  the  condition  of  the  Mal- 
tese with  envy,  and  longed  to  have  their 
laws  as  justly  administered,  and  their 
material  and  intellectual  interests  as  well 
cared  for.  In  the  Petition  presented 
from  Malta  by  the  hon.  GenUeman  it 
was  alleged  that  the  CouncQ  was  of  too 
mihtaiy  a  character.  That  Council  con- 
sisted of  eight  elected  and  ten  offi- 
cial members.  A  Petition  presented  in 
the  year  1664  contained  a  statement 
similar  to  that  made  in  the  Petition  re- 
cently laid  on  the  table,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Constitution  of  the  counfanr  did 
not  give  the  people  of  Malta  sufficient 
control  over  theirlocal  government ;  but 
that  Petition  had  received  an  answer 
from  the  late  Duke  of  Newcastle,  which 
had  been  conaidered  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory by  those  whom  it  immediately  con- 
cerned. The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  the  Goremment  of  Malta  was  a 
kind  of  military  despotism ;  but  he  did 
not  appear  to  be  aware  that,  for  a  con- 
sideraole  time,  there  had  been  only  two 
cases  of  interference  in  the  local  af- 
fairs of  Malta  by  the  Governor  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  elected  members 
of  the  Council ;  and,  without  defending 
anything  of  that  kind,  he  said  they  were 
cases  of  the  most  tiirial  and  minute 
Mnd.  StiU,  the  present  Government 
would,  as  far  as  they  could,  prevent  the 
repetition  of  such  instances,  their  desire 
being  that  in  the  local  afFitirs  of  Malta 
the  wiU  of  the  elected  members  should 
be  in  almost  everything  supreme.  With 
re|;ard  to  the  Governor  it  would,  he  ad- 
mitted, be  an  unjust  thing  to  appoint 
any  man  who  was  not  deemed  likely  to 
govern  the  civil  affairs  of  the  inhabitants 
well.  The  present  Governor  was  a  most 
distinguished  officer,  who  performed  his 
duties  most  admirably ;  and  his  term  of 
office  would  continue  for  three  or  four 
years  more.  His  hon.  Friend  was  not 
very  specific  in  his  aUegations,  but  dealt 
rather  in  an  accumulation  of  strong  epi- 
thets ;  but  he  could  say,  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  if  his 
hon.  Friend,  or  anybody  else,  should 
bring  forward   any   epecifio   grievance 
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under  vhicli  the  people  of  Malta  la- 
boured, it  would  meet  with  the  serious 
oonBideration  of  Mb  noble  Friend  at  tbe 
head  of  the  Colonial  Of&ce.  There  was 
a  vast  number  of  offidole  in  Malta,  the 
immense  majority  of  whom  were  Mal- 
tese, and  his  advice  to  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  to  inquire  whether  Malta  was 
not  OTer-administered,  and  whether  he 
could  not  derise  a  scheme  by  which  he 
could  get  rid  of  some  of  the  bureaux, 
and  introduce  economy  in  that  respect. 
At  present  the  question  of  emigration 
was  under  consideration,  and  he  should 
feel  obhged  if  his  hon.  Friend  would  as- 
sist in  any  way  in  improving  the  condi- 
tion of  ft  people  than  whom  there  were 
no  more  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  E.  T0EE!eN8,  in  reply,  said, 
that  what  he  had  referred  to  was  the 
proclamation  of  General  Cameron,  which 
contained  tiiese  words — "His  Majesty 
grants  you  full  protection  and  the  en' 
mentofallyour  ancient  rights."  "i 
included  a  Legislative  Council  els' 
by  the  people,  and  it  was  to  that  his 
remark  was  directed.  He  believed  that, 
after  the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  there  would  be  very  little  use  in 
his  pressing  the  Motion  to  a  division. 
But  DO  was  convinced  that  the  decision 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  upon  that  aub- 
j'ect  woiud  be  received  with  great  regret 
in  the  island,  where  the  grievance  of 
being  left  without  popular  representa- 
tion was  deeply  felt. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

CHINA  (TREATT  OF  TIEN-TSIN). 
UOnOH  FOB  FAPEBS. 

CoLoiTEL  SYK£8:  I  think  it  neces- 
sary, Sir,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  in  the  interests  of  the  commer- 
cial community  trading  with  China,  to 
the  present  state  of  our  relations  with 
China  in  reference  to  the  revision  of  the 
Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  of  1868.  Those  re- 
lations may  be  expressed  in  a  very  few 
words — namely,  that  there  is  not  any 
permanent  security  for  the  persons  or 
proper^  of  foreigners  in  Chma,  Bri- 
tish merchants  and  missionaries  even  in 
treaty  ports  and  in  other  places  are  ex- 
posed to  personal  outr^e,  to  robbery 
and  attempted  assassination,  without  ob- 
taining redress,  unless  by  military  de- 
monstration or  by  milituy  operations; 
and  that  the  obligations  of  the  Trea^ 
of  Tien-tain  of  1858  are  still  anfnlfiUed. 
Mr.  2fmt»a 
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This  may  seem  a  sweeping  assertion, 
but  I  aludl  be  able  to  prove— not  from 
hearsay  or  newspaper  reports,  but  from 
Parliamentary  documents  —  that  the 
statement  is  founded  on  facts,  and  that 
this  mischievous  and  unsatisfactory  state 
of  affairs  is  the  necessary  and  inevitable 
result  of  the  weakness — indeed,  impo- 
tency — of  the  Central  Government  of 
China.  A  few  preliminary  remarks  on 
the  constitution  of  the  Government  of 
China  will  assist  to  explain  my  views. 
Although  of  groat  antiquity,  its  origin 
beingreferableto366oftheChristianera, 
no  less  than  twenty-two  dynasties  have 
risen  and  disappeared  since  that  date ; 
two,  three,  or  more  contemporary  rival 
Emperors  have  contested  the  supremacy, 
each  change  being  accompanied  by  an- 
archy; rebellion  has  succeeded  rebel- 
lion, but  up  to  1646  the  Chinese  contests 
had  been  confined  to  themselves,  with 
one  exception;  hut  in  that  year  they  wore 
invaded  by  forei^ers — tii6  Mantchow 
Tartars,  of  whom  is  the  present  Imperial 
family.  The  resistance  of  the  Chinese 
was  desperate,  and  at  Canton  alone 
100,000  persons  were  put  to  death ;  and 
the  feeling  of  hostility  to  their  foreign 
rulers  gave  rise  to  the  secret  Triad  So- 
cieties, which,  by  theb  intriguee  and 
lawlessness,  created  constant  terror  in  so- 
ciety. The  Tartars  endeavour  to  hold  their 
own  by  garrisoning  some  of  the  great 
cities  by  troops  of  the  Eight  Banners,  but 
the  Tartar  troops  are  uways  separated 
from  the  people  of  the  cities  by  walls, 
as  is  the  case  at  Fekin  itself.  But  the 
countiy  at  large  is  under  abortive  military 
control,  as  is  manifested  in  the  constant 
rebellions  co-existent  in  the  provinces, 
and  sometimes  menacing  the  capital 
itself.  Sir  Harry  Parkes,  on  the  24th  of 
March,  1862,  stated,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Geographical  Society  of  London — "  that 
he  recollected  some  years  ago  a  memorial 
to  the  Emperor,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  ten  rebellions  were  going  on  at  ^9 
same  time  in  different  parts  of  the  Em- 
pire." Mr.  J.  B.  Bobertson,  in  his  letter 
to  Consul  Medhurst,  February  13,  1869, 
speaking  of  the  weakness  of  the  Central 
Government,  says — 

"  Now  thii  miiht  proT*  &  wrioni  smbanMi- 
ment  to  a  weak  GoiernmeDt  like  that  of  Cbina, 
wbloh  hai  to  canfront  rebellion  on  oocaiion  of 
eTerf  dtfloient  fauTeit  or  orerBow  of  the  baoka 
of  the  Yellow  RJTor." 

Mr.  K.  H.  HoU,  writing  from  Ken-tan, 
April  28,  1868,  says  — "The  reheU  ate 
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bnnung  villaeeB  in  the  neighbourliood 
of  Tien-tem."  Mr.  Bnrlingliaiue,  the  Am- 
bassador from  China  to  the  OoTemments 
of  Europe,  had  personal  and  painful  ex- 
perience of  their  presenoe  by  his  deten- 
tion on  his  joumeT  trom  Fekin  to  Tien- 
tsin, &om  which  he  was  only  released 
by  the  blue-jackets  of  Her  Majesty's 
^inboat  Dove.  The  ]jnperial  CustomB  1 
Oonunissioner,  Mr.  Fitzroy,  in  his  Se-  I 
port,  March  16,  1867,  &om  Shanghai,  to  I 
the  Imperial  Superintendent  of  CuBtoms,  j 
Mr.  Hut,  uses  the  following  language : — 

"  P«riodic»Uy  daring  tbs  winter  the  Nien-fel. 
who  hare  exIiUd  from  tbs  time  of  the  Min^  ^J- 
nutj,  loour  tha  neighbonring  proTinoei,  npon 
whicli  th«;r  1bt]>  Uwk  nuil.  Tin;  ar*  not  to  be 
deiptied,  *Dd  If  tha  Imperial  GorarnmaDt  doo) 
not  diapUr  more  than  iti  aaiul  taargj,  tbef  ma; 
(the  Nien-rei),at  nodittantdajbeeomefbnnidable 
Buooeiaora  to  the  Taepings." 
To  these  Taepings  it  is  not  necessary, 
with  the  information  before  the  House, 
to  say  more  than  they  maintained  their 
rebellion  for  thirteen  years,  established 
their  gOTemment  at  Nankin,  and  would 
have  extended  it  to  Pekin,  as  our  Am* 
bassador,  Sir  Frederick  Bruce,  states, 
had  not  the  British  interfered  and 
slaughtered  them  at  the  veiy  time  the 
British  and  French  troops  were  marching 
upon  Fekin.  But  testimony  to  existing 
rebellion  in  Shensi,  or  elsewhere,  is  given 
by  a  recent  proclamation  affixed  to  the 
walls  of  Shanghai,  raising  the  war  tax — 
which  had  existed  trom.  the  date  of  the 
Taeping  rebellion — 30  per  cent;  and 
these  new  rebels  are  not  designated,  as 
of  old,  the  Nien-fei,  but,  as  a  separate 
class,  are  called  the  Wei,  These  rebel- 
lions suMciently  t«sti^  to  the  weakness 
of  the  Central  Government,  but  the 
proo&  extend  much  farther.  One  source 
of  weakness  is  described  by  Sir  Buther- 
ford  Alcock  in  his  despatch  to  Lord 
Stanley,  October  1,  1867,  in  which  he 
says — 

"  Tbe  want  of  moner  for  the  pB]roi«nt  of  tbeir 
armlei  U  k  main  eaun  of  oontinuoDe  inanrreo- 
tlon  ;  whole  dWialooe  tbo*  go  OT«r  to  awell  the 
nnka  of    thon  who  make 


With  respect  to  provincial  govern- 
ment the  Viceroys  of  die  eighteen  pro- 
vinces are  appointed  by  the  Central  Go- 
vernment, which,  however,  takes  little 
notice  of  their  acta.  They  obtain  their 
offices  through  intrigue  or  money  and 
they  are  left  to  squeeze  the  people  as  far 
as  ttiey  dare.  The  Central  Government 
occasionally  sends  an  edict  terminating 


with  the  usual  formula — "Tremble  and 
obey."  If  it  suits  the  interests  of  the 
Viceroy  he  obeys ;  if  not,  he  quietly  pnta 
it  aside  and  the  Central  Government 
rarely  has  power  to  enforro  obedience. 
A  man  of  vigour  like  Pseng-kwo-fen, 
however,  oooaaionaUy  eetabliahes  a  tem- 
porary deEpotdsm  in  his  viceroyalty,  but 
he  diire  not  proceed  beyond  obtain 
lengths,  owing  to  the  constitution  of  so- 
ciety in  China  &om  the  division  of  the 
people  into  "clans"  like  the  Boottish 
Highlanders.  The  people  of  eaoh  dan 
have  a  common  surname,  have  a  commu- 
ity  of  interest,  and  when  acting  together 
they  paralyze  the  authority  oi  the  Pro- 
vincial Tontai  or  Prefects,  and  even  at 
times  that  of  the  Viceroys.  For  years  past 
the  power  of  the  Viceroy  of  Canton  has 
been  paralyzed  by  clannish  feuds.  The 
^reat  Taeping  rebellion  originated  in 
me  neighbourhood  of  Canton  with  the 
clan  whose  surname  was  "  Hung." 
There  has  been  a  chronio  hostilily  be- 
tween the  Hakkas  and  Puntis  of  the 
^ovince  of  Canton,  which  successive 
Viceroys  have  been  helpless  to  put 
down.  At  this  moment  there  is  an  illus- 
tration of  this  fila-TiTiiah  power  about 
thirty  miles  from  Macao.  The  Song 
Kong  Ikiify  Preu  of  Manh  23,  1869, 
says — 

"  The  outbreak  in  the  lonth  of  thli  pmrinee, 
irtiicb  for  tMD*  time  bM  be«n  going  on,  appeari 
to  be  aimming  alarming  proporttoni.  The  elan 
Chiang  of  OTcr  10,000  men  are  Che  belligerente, 
and  are  opposed  bj  other  oombined  olana.  Tbe 
Tioero;  of  Canton,  two  monthi  uo,  aent  a  foroe 
to  quell  the  diitnrbanee  but  failed." 
At  Eiitshau,  near  Canton,  a  new  tax  was 
laid  upon  the  people  some  years  a^, 
who  rose,  drove  me  Mandarin  authorities 
away,  and  the  Viceroy  was  obliged  to 
remove  the  tax.  In  the  Cociehafer 
af&ur,  eighteen  vilh^s  near  Swatow 
had  long  been  in  a  turbulent  and  in- 
subordinate state,  and  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Toutai,  and  the  reducing  them 
to  order  and  obedience  by  Commodore 
Jones'  squadron,  with  considerable  loss 
of  life,  BO  far  &om  being  offenfdve  to 
the  Central  Government  no  complaint 
was  made  of  our  interference,  nor  that 
an  appeal  for  redress  had  not  been  pro- 
viously  made  to  the  Central  Government 
which,  no  doubt,  together  with  the  pro- 
vincial authori^,  were  thankful  that  we 
had  done  that  for  them  which  they  could 
not  do  for  themselves.  The  fortified 
town  of  Ohoo-chi  on  the  Han  Biver 
near  Svatow  defied  the  Toutai  or  Pre- 
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feet  of  Swatow,  and  plimdui-ed  boats 
coming  down  the  river,  and  fired  into 
the  provision  boat  of  Her  Majesty's 
gunboat  Stutard.  lioutenant  Johnstone 
demanding  redress,  v/aa  candidly  told 
by  the  Frefect  that  he  had  no  power 
over  Choo  -  ehi ;  but  if  the  gunboat 
would  assist  him  he  would  try  to  re- 
duce the  place.  The  aseistauce  was 
given,  but  f^ed,  until  the  arrival  of 
the  Ih-ah,  when  the  combined  opera- 
tions of  the  two  gunboats  succeeded. 
Choo-chi  was  taten  and  found  fiill  of 
pluitderedproperty,  grain,  rice,  sugar, 
&c.  &c.  This  helplessness  was  not  con- 
fined to  the  Toutai  of  Swatow,  but  ex- 
tended to  tlie  Toutai  of  the  great  pro- 
vincial dty  of  Chao-chow-foo,  who  nad 
been    equally   unable   to    repress   the 

Siratical  operations  of  the  people  of 
inlao  and  other  villages  on  tka  banks- 
of  the  river  Han  to  the  injury  of  British 
trade.  At  Banoa,  in  Formosa,  the  Man- 
darin had  no  power  to  redress  a  series 
of  outrages  on  British  subjects  of 
serious  a  character  that  Consul  Holt 
the  14th  of  October,  1868,  wrote  to 
Sir  Butherford  Alcock  that — 


11  huJ  bnn  in  Tain  ;  id  fact 
I  now  threatened  b;  pcoplf 
M  or  action  bu  bsni  m  atro- 
oiODi  M  to  proTs  that  tba  will  is  not  wantinf  to 
murder  na." 

In  fact  Messrs.  O'Kerr  and  Bird  were 
not  only  robbed  but  nearly  murdered. 
Mr.  Holt  attributed  these  outrages  to 
hostile  "clans,"  which  had  a  monopoly 
of  the  camphor  trade,  and  the  Mandarin 
authorities  either  dared  not  or  could  not 
control  them.  Mr.  Holt  sent  to  Foo- 
chow  for  a  gunboat — the  Janut — and 
the  American  Consul  in  the  gunboat 
Arooatook  also  came  over.  This  demon- 
stration alone  insured  immediate  re- 
dress, as  reported  on  the  27th  October, 
1B68.  The  outrages  at  Tamsui  simi- 
larly originated  in  the  camphor  mono- 
poly, and  the  Presbyterian  missionaries 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. 
Had  the  Mandarin  authorities  possessed 
the  power  or  the  will  to  give  re- 
dress for  the  robbery  of  Mr.  Pidiering's 
camphor  and  his  attempted  assassina- 
tion, and  that  of  Mr.  Hardie,  the  lamen- 
table loss  of  life  that  occurred  would 
have  been  avoided,  as  was  Uie  case  at 
Banca,  by  Mr.  Holt's  firmness  and  tact. 
Another  instance  of  the  impotency  of  the 
local  authoritjis  exhibited  in  the  case  of 
tlie  Eev.  Mr.  Wolfe,  who  had  purchased 
CoUmtl  Syiet 
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a  piece  of  land  for  a  sanitarium  at  Sharp 
Peak  Island,  near  Foo-chow-foo,  in  Janu- 
ary, 1 869,  with  the  consent  of  the  autho- 
ritiee  of  Foo-chow-foo.  A  native  gentle- 
man, however,  induced  the  villagers  to 
drive  away  Mr.  Wolfe's  people  and  seize 
his  building  materials ;  and  the  presence 
of  the  gunboat  Janus  was  necessary  to  in- 
sure the  treaty  rights  of  Mr.  Wolfe,  and 
enforce  the  authority  of  the  Mandarin  at 
Foo-chow.  Even  tiie  case  of  the  Al- 
gtrine,  Lieutenant  BomviUe,  off  Namou 
harbour,  testifies  to  the  helpleaaness  of 
the  sea-board  authorities,  not  on^  to 
put  down  piratnr,  but  smuggling.  Keu- 
tenant  Domville  was  aocompamed  by  a 
Mandarin,  and  entrapped  into  the  beuef 
that  he  was  to  attack  pirate  junks  off 
the  harbour,  in  which  he  was  confirmed 
by  the  junks  refusing  to  show  their 
papers  and  firing  upon  him,  and  it 
waa  not  imtil  he  had  captured  one  of 
them  that  he  found  they  were  supplied 
with  papers  &om  Hong-Eong,  and 
were,  in  &ct,  notwithstanding  their 
papers,  opium  smugglers,  which  the 
Mandarin,  as  a  Chinese  authority,  would 


have  been  entitled  legally  to  seize  in 
case  he  had  the  power;  but  neither 
he  nor  any  Chinese  Mandarin  along 
the  whole  coast  of  China  have  the  power 
to  enforce  the  law,  as  the  so-called 
merchant  junks  are  heavily  armed,  defy 
the  authorities,  and  do  not  scruple,  when 
free  from  British  observation,  to  exer- 
cise their  power  for  ^ratical  purposes.  A 
writer  in  the  North  China  joumalBBays-^ 

"  But  for  the  Briliib  flset  on  the  ooaaU  of 
ChiDi  — iftbat  Bset  ware  withdrawn  tin  Mao- 
darim  would  be  drinn  by  piratm  bom  tha  aea- 
board  within  threa  months." 
In  the  taking  of  Ning-po  from  the 
Taepings,  the  Parliamentary  Papers  say 
that  Captain  Boderich  Dew  availed  him- 
self of  the  services  of  the  pirate  fleet 
under  Apak.  These  instances  of  help- 
lessness of  the  seaboard  authorities  could 
be  greatly  multiplied,  of  which  I  have 
numerous  records,  were  I  to  go  farther 
back  in  time. 

In  the  case  of  the  outrages  upon 
missionaries,  however,  I  fear  the  MW- 
darins,  and  Literati  or  expectants  for 
office,  and  gentry  are  the  instigators 
of  the  ruffian  mobs.  There  are  not 
any  people  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
of  any  religious  persuadou,  who  are 
more  tolerant  than  the  Buddhists ;  they 
are  free  from  all  tlie  exclusiveness  of 
caste ;  they  do  not  attempt  to  make  con- 
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▼erta ;  aad  Uieir  readineaa  to  adopt  the 
religious  opinioDs  of  CQmBtiaiiB  is  mani- 
festod  by  tne  himdreda  of  thousands  of 
TaepingB  who  adopted  the  Bible  and 
New  Testament,  and  established  presses 
to  multiplT  copies  of  our  saored  books. 
In  Buimod  and  Ceylon  they  live  in  har- 
mony with  the  misaionarieB,  and  the  mia- 
sioQaries  equally  do  so  in  China,  where 
the  people  are  not  incited  by  the  autho- 
ritiefl  again^  them.  The  China  Mission 
at  Amoy  and  Swatow  have  sent  to  me,  for 
some  years  past,  their  Annual  Beport,  and 
the  thirteenth  is  now  in  my  hand.  Z  learn 
&om  it  that  the  earlier  perBeoutionB  have 
ceased,  and  that  the  AEission,  in  1866, 
had  eleven  stations,  some  of  them  in 
provincial  cities,  and  that  as  the  mis- 
sionaries passed  through  viUagee  from 
one  station  to  the  ottier  the  people 
stopped  them  to  hear  the  daetritu,  as 
they  called  it.  Even  in  the  great  pro- 
vincial dty  Chin-chow,  the  seat  of  the 
Literati,  the  chapel,  which  had  been 
destroTsd  at  their  instigation,  had  been 
re-built,  and  not  since  molested.  From 
the  Foo  dty  Chaou-chow,  Dr.  George 
Smith  writes,  on  the  20th  of  Mart^, 
186ft— 

"  I  Ima  DOW  bsen  hers  tan  daji,  and  joq  will 
b«  sUd  to  iMrn  in  paaoe  and  camfort,  andiicnrbed 
Bod  UDmolsitwI.  A  great  ohangs  hai  oonui  OTsr 
the  people  here  both  in  their  fealioga  and  oondaot 
itDca  I  wai  lait  in  tha  place.  I  made  two  at- 
tampta  laat  jear  to  rv-ilait  tbii  oitj ,  but  od  both 
the  aoting  Consul  prsTeoted  my  ooming.  This 
time,  that  I  hare  oome,  no  obitaole  bu  been 
thrown  in  ror  war  ^J  Coninl  or  Mandanni,  buC 
I  have  made  this  Tiait  jnit  in  Iha  aama  waj  u 
wHDg  to  any  other  town  of  the  department. 
HoreoTer,  I  hare  bad  no  police  or  other  offleiala  to 
aaoort  m«,  nor  sof  need  Tor  tbem.  I  have  had 
dail;  meetingi  with  the  people,  who  have  ooma  in 

Cope  Tarring  from  twentr  to  eightj,  and  bare 
■red  quite  orderlj  and  reapeot^llr,  and,  after 
lltlening  and  disonning  Tor  a  wbite,  hare  after- 
wiu^s  gone  awar  qniMlr.  On  atking  them  to 
disperse,  when  wiihing  to  stop  from  speaking, 
tber  hare  been  quite  sabmiisiTS ;  hence  there  has 
been  no  presaare  of  nndne  exoltemant,  but  all  has 
gone  on  smoothtr  uid  pleasantlr." 
£ven  in  the  afiair  at  Tang-chow  the 
hostility  against  missionaries  did  not 
originate  with  the  people,  but  with  the 
literati ;  the  authorities,  if  not  encon- 
raging,  at  least  conniving  at  the  out- 
rages upon  tliem.  Redress  having  been 
obtained  by  Consul  Medhurst,  with  the 
aid  of  the  naval  authorities,  the  mission- 
aries have  been  quietly  reinstated  in 
their  house,  the  populAce  ceasing  to 
manifest  hostility,  uie  Mandarins  no 
longer  daring  to  incite  them.  Sir  Eu- 
thwford  Alcock,  in  the  China  Paper, 
No.  8,  Bftya— 


"With  respect  (o  the  feeling  sgunst  mission- 
ariei  in  China — it  Is  oertainlr  not  aotifeir  hoitila, 
auleu  the;  are  worked  upon  hj  intere*ted  ao- 
thoritiea  into  belierlng  monstrous  stories  that  the 
ores  of  ohildren  are  aeooped  ont.  oonTsrCs  poi- 
soned, d(o.,  4a.  The  ootragea  at  Ghef.foo  and 
Taiwan  and  Tamsni  in  Formosa  originated  in  this 

On  the  24tb  of  April,  1868,  Mr.  Jamie- 
son  reports  &om  Taiwan  that  a  Soman 
CathoQc  and  Protestant  chtirch  had 
been  destroyed  abont  six  miles  from 
Taiwan.  1^.  Jamieson,  appealing  for 
redress,  was  told  by  the  magistrate  that 
he  was  helpless;  bat  that  everybody 
believed  that  poison  was  given  to 
Chinese  to  induce  them  to  become  oon- 
verts,  and  the  Consul  must  investigate 
tlie  matter.  At  Ohef-foo,  the  Bev.  Mr. 
Laughter's  agent  hired  a  house  as  a  shop, 
two  miles  from  Afoo,  but  intended  it  for 
a  chapel.  This  fraud  was  very  properly 
resented,  but  Mr.  Alabaster,  on  the  9ui 
of  May,  1868,  induced  the  vill^rers  to 
atone.  In  short,  in  eveiy  instance  the 
hostile  action  of  the  people  is  traceable, 
not  to  a  spontaneous  movement,  but 
to  the  incitement  of  interested  of&ciols. 
In  respect  to  foreigners,  not  mission- 
aries, the  published  travels  in  the  dis- 
turbed province  of  Szecheun  of  Mr. 
Cooper,  those  of  Mr.  EUis  to  the  Yellow 
River,  of  Mr.  Tarrant  from  Ningpo  to 
Shanghai,  and  the  testimony  of  excur- 
sioniBts  from  the  sea  ports  on  shooting 
parties,  and  that  of  the  Basil  mission- 
aries in  the  South  of  China,  on  every 
occasion  speak  of  the  civility  of  the 
villagerB.  Canton,  which  in  former 
times  prohibited  the  entrance  of  foreign- 
ers, now  locates  them  in  houses  in  theaty; 
and  Consul  Bobertaon  has  a  mansion  and 
park  within  the  walls.  I  have  now  ftilly 
proved  that  the  difficulties  in  our  rela- 
tions with  China  originate  not  in  the 
hostility  of  the  people,  but  in  the  hostilify 
of  the  central  and  provincial  authorities. 
I  come  now  to  the  commercial  aspect 
of  our  relations.  The  fore^;n  trade  witli 
China,  as  detailed  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Imperial  Commissioner  of  Ciutoms,  Mr. 
Hart,  for  five  years,  was  as  follows — 
this  was  sent  by  Sir  Butherford  Alcock, 
from  PeMn,  ?ul  April,  1869,  and  has 
become  a  Parliamentary  Paper: — 

Tears.       Imports.  Eiporti.  Total. 

isu     si^ts^rs     si.i}i)s,Goe     i06,3oo,o8T 

184S  01,811,1JS8  eOfiSifiSi  131,See,Tfl3 

ISM  71,563,874  16,161,807  130,739,181 

18«7  69,929,741  67.8aS,7I3  127.32fi,4Gi 

18«8  71,131,213  Se,IU,T33  110,a3S,SU 


Total  333,182,864     297,333,386^^  -  I 
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The  abore  figures  represent  taels  which 
hare  a  Tariable  Bnglish  value,  accord- 
ing to  the  rate  of  exdian^,  &om  6*.  2d. 
to  68.  Bd.  I  prefer  cooBideriiig  the  tael 
at  its  book  value  of  6t.  Bd.,  or  three  to 
the  pound  sterling.  This  wonld  make 
the  sterling  value  of  the  imports,  in  I86B, 
£23,707,071 ;  the  exports,  £23,038,244  ; 
total  trade,  £46,745,315 :  the  balance 
for  1668  being  in  favour  of  England 
£668,827,  and  for  the  five  years  of  taels 
30,910,168,  or  £10,306,369.  Of  this 
great  trade  the  proportion  that  England 
alone  oontributed  in  1868  wBs~-England 
direct,  66,519,679  taels,  or  47  per  cent; 
Hong  Kong,  24,642,974  ;  and  India, 
26,362,615;  total,  117,525,266,  or  638 
per  cent,  leaving  only  162  ^  cent 
Jot  all  the  other  foreign  nations  put 
together;  the  next  greatest  trader  to 
oorselves  vith  China  being  the  Ameri- 
cans, to  the  total  valve,  in  1866,  of 
7,416,069  taels,  or  5-S  per  cent  only  of 
the  whole  trade.  The  total  dntiea  col- 
lected by  Mr.  Hart  and  his  European 
subordinates  of  the  Imperial  Customs,  in 
1668,  was  9,425,656  taels,  the  foreign 
portion  of  which  amounted  to  8,002,751 
taels ;  and  as  the  British  proportion  of 
this  63'8  per  oentwas  6,706,365  taels,  or 
£2,235,455  ;  and  add  to  this  2^  per  cent 
transit  duties,  £1,117,727,  in  1868, 
England  alone  oontributed  to  the  Ohinese 
Imperial  Exchequer  £3,353,782.  But 
this  was  not  the  total  cost  to  England 
for  the  maintenance  of  British  trade 
in  China.  The  Estimatesof  1669-70  in- 
form the  public  that  the  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary has  £6,000  per  annum,  and  the 
Seoretary  of  Legation  and  Chinese  Secre- 
tary £1,200  per  aimum.  Two  second 
Secretaries  £900perannnm;  twelve  Con- 
suls £12,700;  five  Vice  Consuls  £8,350; 
eleven  Interpreters,  £6,200;  twenty  As- 
sistants, £6,900;  Student  Interpreters 
and  Linguists,  £6,100;  Temporary  Al- 
lowances at  Shanghai  and  elsewhere, 
£2,600.  Total  for  Ooneular  Service, 
£40,460.  Add  to  this  the  cost  of  the 
Bupreme  Court  for  China  and  Japan — 
Judge,  £3,600  per  annum;  I>einity 
Judge,  £1,200,  and  Law  Clerks,  &c.  : 
total,  £7,637;  and  wages  to  gaolers, 
constables,  boatmen,  ftc,  for  China,  Ja- 
pan, and  Biam,  the  chaige  for  each  not 
being  distinguished,  £9,100.  Legation 
Guards  at  Fekin,  £977 ;  Consular  tra- 
veling, £2,500  ;  Bent  of  Buildings, 
£8,200 ;  (^nioh  Establishment  in  China, 
£3,000 ;  Contingencies,  £5,000 }  and  the 
Cfhiut  Sj/itt 


total  for  China,  with  two  or  three  small 
exceptionB  for  Japan  and  Siam,  is 
£88,764.  But  a  veiv  formidable  ohai^ 
is  for  buildings  and  land,  the  Estimate 
for  which  in  Class  I  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates,  is  £179,382,  of  which 
£60,000  has  been  expended.  The  mer- 
cantile public  in  China,  in  Memorials 
to  Sir  Eutherford  Alcock,  on  the  ex- 
pected revision  of  the  Treaty  of  Tien- 
tsin  state  that  t^iis  trade  would  have  bean 
much  further  developed,  had  the  obliga^ 
tiooB  of  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  been  nil- 
filled,  and  they  are  unanimous  in  uiving, 
fltat  the  right  of  inland  residence  and  the 
payment  o£  the  transit  duty  of  ii  per 
cent  be  made,  not  to  the  central,  but  to 
the  provincial  authorities ;  to  save  trade 
from  the  payment  of  double  duties  as 
at  present.  Th^  speak  in  strong  terma 
of  the  advantages  which  would  oocnr 
not  only  to  China,  politioally  and 
socially,  but  to  trade.  They  recommend 
an  extension  of  the  number  of  the  trad- 
ing ports,  and  the  working  of  mines. 
The  Treaty  of  Tien-tain  guarantees  the 
right  of  inland  travel  and  remdence 
by  Artioles  ix.,  xn.,  a  guarantee  not 
fulfilled  during  ten  years — and  the  pay- 
ment of  2^  per  cent  in  a  lump  sum  to 
cover  all  transit  charges.  Sir  Butherfbrd 
Alcock  doubts  whether  this  was  intended 
to  cover  provincial  duties  ;  but  Lord 
Elgin,  in  the  most  e^^rees  terms,  pro- 
vided that  2^  per  cent  should  oovw 
those  duties,  as  is  shown  in  his  des^tcti 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  dated  12th  July, 
1868.  In  compliance  with  the  following 
Instructions  from  Lord  Clarendon,  2o£ 
April,  1857,  to  Lord  Elgin,  on  inland 
residence,  he  says — 

"It  would,  hoverer, be  Terj  deilMblB,  at  all 
STSnti,  to  obtuD  an  BDgipmaut  that  Brililh 
mercliMiti  shoold  b«  allowad  t«  pnrobaaa,  sithtr 
dircntlj  or  through  thsir  kgenti,  the  produos  of 
Cbiut  at  theplwMof  iti  growth,  and  t!ut  do  dotiM 
Bimpt,  parbapi,  road  toUi,  lliDuld  bt  pajabia  oa 
■uoh  irtiolei  00  thair  pasaaga  to  tbs  coaat  ibr 
embarkation." 

To  insnre  these  rights.  Lord  OUrmdoa 
fiirther  adds— 

"  But  joDT  ExOBUeDOj  will  ba  earafiil,  lo  an; 
enfagamoDU  which  jod  oan  iodncs  tho  ChlntM 
GoTeniniBnE  to  aooada  to.  to  pro<rid«  iiir  ttnr*- 
■tiicttd  ao«M>  to  ttiB  intBiior  of  tho  eltin  whioh 
■na^  ba  open  to  our  trade.  A  permiuion  aeloallj 
to  re«ide  withio  tba  oitiaa  is  of  no  leii  import- 
ancB  ;  but  the  faailltj  of  ooming  asd  going,  and 
daaling  dinotlj  with  anj  Ohiataa  trader  who 
mar  ^ral'  within  the  ait;  walli,  would  not  only 
ecablB  tha  foreign  merahant  to  carrj  on  hii  trad* 
with  mora  adTutaga,  bnt  would  aUo  tmid  to  Av 
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mUiariio  tbe  iuUtu  of  CbloA  vith  the  penoni 
■ad  bftbiti  of  tonigDBn,  lod  thui  promote  lUI' 
moTB  exteeded  Intercoam  with  the  oonntrf." 
All  these  conditions  vere  embodied  h 
Artidea  ix.,  xu.,  and  xxvm.,  of  the 
Treah-  of  Tien-tain,  Jime  26,  1858,  and 
were  biudin^  on  theChineee  Cliivemiaent, 
and  have  never  been  fulfilled  to  this  day ; 
and  it  ie  a  mietake  to  suppoae  they  are 
capable  of  revision  in  any  new  treaty 
without  our  consent — the  proviaiona  tor 
revifion  being  confiimed  by  Article 
xxvn.  Lord  Elgin  reported  having 
carried  out  Lord  Clarendon's  InstructionB 
in  these  words — 

"The  prinoiiwl  eommerDbl  sdnnUgsi  oon- 
oeded  to  Britiih  mbjeoti  bj  the  Obineu  Gorini- 
iDint  in  thii  treat;  >re  tbe  opening  to  tnde  of 
•ert&in  porti,  among  whioh  I  would  ipedifj  tb*t 
of  Newobvuig  io  (he  Nortb,  and  tbow  which  are 
opined  bj  it  in  the  fangUn  riTer,  Fonnoea,  and 
Bainao,  ai  the  moat  important.  Fermittion  to 
Brilitli  labjeota  to  travel  in  tbe  oetmtrir  fbr  par- 
poaat  of  trade  under  a  ■jratem  of  paiiporta,  and 
the  eattlemmt  of  the  veied  qnertioo  of  the  (raiuit 
datia*. 

"TMi  lut  mentioned  mbjeot  prseanted  oon- 
ndmiHa  difBonltf .  Ae  dntiea  of  oetroF  are  levied 
uainMall;  in  China  on  native  m  well  ai  on 
fbrelgn  prodoeti,  and  ai  oanala  and  roadi  are 
iaft  np  at  tbe  sipeoie  of  the  Gaverament,  il 
MMned  to  be  nnreaaonable  to  reqoire  that  artiolei, 
whetiwr  of  foreign  or  aatiTe  prodaetion,  bj  the 
timjit  pnwen  of  paaeing  into  the  baadi  of 
Camgntta,  itumld  baoome  ontitled  to  the  ma  of 
eanali  and  roada  toll  free  ;  and  ibould,  moreover, 
ba  relieved  altegetber  from  ohargei  to  which  thaj 
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'!  Od  tba  other  hand,  eiparienoe  baa  taogbt  ne 
the  inoonrenienea  of  leaving  tbe  amonnt  of 
datiel  pajable  nnder  the  head  of  tranut  dntiea 
altogether  nndetermioed.  Bj  requiring  the  rates 
of  tnniit  dot;  to  be  oubliahed  at  ea«fa  port,  and 
bjr  aaqoiring  for  the  Britiib  iDbjeot  tbe  right  to 
(ommuta  the  aaid  datiea  for  a  payment  of  3}  per 
oeot  oa  the  value  of  hia  gooda— or  rather,  to 
■peak  mora  oorraotlj,  for  the  pafment  of  a 
■peoiBo  dntjr  oalotilated  at  that  rate — I  hope  that 
I  have  provided  for  the  latter  ai  eSbotnal  a 
goarantMi  againit  ondno  ezaotion*  on  Ibii  bead, 
M  oaa  be  obtained  withonC  an  entire  lubvenion 
of  the  financial  ayatem  of  Chioa.'' 

Hainly,  therefore,  Lord  Elgin  was 
aware  of  local  dutieB,  and  contemplated 
that  the  2^  per  cent  cjiould  cover  them ; 
anticipating,  of  cour«e,  that  it  would 
be  paid  to  the  provincial  authorities, 
but  instead  of  this  it  hae  been  taken 
08  a  lump  Bom  at  the  several  porta,  and 
sent  to  Fekin,  and  the  wants  of  the  pro- 
vincial authorities  have  compelled  them 
to  exact  transit  duties  a  eeoond  time, 
increasing  the  oast  to  the  consumer  and 
consequent  diminution  of  conaumptian. 
These  exactions  increase  the  pnce  of 
tea  i  in  many  cbmi,  between  the  place  of 
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production  and  the  export  port,  SO  per 
cent.  The  Chamber  of  Commerce,  in 
ita  memorial  to  Sir  Butherford  Alcock, 
states,  that  in  consequence  of  the  exac- 
tions, a  bale  of  goods  cannot  penetrate 
100  miles  into  the  interior;  and  the 
exactions  on  silk  treble  the  amount  of 
the  export  duly.  Consul  Winoheater 
writes  officially,  Shanghai,  7th  May, 
1868— 

"  Tha  iMal  and  traailt  dDoa  Mlleotsd  on  tea 
amoant,  aa  &r  ai  oar  eiperienee  goea,  to  fully  9  0 
per  cent  on  the  flr>t  coit,  and  It  ii  amuaiag  to 
•e«  a  oorraapandenoe  beiog  carried  on  bf  the 
Chamber)  of  Commeroe  aa  to  the  propriety  of  re- 
daaingtaa  export  duty  by  3J  percent  while  Iheao 
heavy  inland  ohargei  eontmne  to  be  levied  otf 
JtUfum.  Theie  bring  in  nolhiog  to  the  Im- 
perial Treaiury." 

And  he  gives  instances  of  the  arbitrary 
local  chiu^s,  diverting  cargoes  of  l«a 
from  the  direct  line  to  the  ports  to  avoid 
them.  Consul  Hughes,  of  Kiukiang,  con- 
firms this ;  and  adds  that,  owing  to  the 
venality  of  the  Uandarina  and  violations 
of  treaty  stipulations  "  the  foreign  mer- 
chant is  placed  at  a  great  disadvant^e." 
The  remedy  it  appears  to  me  is  very 
simple — that  is,  not  to  pay  the  duties  in 
lump  sum.  to  the  Customs  authorities  at 
the  porta,  but  to  pay  duty  at  each  barrier 
as  the  goods  progress  in  the  interior! 
the  owner  of  the  merchandize  or  hia 
agent,  according  to  treaUr  accompanying 
his  goods.  Maps  of  the  barriers  exist  in 
every  province  with  their  respective 
tarifis.  It  is  absurd  as  at  present 
that  as  mach  transit  duty  should  ba 
paid  for  carrying  a  bale  of  goods  ten 
miles  as  for  100.  With  remect  to  resi- 
dence in  the  interior,  travellers  can  now 
go  into  the  country  ftimislied  with  pass- 
ports from  their  respective  Consuls ;  but 
a  curious  oversight  with  respect  to  the 
idioms  of  the  OMnese  langu^;e  has  ex- 
posed such  travellers  to  slighta  from  the 
provincial  authorities.  In  the  tranaU- 
tion  of  the  English  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin 
into  Chinese,  British  subjects  are  desig- 
nated Min-Jin,  which  in  the  Chinese 
idiom  means  "plebeiui  or  fellow,"  or 
person  of  no  position,  instead  of  Shang- 
Jin,  trading  man,  Shinsze,  gentleman,  or 
simply  Jin-a-man.  No  correction  of  the 
terms  naed  in  the  treaty  has  been  made, 
and  the  words  are,  therefore,  adopted 
in  the  passes  granted,  no  doubt  to  the 
amusement  of  the  provincial  authorities ; 
but  these  passes  do  not  authorize  the 
merchant  to  reside  in  the  provinces,  or 
accompany  fais  goods,  to  nis  personal 
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damage  and  loss,  and  to  the  limitatloa 
of  BritiBli  trade.  Owing  to  the  nuB- 
oonduct  of  nmava;  seamen,  who  have 
occasionaUy  got  command  of  lorchas,  it 
has  most  nnjnatl^  been  attempted  to  fix 
unvorth;  conduct  on  the  meicantOe  com- 
munity, but  the  records  of  the  British 
Supreme  Court  bear  testimony  to  the 
paucity  of  cases  inrolviug  mercantile 
character. 

I  have  now  made  good  my  etatemento 
in  the  opening  of  my  addreae,  that  British 
subjects  have  been  Bubjected  to  personal 
outrage,  plunder,  and  attempted  aasasei- 
nation,  and  that  redress  has  only  been  ob- 
tainedby  military  demonertrations  or  mili- 
tary opwatiotts.  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock 
now  telegraphs  to  say  that  all  is  tranquil, 
and  the  best  understanding  exists  with 
the  Central  Government.  This^tranquilhty 
however,  is  iplainly  owing  to  redi^as  for 
wrongs  having  been  obtained  without 
the  aid  of  the  Central  Government.  The 
chief  cause  being  the  weakness  of 
Central  Government,  it  remains  to  be 
asked,  what  is  the  line  of  conduct  to  be 
pursued  iu  our  relations  with  the  Central 
Government  of  China  and  provincial 
authorities  for  the  future  ?  Lord  Claren- 
don dictates  this  line  of  conduct  in  the 
following  despatch  to  Sir  Butherford 
Alcock: — 

■•  Foreign  Offloe,  April  3flth,  IGBfi. 

"  Sir, — I  hiT*  reoaiTed  four  dnpsloh  duted  Sih 
of  FthroMij,  ises,  reipeotiag  tha  ltl«  oooorreDoe 
■t  Taiwu  In  Formotk. 

"  The  InitTDotlDni  wbioh  I  hiTS  addmied  to 
TOD  vrithio  the  Uit  fonr  montha,  and  u  ngarda 
Fonnow  more  particnUrl;,  mj  deip&tob,  Feb- 
ruu7  38rd,  ISeS.irill  baTe  fiill;  expluaed  to  jaa 
tba  Tiawi  of  Her  Majettj'i  GoTerament  on  the 
pnsTsI  qusatioD  railed  in  tbii  able  daipatoli.  and 
the  MTticalar  inoldaoti  referred  to  In  it. 

"  I  ou  will  loie  no  opportunitj  of  preuiag  on 
the  ChJDflM  GoTerncneiit,  with  ipeeial  reference 
to  m;  oorreipondenoe  irith  Mr.  Burlingbam — of 
which  oopiea  hare  been  aent  to  you — that  Iler 
Majeatr's  OoTenunent  look  to  it,  and  it  alone,  for 
redreaa  of  wrongs  of  any  kind,  and  onder  any  rir- 
enmitanoei,  done  to  Britith  tubjeiti,  and  eameiti j 
trult  that  thej  will  not  look  in  vain.  They  hold 
the  Gorernment  at  Pektn  alone  reaponaibla  (br 
the  obaenanae  of  treatiei  which  are  oontraoted 
with  it  aloD*,  knd  thej  look  to  it  to  enforce  on  the 
local  kutborlliai  a  full  obaerTanoe  of  them. 

"Clirirddii." 

Nothing  can  be  more  just  or  statesman- 
like than  the  principles  enunciated  in  this 
despatch.  It  is  in  thorough  accordance 
with  the  obligations  of  International 
Imw.  But  the  intercourse  between 
nations  implies  a  power  as  well  as  wiU 
to  fulfil  mutual  obligations.  Has  the 
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Central  Government  atPekin  that  power? 
We  ourselves  distrust  it  by  withdrawing 
British  subjects  from  the  control  of  the 
judicial  courts  in  China,  which  \re  could 
not  do  in  Europe.  But  we  have  painful 
experience  of  the  inability  or  want  of 
will  of  the  Central  Government  to  fiilfil 
its  engagements.  Our  Ambassadors — 
Lord  Elgin,  Sir  Frederick  Bruce,  and  Sir 
Rutherford  Alcock — have  eqi^lly  testi- 
fied to  this.  According  to  Sir  Ruuerford 
Alcock,  references  to  Fekin  to  redress 

K'evances  would  simply  be  to  "beat 
.  air."  On  the  5th  of  June,  1863,  Sir 
Frederick  Bruce  addressed  the  following 
despatch  to  Prince  Kimg : — 

diaregard  of  Iraaj'ty  proviiit 
porta,  oontruy  to  the  policy  and  the  oaetom  of 
the  Briliah  GoTemmeot.  I,  on  ray  own  reapon- 
aibillEy,  anthoriied  the  int«fereBoa  of  Uar  Ha- 
jetty'a  fbroea  in  the  Taepiog  rebellion,  ttMreby 
arertlog  the  deatruction  of  the  Imperial  anthority, 
and  I  had  bopad  lome  attempt  wonid  be  made 
to  organiie  a  competent  eieoutire  ;  but  theta 
eipeolationa  hsie  not  been  realiied,  and  at 
•ereral  of' the  porta  the  treaty  ia  daily  broken  i 
and  the  Oenlral  Goiemment,  if  not  aawilling, 
ahowi  Itaelf  unable  to  enforce  a  better  order  of 
thing*.  The  orden  aent  by  the  Foreign  Board 
an  not  carried  oat,  either  beaaaae  the  looal  ao- 
thoritiea  do  not  stand  in  awe  of  the  Foreign 
Board,  or  baeanse  Ibey  do  not  beliere  that  tha 
Board  iamea  them  In  eamett." 

Have  matters  improved  since  June, 
1863?  On  the  contrary.  Sir  Ruther- 
ford Alcock,  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Stanley, 
5th  February,  1869,  says — 

"  Hitherto  the  course  of  affiiire  baa  been  only 
too  tniiy  deaeribed  by  the  memoralistc  lh>m  the 
■  I.  When  any  wrong  or  injuatice  la  auffered 
farelgner  for  which  there  ia  no  appeal  to  a 
o  court  of  juetice,  and  a  written  oode  of 
—if  the  Chinese  looal  aulbDriliea  Bra  not 
id.  la  ia  too  often  the  case,  by  the  Consul'a  re- 
presentation, the  only  reaouree  ia  a  refarence  to 
the  Miniater  at  Pekin,  and  then  eammances  an 
interminabie  aariea  of  referenoei  baokwarda  and 
forwsrda,  a  lueoesaion  of  oorreapondenoe  on  both 
■idea  between  the  porta  and  the  capital,  and  no 
final  aolution  ia  ever  arrired  at.  It  may  safely  be 
afBrmed  that  auch  is  the  common  experience  of  all 
foreign  repreiantatiiea.  lamaaaunid  there  ia  no 
one  of  these  who  cannot  point  to  numerous  case* 
which  have  been  so  treated  for  a  aucceasion  of 
years,  despite  their  best  efforts." 
But  this  is  not  the  only  expression  of  opi- 
nion of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock.  In  a  des- 
patch to  Consul  Medhurst,  at  Shanghai, 
of  March  last,  replying  to  an  application 
of  Dr.  Mac^wan  on  the  subject  of  rail- 
ways and  telegraphs  in  China,  hie  Ex- 
cellency says,  writing  from  Pekin  to  Her 
Britaonio  Miy  esty 'eOoaeul  at  Shanghai— 
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"  Ton  Dur  iaform  Dr.  HMgowtn  that  ther«  li 
BO  ugnmcat  in  bronr  of  tels^aphj  rerArred  to  in 
fait  Istler,  whtoh  bm  not  bcin  npcni«i<lf  and 
MkrD«Btl]r  preaud  npon  tba  atllntlon  of  ths  Mi  ' 
■t<ra  of  Taung-li-TimAn;  and  no  objeclion  U 
on  tha  part  oF  (tis  Chineaa  that  hai  not  be«n  n 
tn  thi  war  l>"  would  indicsta,  t>j  mj  Colloagi 
■nd  myialf.  Too  maj  alio  add,  tbat  tho  deiini 
loT  profrau,  vbioh  Ihe  Chinne  Miuion,  now  in 
Enropa,  aunird  Dr.  Haogowan'i  oountrjDMn  *>• 
•o  ardent  and  general  with  the  ruUri  in  China, 
tb«r«  ia  no  eTidenca  here.  If  anj  hopei  are  built 
npon  iti  eiiiCoQiK  tbcrerore  I  lear  thete  it  notbing 
bot  diaappointment  in  ilore  for  (hoaa  who  indulge 
In  them.  Projeoton  oT  telegraphio  linei,  rail- 
roada,  and  other  plana  foe  the  andden  deTilopment 
«f  the  reaonroei  of  thi*  oonntrjr  are  bat  loiing 
theJr  time,  while  the  Government  here  ihovi  no 
diipoaillon  to  entertain  Ibeir  projeoti.  I  think 
it  ia  in  the  inlcrcat  ot  all  who  aro  ao  oooupied 
that  Ibej  ibouid  know  the  truth,  than  to  be  deluded 
b]P  lalie  hop«(,  and  elpeotation  of  clungca  whicb 
uo  (till  &r  in  tbe  diitanoe." 

These  are  strong  words,  and,  coming 
from  a  diplomatist,  wlioae  sources  of  in- 
formation are  necessarily  the  beet,  seem 
conoloBire  against  the  statements  made 
in  America  and  Europe  1^  ^-  Burling- 
ham  and  the  Chinese  Mission,  that  the 
Chinese  Qovemment  ie  anxious  to  enter 
into  the  comity  of  nations.  I  should 
explain  that  this  extract  ia  taken  from  a 
reply  by  Sir  Butherford  to  an  American 
genueman  much  interested  iu  telegra^y, 
who  had  addressed  him  through  ^e  Bri- 
tish Consul,  and  his  Excellenoy  says — 

"Yon  ma;  tall  Dr.  Maegownn  Chat  oF  the  de- 
■im  fbrprogrtH  whiuh  the  Chinew  Miarion,  now 
in  Europe,  aaiarsd  hii  countrymen  wai  ao  ardent 
and  genkral  with  the  ralen  of  China,  there  ia  no 
eridenoe  here." 

Now,  in  the  face  of  the  testimony  which 
I  have  adduced  &om  our  own  Am- 
bassadors and  our  Consuls  and  mer- 
ohants  of  experience  in  China,  is  it  likely 
to  lead  to  practical  results  ;  or  is  it  safe 
or  even  just  to  British  subjects  to  appeal 
to  the  Central  Government,  or  to  its 
provincial  officers,  over  whom  it  has 
only  a  nominal  control  ?  Iu  truth,  the 
Central  Government  is  a  gorgeous  mock- 
ray,  to  be  likened  to  NebuSiadnezzar'e 
^Iden  image,  with  feet  of  clay,  and 
it  would  collapse  to-morrow  but  for  the 
oontributions  to  its  FeHn  Treasury  of 
more  than  £9,000,000  sterling  annual 
customs  duties ;  83*8  per  cent  of  the  sum 
collected  being  irom  British  trade, 
including  £1,100,001)  transit  duties, 
improperly  coUeoted  at  the  treaty  poits, 
and,  like  the  costomB  duties,  sent  to 
Pekin.  Finally,  considering  that  the 
present  dynasty  of  Tartars  was   saved 
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from  expulsion  by  our  slaughtering  onr 


dering  that,  at  the  expense  of 
payers  of  England,  we  prevent  the 
coasts  of  China  from  being  under  the 
control  of  pirate  fleets — considering  that 
we  contribute  to  the  Pekin  Treasury 
millions  sterling  annually,  we  are  en- 
titled to  the  gratitude  of  die  Pekin  Cio- 
vemment ;  and  we  owe  it  to  the  interests 
of  British  commerce  to  insist  npon  the 
Ailfllment  of  the  Articles  of  the  Treatj 
of  Tien-tain,  with  respect  to  inland  resi- 
dence and  transit  duties.  I  beg  to 
move  for  the  Papers. 

Ms.  IiIDDEIjIi,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  that  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  involving, 
as  it  did,  a  large  and  lucrative  trade,  was 
of  considerable  importance  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  when  our  relations  witli 
China,  as  defined  by  the  Treaty  of  Tien- 
tsin were  about  to  undergo  revision. 
The  Papers  moved  for  could  not  fail  to 
be  interesting,  inasmuch  as  all  Chinese 
correspondence  was  eminently  sensa- 
tional. A  succession  of  Papers  had  al- 
ready been  laid  before  that  House,  con- 
taining details  of  armed  landings,  bom- 
bardments, military  occupatious,  and 
other  acta  of  war,  which  were  of  a  very 
interesting,  although,  perhaps,  of  rather 
an  alarming  nature,  and  it  had  been 
very  satisfactoiy  after  reading  them  to 
hear  onr  Foreign  Minister  in  tiie  House 
of  Lords  state,  in  April  last,  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  cause  for  anxiety 
upon  the  subject,  inasmuch  as  our  re- 
lations with  China  had  never  been  on  a 
more  satisfactory  footing  than  they  were 
at  the  present  moment.  The  language 
and  the  tone  our  Foreign  Minister  had 
held  in  condemning  tha  transactions  to 
which  he  referred  deserved  the  approval 
and  the  support  of  the  country ;  because 
as  clear  that  if  we  desired  to  con- 
tinue our  present  peaceful  relations  with 
China  we  must  adopt  some  new  system 
of  diplomacy  with  regard  to  that  coun- 
try. He  rejoiced  to  think  that  a  new 
era  was  about  to  commence  in  our  deal- 
ings with  a  community  with  whom  we 
carried  on  a  gigantic  trade.  They  had 
had  six  distinct  narratives  of  transactions, 
which  had  occurred  in  less  than  nine 
months,  of  difTerences  vrith  the  local 
authorities,  and  in  no  case  except  one 
had  they  been  settled  without  reoourse 
to  arms,  and  that,  too,  in  a  time  of  peace. 
He  hoped  that  those  who  wotc  to  per- 
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form  the  task  of  rerisiug  our  treat;  re- 
lations with  China  would  not  forget  that 
the  existing  Treaty  of  Tien-tsin  had  been 
exacted  from  that  country  hy  fear  and 
under  the  pressure  of  force,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  was  only  just  that  they 
should  not  insist  too  rigorously  and 
absolutely  upon  all  its  stipulations. 
He  was  eatia&ed  that  concessions  to 
Chinese  interests,  and,  perhaps,  on  some 
unimportant  points,  even  to  Chinese 
prejudices,  would  promote  the  general 
interests  of  trade.  It  had  been  said  that 
in  dealing  with  Oriental  nations  it  was 
unwise  to  make  concessions;  but  he 
thought  that  justice  could  never  he  mis- 
plaoed  or  conciliation  mistaken,  and  if 
reasonable  ooncesflions  on  our  part  were 
accompanied  by  a  firm,  a  determined, 
and  eren  perhaps  a  peremptory  demand 
for  the  stnot  fu]£lment  of  treaty  stipula- 
tions affecting  our  trade,  no  misunder- 
standing would  be  likely  to  arise  as  to  our 
motives.  He  trusted  that  they  might  be 
able  to  establidi  a  system  which  would 
prevent  exactions  by  tho  Mandarins,  tmd 
thus  reconcile  the  governed  class  to  the 
governing,  and  at  the  same  time  secure 
to  the  native  trader  that  freedom  which 
waa  eo  important  to  him  and  to  us. 
Our  peculiar  position  in  China  ought 
not  to  be  foigotten.  England  was  only 
one  among  the  nations  who  were 
stru^ling  for  the  greatest  of  prizes — an 
industrial  trade  in  the  interior  of  China. 
He  was  not  going  to  flatter  the  United 
States  of  America,  but  the  United  States 
of  America  were  entitled  to  our  ad- 
miration and  imitation  in  their  inter- 
course with  China,  and  they  had  in- 
variably shown  a  conciliation,  a  pru- 
dence, and  a  conception  of  Chinese  feel- 
ings which  fully  entitled  them  to  any 
authority  or  influence  they  undoubtedly 
possessed  over  that  nation.  It  was  there- 
fore important  that  we  should  observe 
International  Law  instead  of  violating 
those  rights  by  which  our  policy  in  China 
had  been  marked.  America,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  special  protection  which 
her  trade  received  in  Chinat  and  by  vir- 
tue of  the  special  treaty  she  had  recently 
concluded  with  that  Court,  was  bound, 
by  all  obligations  of  honour,  to  protect 
Cmina  in  the  observance  of  international 
rights.  It  was  a  dangerous  thing  for 
Ikigland  in  her  transactions  with  China 
to  violate  international  rights,  and  if 
America  proved  true  to  herself,  she 
would  maintain  her  compact  with  China, 
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and  if  W6  wished  to  avoid  awkward  re- 
lations in  that  distant  part  of  the  world, 
we  should  treat  China  as  we  treated 
other  nations.  Without  wishing  in  any 
degree  to  cast  blame  upon  our  Consuk 
or  our  naval  officers  in  China,  the  diffi- 
culties of  whfme  position  he  recognized, 
he  condemned  that  system  of  diplomacy 
which  always  had  recourse  to  force  for 
the  redress  of  any  injury  done  to  British 
subjects  in  China,  instead  of  making 
proper  application  to  the  Court  of  Fekin 
on  the  matter.  He,  therefore,  highly  ap- 
proved the  principles  lately  laid  down  by 
Lord  Clarendon  for  the  guidance  of  our 
Consuls  in  China,  by  which,  in  &tuTe,  any 
resort  to  force  was  not  to  be  permitted  ex- 
cepting imder  circumstances  in  which  life 
and  property  were  in  imminent  peril; 
and  our  agents  were  instructed  invariably 
to  address  remonstrances  to  the  proper 
quarter — namely,  the  Central  Ckivem- 
ment  in  Pekin.  On  the  other  hand. 
Lord  Clarendon  stated  that  the  observ- 
ance of  treaty  rights  and  a  friendly 
reception  to  BritiSi  subjects  resident 
there  were  to  be  exacted  from  China. 
Those  wise  precepts  would,  he  trusted, 
continue  to  be  faithfully  enforced  by  the 
Foreign  Office.  In  conclusion,  thepro- 
spect  opened  out  to  our  trade  in  China 
was  almost  unlimited,  and  he  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  opportunity  now  offered 
us  for  placing  that  important  trade  on  a 
peaceful,  and,  therelore,  a  permsnmt 
footiiig,  would  not  be  thrown  away. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Ml  bumble  Addmi  l»  praMDted  to  Her 

Mnjeal;,  that  Shs  will  b«  gracieuilj  pleued  to 

gi'a  <9[reetienB  tfaat  there  be  laid  beforo  thia 
Honsc,  Copiea  of  the  Mpinorial  of  tho  Chamber 
Of  Commeroe  at  Shsogbai  to  Sir  Rutherford 
Alcook,  and  hi>  Replf  to  lbs  Memorial  addreaaed 
(0  CoDiul  Medhurat,  dated  the  S3rd  d>;  of  Match 
but: 

And,  of  all  Correapondenoe  of  the  Poreiga 
OlVce  with  Sir  Ruthertord  Aloeek  on  the  anbject 
of  the  renewal  of  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tain."— 
(Colonel  Sykti.) 

Sia  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Chinese  Oovemmeut  had  never  admitted 
that  it  was  responsible  for  outrages  com- 
mitted in  Formosa  in  as  high  a  degree 
OS  for  those  committed  elsewhere ;  nor, 
indeed,  was  it  really  any  more  respon- 
sible for  them  than  we  were  for  the  out- 
rages perpetrated  by  the  Maories  in  the 
north  island  of  New  Zealand.  In  regard 
to  the  revision  of  the  Treaty  of  Tien-tain, 
the  two  muu  points  ineiated  upon  by 


,,Coo'^lc 


1797  China  (Treaty  {July  13, 

tkd  Chinese  Chambers  of  Commerce  in 
tiie  treaty  ports  were,  residence  in  the 
interior  of  China,  and  the  affirmation  of 
the  transit  duties  clause.  There  were 
difficulties  iuTolred  in  the  question  of 
the  transit  dues,  as  Lord  Elgin,  writing 
to  Lord  Clarendon,  after  the  treaty  was 
made,  himself  recog^nlzed.  Those  duties 
irere  imposed  on  the  goods  of  both  na- 
tiTes  ana  foreigners;  and,  it  should  be 
remembered,  that  the  roads  and  canals 
in  China  were  kept  up  by  the  Ch>Tem- 
ment.  But  it  had  not  been  shown  that 
the  transit  dues  clauBO  had  been  gene- 
rally, or  even  in  any  case,  broken.  The 
Chinese  authorities  had  always  drawn  a 
distinctiou  between  transit  dues  and 
special  taxes  leried  at  certain  places 
after  the  goods  reached  those  places.  As 
to  the  other  point,  of  residence  in  the 
interior,  the  matter  was  by  no  means  so 
clear  as  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Sykes)  would  make  it.  He  had 
stated  before,  and  would  venture  to  re- 
peat now,  that  the  right  of  residence  was 
not  asserted  in  any  treaty;  and  Lord 
Kussell,  in  a  despatch  on  the  subject, 
used  these  words — ' '  that  the  specification 
of  the  right  to  reside  in  the  treaty  ports 
implied  the  exclusion  of  the  right  of  re- 
sidence in  other  towns."  He  would  not 
go  into  the  question  that  certain  persons 
resided  in  various  parts  of  the  interior, 
because  the  Chinese  themselTes  drew  a 
distinction  between  residence  as  a  mat- 
ter of  privilege  and  as  a  matter  of  right. 
The  London  Missionary  Society  had  laid 
it  down  that  their  misdonariea  should 
never  claim  residence  in  the  interior  as 
a  right,  but  ask  it  as  a  favour.  It 
would  not  be  wise  for  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  demand  this  right  for  the 
future,  for  it  would  imply  that  "extra 
t«rritoriahty"  should  be  given  up,  and 
agents  should  be  placed  in  oveir  town 
throughout  that  vast  Empire.  The  Chi- 
nese had  conceded  the  dues ;  they  had 
stated  their  readiness  not  only  to  revive 
the  tariff,  but  to  provide  bonded  ware- 
houses, to  make  the  draw-backs  payable 
in  ready  money,  to  open  new  ports,  to 
put  fbrth  a  proclamation  enforcing  the 
transit  clauses,  and  that  the  ri^ht  of 
lodging  shall  beconceded  to  all  foreigners 
passing  through  the  country  with  pass- 
ports, which  was  a  very  important 
point.  In  short,  the  Chinese  were  pre- 
pared to  grant  everything  consistent 
with  the  safety  of  their  countir,  and  Sir 
Butherford  Aicock  had  said  tliat  every- 


1869] 


of  Tien-Uin). 


1799 


thing  had  been  granted  which  could  be 
granted  at  the  moment,  and  that  it 
would  be  worse  than  a  waste  of  time  to 
postpone  the  revision  of  the  trea^,  for 
all  was  obtained  that  we  could  with 
justice  hope  to  gain. 

Me.  OTWAT  said,  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Sykes)  had  sug- 
gested a  ^licy  to  he  followed  in  our 
treaties  with  the  Chinese  Qovemment 
irom  which  he  must  express  his  entire 
dissent.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
assumed  throughout  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  deal  with  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment and  nation  in  an  exceptional  man- 
ner in  consequence  of  the  weakness  of 
what  he  termed  the  Central  Government. 
But  let  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
consider  the  position  of  that  Government 
and  of  the  Chinese  nation.  Within  the 
last  thirty  years  iJie  Chinese  Government 
had  to  sustain  three  great  wars.  Two 
foreign  armies  had  landed  in  China  and 
med  to  Pekin,  and  the  palace  of  the 
Emperor  had  been  sacked.  The  country 
had,  in  consequence,  been  more  or  less 
in  a  disturbed  state.  Was  it  to  be  won- 
dered at,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
the  Government  should  not  possess  aU 
the  power  and  concentration  that  was  to 
be  desired,  and  that  its  authority  was 
not  obeyed  like  one  that  had  not  under- 
gone such  vicissitudes  ?  What  was  the 
policy  recommended  by  his  hon.  and 
gallsuat  Friend  ?  Not  to  strengthen  the 
Government  in  any  way,  but  to  proceed, 
on  all  oecasious  whenever  there  was  any 
real  or  supposed  wrong  done  to  a  British 
subject,  to  take  the  mw  into  our  own 
hands  and  delegate  the  operations  no- 
cessary  to  recover  compensation,  or  to 
enforce  what  we  considered  a  right,  to 
the  naval  and  military  officers  sta- 
tioned in  that  country.  Was  that  a 
wise  or  a  just  policy  ?  Why  it  was  our 
interest  to  strengthen  in  every  way  the 
Central  Government,  and  on  that  point 
he  had  heard  with  pleasure  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
LiddeU)  with  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
SL'cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
Lord  Clarendon  had  always,  so  far  as  he 
was  informed,  maintained  the  same  po- 
licy, and  it  was  only  that  very  day,  in 
looking  over  a  file  of  China  Papers,  that 
he  came  upon  a  very  curious  fact  which 
illustrated  the  views  entertained  by  Lord 
Clarendon  some  fifteen  or  twenty  years 
ago.  He  would  not  read  the  case  to  which 
he  referred,  because  the  opinion  of  tho^ 
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tiien  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Chief  Justice  Cooklium  and 
Lord  Westbury,  would  illustrate  what 
those  Tiewa  were.  Having  been  co 
suited  with  reference  to  the  opinions 
a  gentleman  who  filled  the  office  of  Act- 
ing Attorney  General  of  Hong  Kong, 
they  said — 

"We  do  notSFTM  in  tb«  oDDfltniion  nf  tha  Ast- 
Ing  AttoTDej  GiDeral  thut  Ibe  Chin«te  >re  ti 
coiiudai«d  u  bcfODd  the  pale  of  ciTilind 

It  was  becaiwe  Lord  Clarendon  did  not 
agree  with  the  opinion  of  the  Acting 
Attorney  Cbneral  of  Hong  Kong,  that 
the  Chinese  were  to  be  considered  as 
beyond  the  pale  of  civilized  nations,  that 
the  case  to  which  he  (Mr.  Otway)  re- 
ferred came  to  be  submitted  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  in  England, 
our  conduct  was  not  to  be  regulated 
by  Gustoms  which  governed  our  relations 
with  civilized  nations,  it  was  impossible 
for  our  dealings  with  China  to  continue 
on  a  satiflfacf^ny  footing.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  our  trade  with  China, 
which,  by  the  Board  of  Trade  Eetums, 
appeared  to  amount  to  some  £40,000,000 
per  annum.  What  would  interfere  with 
that  trade  ?  Anything  like  warlike  ope- 
rations would  do  so,  and  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  advocated  a  policy  which 
must  lead  sooner  or  later  to  war.  That 
gunboat  policy  must,  however,  some  day 
cease.  The  Chinese  nation  in  course  of 
time  would  possess  gunboats  of  its  own 
■ — in  fact,  they  were  now  manufacturing 
and  purchasing  them — and  did  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Fnend  thinlt  that  his  policy 
could  be  Bucoessf^  in  the  fiace  of  a  na- 
tion BO  numerous,  when  that  nation  poa- 
seesed  the  means  of  self-defence  ?  The 
hon  and.  gallant  Gentleman  had  forgot- 
ten to  allude  to  the  fact  that  there  were 
four  or  five  other  European  nations  pos- 
sessing treaty  rights  with  China,  and  in 
our  arrangements  for  the  revision  of  the 
treaty  we  must  consider  not  only  how  we 
ourselves  would  act,  but  what  might  be 
thepossible  action  of  those  other  powers  ? 
If  England  demanded  that  her  citizens 
should  have  power  to  reside  under  ex- 
oeptional  circumstances,  in  China,  with 
ex-territorial  rights,  all  the  other  nations 
having  treaty  rights  would  demand  the 
same  thing,  and  they  would  have  in- 
extricable conAision,  tending  to  the  dis- 
oif^anixatton  of  the  Empire.  He  was 
aware  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
who  was  in  the  habit  of  speaking  of 
Mr.  Otway 
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"his  Mends  Uie  Taepin^,"  wished  to 
see  the  Empire  disorganized ;  but  that 
was  not  the  view  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  by  those  inte- 
rested in  the  Chinese  trade.  There  was 
no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Chinese 
Government  to  allow  missionaries  or  any 
other  men  to  reside  in  China,  if  they 
would  conform  to  Chinese  laws  and  cus- 
toms ;  but  what  nation  would  concede 
claims  put  forward  which  no  one  in  this 
country  acquainted  with  China  att«mpted 
to  justiiy  but  the  hon. and  gallant  Mem- 
ber? The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  uncomplimentary 
term  of  "Min-Jin"  or  "fellow"  ap- 
plied to  Englishmen  on  their  passports 
when  travelling  in  the  country,  but  really 
he  did  not  attach  any  importance  to 
that.  He  read  that  day  an  interest- 
ing journal  by  Mr.  Alabaster,  who 
had  travelled  hundreds  of  miles  into  the 
interior  of  China,  in  which  he  stated  that 
wherever  he  went,  although  never  mo- 
lested, he  was  sometimes  called,  "Hia 
Excellency  the  Devil."  Such  things  must 
be  expected  in  a  nation  as  strange  and 
as  exclusive  in  character  as  the  CSinese, 
Two  important  points,  however,  had  been 
raised  with  reference  to  the  Treaty  of 
Tien-tsin — internal  residence  and  transit 
duties.  He  {Mr.  Otway)  was  prepared 
to  allow  that  it  was  originally  mtended 
that  goods  should  be  ulowed  to  pene- 
trate into  the  interior  of  China  with  no 
fiirther  chai^  than  that  of  the  2i  per 
cent  ad  valorem  duty ;  but  the  Chinese 
authorities  were  compelled  to  make  a 
change  in  consequence  of  the  discovery 
that  Chinese  traders  were  fraudulently 
obtaining  certificates  from  English  mer- 
chants, and  were  by  such  means  canying 
on  operations  to  tiie  prejudice  of  dieir 
own  countrymen.  No  doubt  these  matters 
were  the  subject  of  very  serious  consider- 
ation. When  the  time  arrived  last  year 
for  the  Government  to  write  and  claim  a 
revision  of  the  treaty,  they  had  first  of 
all  made  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
opinions  of  the  mercantile  classes  in  Eng- 
land, of  Mr.  Burlinghame,  the  gentle- 
man who  now  represented  Cluna  in 
Europe,  and  of  some  high  English  offi- 
cials in  the  East.  All  these  opinions 
concurred  in  recommending  that  every 
reform  introduced  by  European  nations 
into  a  vast  Empire  like  that  of  China 
must  be  of  a  very  gradual  kind,  because 
it  was  obviously  necessary  for  the  Chinese 
to  comprehend  the  advantages  of  such 
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applitmces  as  the  tele^aph  and  steam 
before  they  could  be  induced  to  adopt 
them.  Nor  should  it  be  fo^otten  that 
with  T^ard  to  railroads  they  were  of 
lesa  importance  in  China  than  in  any 
other  country,  because  the  water  com- 
municatioii  there  was  the  moBt  vaBt  and 
perfect  in  the  world,  and  it  was  no  light 
matter  suddenly  to  deprire  the  many 
thousands  of  persons  of  the  means  of 
living  which  uiey  gained  by  it.  An- 
oHier  reasoQ  for  deprecating  hasto 
was  that  the  Chinese  Qoremment  was 
at  present  in  a  state  of  transition. 
The  young  Emperor  would  in  four 
years'  time  attain  hia  nuyority,  the  same 
period  determined  the  tTOaties  with 
European  Powers,  and  the  wiser  course 
would  be  to  wait  until  the  new  order  of 
things  was  established  before  steps  were 
taken  to  secure  any  extension  or  alter- 
ation of  treaty  rights.  In  the  meantime 
our  relations  mth  that  country  were 
gradually  improving.  There  had  been, 
and  there  always  would  be,  outrages  of 
the  character  referred  to  ;  and  such  oat- 
rages  did  not  occur  in  China  alone ;  it 
might  happen  even  to  hon.  Uembers  to 
be  stopped  or  robbed  before  reaching 
tlieir  homes  when  they  left  that  House. 
The  matter  had  been  ful^  considered 
by  Lord  Clarendon,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Croremment  had  determined  upon  adopt- 
ing the  policy  which  had  been  al- 
ready enunciated  in  the  House.  That 
policy  was,  in  all  cases  in  which  Bri- 
tish subjects  were  wronged,  to  look  to 
the  Central  Qovemment  for  redress, 
to  make  that  Qoremment  responsible, 
and  to  abstain  alb^ether  from  uiose  acts 
which  would  relieve  the  Central  Qovem- 
ment of  responsibility,  and  throw  it  upon 
the  minor  officials  in  the  provinces. 
There  was  every  desire  on  t£e  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  mercantile  community 
in  China  and  at  home ;  but  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  satisfied  that  the  best  caurse 
was  to  make  demands  gradually,  and  to 
wait  for  the  expiration  of  the  treaties 
with  the  other  Powers,  and  the  majorily 
of  the  Emperor,  when,  perhaps,  we 
might  be  able  to  give  a  greater  de- 
vetopment  to  trade.  There  was  no 
objection  to  produce  the  Papers  asked 
for;  in  fact,  they  had  already  ap- 
peared in  the  ShaHghoi  Gaaette,  hut  those 
referring  to  negotiations  that  were  in 
progress  could  not  be  given. 
Motion,  by  leave,  mihiraten. 


HOUSE  TAX.— RESOLUTION. 
Ms.  Aldeeicaw  W.  LAWEENCE 
said,  that  in  bringing  forward  his  Mo- 
tion for  a  repeal  of  the  tax  on  inbabited 
houses  at  that  late  hour,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  with  any  lengthened 
remarks,  but  he  wished  to  show  its  nda- 
chievouB  effects.  He  undertook  to  show 
that  it  limited  small  houses  in  the  size 
and  number  of  their  rooms ;  that  it  in- 
terfered with  the  erection  of  and  re- 
stricted the  mode  and  manner  of  con- 
struction of  blocks  of  huildings  which 
were  spedally  designed  for  the  working 
classes ;  and  that  it  caused  great  waste 
of  habitable  dwelling  acconunodation 
and  an  increase  of  police  surveillanco 
and  expense.  Large  merchants,  ma- 
nufacturers, and  warehousemen  almost 
wholly  escaped  having  it  levied  on  their 
business  premises,  wMle  it  was  levied  on 
the  premises  of  those  in  a  smaller  way 
of  business  and  of  professional  men. 
The  tax  pressed  most  heavily  upon  the 
poorest  of  the  population  in  our  large 
towns,  and  most  lightly  upon  the  rich 
and  wealthy,  decreasing  in  force  as  in- 
come increased.  The  history  of  the 
house  tax  was  somewhat  singular;  in 
1802  the  bouse  tax  and  the  window 
duty  were  considerably  increased,  and 
most  minute  regulationB  and  restrictionB 
were  enacted.  These  taxes  were  con- 
stantly attacked,  and  an  agitation  for 
their  repeal  was  carried  on  for  many 
years,  until,  in  1834,  the  house  tax  was 
unconditionally  repealed,  and  all  tbe  re- 
strictions connected  with  it  abolished. 
The  agitation  ibr  the  repeal  of  the 
window  du^  was  continued  and  in- 
creased in  force  eveiy  year,  and  when,  in 
1851,  there  being  a  considerable  surplus 
in  the  Bevenue,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  brought 
forward  theSudget,  and  instead  of  mak- 
ing a  clean  sweep  of  the  window  duty 
proposed  to  reduce  it  and  place  it  on  a 
most  objectionable  footing,  the  dissatis- 
faction was  so  great  that  he  was  com- 
pelled to  withdraw  his  Budget  and  bring 
forward  another,  in  which  he  abolished 
the  window  duty  but  re-imposed  the 
house  tax  at  a  lesser  rate  than  the  old 
tax  and  revived  all  the  injurious  regula- 
tions and  restrictions  of  1802.  In  the 
metropolis  great  care  was  taken  to  avoid 
building  houses  of  £20  annual  value ;  to 
keep  them  below  that  value  the  builder 
refuelled  &om  putting  a  room  over  th« 
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vashhonse,  and  from  building;  roome  bo 
lai^  as  he  otherwise  might,  although 
the  extra  accommodation  vould  be 
greatly  appreciated  by  the  working 
dasses,  who  would  gladly  pay  a  small 
additional  rent  for  it.  But  that  addi- 
tional rent  would  render  the  house  liable 
to  the  charge  of  ISi.  a  year,  and,  there- 
fore, improvement  in  houses  stopped  at  a 
certain  point  below  £20,  UDtU  the  higher 
annual  value  of  about  £30  was  reached. 
Then  with  regard  to  blocks  of  buildings, 
the  blocks  built  by  Miss  Burdett  Coutts; 
by  the  Peabody  trustees,  and  by  several 
joint  stock  companies  estabhshed  for 
providing  improved  dwellings  for  the 
workinp;  classes  and  others,  were  so  con- 
structed as  to  he  liable  to  the  house  tax 
of  %d.  in  the  pound  per  annum.  In  tho 
buildings  which  had  been  erected  by 
Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  the  tax  had 
been  avoided  by  building  the  houses 
without  e  front  door,  and  having  an 
open  staircase.  But  the  increase  of 
such  open  staircases  would  require  extra 

Eulice  watching;  and,  though  he  be- 
eved  Colonel  Henderson  had  been 
asked  whether  these  staircases,  in  some 
instances,  might  form  a  jmrtion  of  the 
policemen's  beats,  he  doubted  whether 
the  adoption  of  such  a  plan  would  be 
advisable.  The  tax,  too,  involved  a  great 
waste  of  habitable  dwelling,  because  in 
many  cases  the  upper  rooms  over  offices 
and  warehouses  which  are  now  vacant 
would  be  inhabited  but  for  the  fact  that 
snch  occupation  would  involve  the  exac- 
tion of  this  tax.  In  one  instance  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  had  permitted  one  of 
his  old  servants  to  occupy  the  upper 
rooms  of  his  warehouse  in  one  of  the 
northern  cities  free  of  rent,  but  upon 
being  charged  £37 10».per  annum  for  this 
duty,  being  9d.  in  the  pound  on  a  rental 
of  £1,000  a  year,  he  was  obliged  to  with- 
draw the  permission  he  had  granted.  The 
large  merchants  had  their  goods  stored 
in  the  dock  warehouses,  and  these  did 
not  come  under  the  charge  for  house 
duh' ;  the  large  manufacturers,  brewers, 
builders  and  distillers  had  managers  liv- 
ing in  houses  adjoining  their  premises, 
which  premises  were  free  fr^m  house 
duty.  Now,  what  was  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  small  manufacturers, 
watch  makers,  jewellers,  cabinet  makers, 
and  others  who  used  partof  their  houses 
for  business  purposes  or  had  workshops 
attached  to  them  ?  Many  who  lived  m 
Clerkenwell  and  other  parts  of  the  me- 
Mr.  AldfTimn  W.  Zawrenet 


tropolis  and  elsewhere,  had  to  pay  the  9d. 
Aaiy,  not  only  for  the  rooms  in  which  they 
lived,  but  for  the  whole  of  their  premises. 
The  tax  also  pressed  unduly  upon  pro- 
fessional men — such  as  surgeons,  school- 
masters, and  artists,  who  used  their 
houses  for  professional  purposes.  But, 
above  all,  the  most  severe  pressure  was 
felt  by  lie  poorer  classes  of  the  po- 

Jiulation.  There  were  large  old  houses 
et  out  in  rooms  at  rents  of  from  2». 
6d.  to  If.  6d.  a  week.  These  houses 
were  liable  to  pay  the  tax  of  9d., 
whilst  lai^  blocks  of  new  buildings, 
like  those  of  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  were 
free  from  the  tax.  If  the  tax  were  re- 
garded as  a  superior  kind  of  income  tax 
it  would  be  found  that  it  failed,  because 
its  pressure  decreased  in  proportion  to 
the  largeness  of  a  man's  income.  It 
was,  moreover,  not  only  unjust  and  un- 
equal, but  it  stood  in  the  way  of  the  im- 
provement of  the  dwellings  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  This  was  the  more  import- 
ant because  if  they  desired  that  the  work- 
ing classes  should  have  better  lodging, 
they  must  lighten  the  taxation  upon  it, 
as  Uiey  had  done  in  the  case  of  the  food 
and  clothing  of  the  poor.  When  the 
great  number  of  chains  already  exist- 
ing upon  this  kind  of  proper^  were 
considered,  it  would,  he  thought,  be 
acknowledged  that  the  first  opportuni^r 
ought  to  be  taken  to  secure  the  remission 
of  this  tax,  because  it  was  based  upon 
principles  now  out  of  date,  and  because 
it  was  the  result  of  a  compromise  as- 
sented to  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid 
of  the  window  tax.  He  might  quote 
the  opinions  of  many  eminent  men  in 
favour  of  the  object  of  his  Motion.  He 
would  content  himself  with  citing  one. 
On  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the 
window  duties  and  the  imposition  of  the 
house  tax,  in  1851,  the  present  Prime 
Minister  said — 

"  He  objected  to  it  baoim  it  vu  the  rc-intro- 
duation,  witbouC  ths  dtghtfit  quDlifioatiDn,  of 
those  great  ■nomaliea  in  the  imposition  of  the  C*x 
vhich,  he  would  venture  to  iij,  were  the  aola 
oaoae  of  ill  fiboliilon  in  tS31.  He  alluded  to  the 
ineqanlity  or  IM  inoidence  npon  the  manuona  of 
tlio  great  aa  compnrrd  irilh  manaionB  of  >  mediam 
charnoter — vilb  bouaea  lor  the  middle  olaiaee  sod 
bouacs  used  for  tho  purpoaea  orbusineaa.  lie  bad 
not  heard  thiaobjeciion  mnintainedon  the  preaent 
ooeaaion  on  the  principle,  heiuppoaed  that  pecpla 
did  not  hke  to  look  a  gift  hone  in  the  month,  be- 
onnae  the  right  hon.  Geotleman  (Sir  Cbarlec 
Wood)  though  propoaing  a  houae  tax  propoaed  at 
theaaine  time  to  remove  the  vindov  tax  and  tha 
objectioni  to  the  former  Impoata  wen  thoMfiira 
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kllDVpd  to  pRis  in  silcncF.  Bui  Its  foroneeonld 
BoE  regard  tha  hoDW  lux  u  resting  on  a  KOur* 
ftmniJition  which  re-introdaenl  (boas  *erj  ob- 
jectionablo  featDrea  which  bud  ODoe  before  been 
the  Mote  oftYa  abolition  of  the  tai.— [3  Hantard, 
«rU.  14*7.] 

He  thought  he  need  say  nothing  more 
to  show  that  the  tax  ought  to  undergo 
TeviBion  and  be  abolished  at  the  very 
first  opportunity.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
concluded  by  moving  his  £eeolution. 

Me.  CEAWFOED  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Oouae  Tai  ought  to  be  aholiehed 
beoauae  it  impoaei  iojurionB  and  anneceaanr;  re- 
Itriotiona  upon  tbe  sreotion  oF  dwellings  for  the 
Working  Clauea,  and  beoiuae  the  Tax  preiaei 
«erj  unequall;  apoo  difforrnt  olasaei  of  the  oom- 
munlC;,  and  falls  moat  heaiilj  upon  prraona  of 
moderate  ioooniB." — [Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  ESCHE- 
Q,nEB  said,  he  could  not  acquiesce  in 
the  general  scope  of  the  advice  given  to 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Qentleman,  vhose 
arguments  ware  chiefly  founded  on  the 
devices  employed  for  the  evasion  of  this 
tax.  The  question  was  not  what  mis- 
chief might  be  done  by  evading  the  tax, 
but  whether  the  tax  might  be  iimtosed 
fairly,  properly,  and  equitably.  It  was 
not  fair  to  chai^  the  tax  with  all  the 
tricks  that  mii^t  be  resorted  to  in  order 
to  evade  it.  The  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  were  not  so  much  against  the 
tax  itself  as  against  the  evading  of  the 
tax.  The  tax  only  fell  upon  houses  of 
£20  a  year,  and  it  was  9i.  in  the  pound 
in  the  case  of  an  inhabited  house,  and  Sd. 
in  the  case  of  a  shop.  There  was  apartial 
exemption  in  the  case  of  shops,  and  an  en- 
tire exemption  in  the  case  ofhouses  under 
the  value  of  £20  a  year.  It  was  inevi- 
table that  such  an  arrangement  should 
have  its  effect  on  architecture,  and  lead 
to  the  building  of  bouses  of  the  stunted 
appearance  referred  to  by  hia  hon,  Friond, 
but  that  was  an  argument  against  the 
exemption  of  houses  under  £20  a  year 
rather  than  one  against  tbe  tax.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow  and  his  company  hav- 
ing evaded  the  tax  by  having  no  fent 
door,  and  putting  up  an  open  staircase. 
Again,  that  was  an  ai^ument  not  against 
the  tax,  but  against  the  ingenuity  of 
those  who  evaded  it ;  and  thongh,  per- 
haps, the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  go 
this  length,  he  thought  a  legitimato  in- 
ference &om  his  speech  was  that  the 


Government  ought  to  consider  whether 
it  would  not  be  well  to  abolish  the  ex- 
emptions. His  hon.  Friend  was,  per- 
haps, right  in  complaining  that  this  tax 
did  not  bear  the  same  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  house  as  the  window  tax 
had  done,  because,  with  all  its  faults, 
the  latter  did  fall  most  heavily  on  sump- 
tuous mansions;  but  that  would  be  an 
argument  for  such  a  change  as  would 
increase  the  rate  of  taxation  in  propor- 
tion to  the  size  and  s^le  of  the  house. 
Those  two  points  his  hon.  Friend  had 
succeeded  in  establishing,  but  that  they 
were  arguments  against  the  tax  he  could 
not  admit.  Mr.  M'Culloch,  in  speak- 
ing on  this  subject,  said  that  taxes 
laid  on  houses  in  proportion  to  the  rent 
paid  for  them  would  be  pretty  nearly  in 
proportion  to  the  ability  of  the  person 
to  pay  those  taxes,  and  Mr.  MiU  said 
that  a  house  tax  justly  proportionate 
to  the  value  of  tiie  house,  was  one 
of  the  fairest  of  all  taxes.  To  say  that 
there  were  objections  to  this  tax  was 
only  to  say  it  was  a  tax.  In  law,  when 
a  plea  in  abatoment  was  objected  to,  the 
person  objecting  was  expected  to  sug- 
gest a  better  plea.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wantod  him  to  take  off  a  tax  that 
yielded  £1,000,000,  he  ought  to  suggest 
a  mode  of  raising  that  amotmt  by  less 
objectionable  means.  He  must  observe 
that  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  wise 
to  have  all  our  taxes  too  uniform.  He 
was  a&aid  that  in  the  desire  for  simpli- 
city, which  more  or  less  beset  all  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer,  they  were 
rather  too  apt,  to  use  a  vulgar  proverb,  to 
put  their  eggs  into  too  few  biUkets,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  fact  of  the 
house  tax  being  a  diversity  in  our  taxa- 
tion was  something  in  its  favour.  An- 
other ground  on  which  this  tax  might  be 
advocated  was  that,  ae  a  rule,  though 
not  always,  it  ultimately  fell  on  the  pro- 
prietor. It  might  be  said  that  if  this 
were  so  the  proprietor  would  levy  it  in 
hisrent.  Aspersonsmustinhabithouses, 
the  demand  for  them  could  not  be  con- 
tracted ;  but  the  proprietor  who  did  not 
want  to  let  his  houses  stand  empty,  must 
submit  to  accept  such  rents  for  them  as 
were  fixed  by  general  competition.  This 
tax  was  not  very  large,  very  heavy,  or 
very  severely  felt.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  a  pity  to  do  away  with 
it,  particularly  as  wo  could  not  abiandon 
tbe  idea  of  in  some  way  taxing  such 
property  for  Imperial  purposes.    Under 
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these  ciicumstanceB^  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  the  Beeolutioii  of  his 

hon.  Friend.  

Ms.  AijiEBMAirW.  LAWBEMCE  said, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  convince  the  peo- 
ple of  the  metropolis,  and  the  other 
large  towns  of  the  kingdom,  that  the 
rate  fell  upon  the  owners,  and  not  upon 
the  occupiers,  and  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  there  was  a  lai^  increase  of 
population,  which,  \yj  requiring  more 
house  accommodation,  prevented  the 
lowering  of  the  rente  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested  by  the  right  hon.  C^enUeman. 
With  regard  to  the  high  authorities 
quoted  in  favour  of  a  house  tax,  they 
had  most  carefiJly  guarded  their  ap- 
proval by  a  proviso  that  the  tax  must  he 
fairly,  equitably,  and  justly  assessed. 
The  present  house  tax  was  unfairly, 
unequally,  and  unjustly  levied,  and  it 
fell  upon  a  class  of  people  upon  whom  it 
was  nerer  intended  to  £^.  ^a  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  something  .better  should  be 
pointed  out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  place  of  the  house  tax,  he 
be^ed  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  country  was  looking  for- 
ward to  a  large  surplus  next  year,  and 
the  abohtiou  of  this  tax  would  be  re- 
garded as  a  fair  appropriatioii  of  a  por- 
tion of  that  surplus. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teiikdrawn. 
CATTLE  PLAGUE  (CHESHIRE). 

KESOHmON. 

Eael   GEOSVENOE,    in   rising   to 


"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hou»,  tha  di»- 
troii  occRiinncd  bj  the  Cattle  Plsgue  to  the  Rate- 
pajeri  of  the  ooantr  of  Chiiler  entilUi  them  to 
the  filvourable  oomideration  of  Her  M«je»lj'» 
Gorernment,  with  a  xiev  to  aome  remiMloD  of  the 
besTf  debt  ioouired  for  the  imonnt  of  eompenaa- 

said,  that  he  would  have  to  go  back  aa 
far  as  the  year  1865.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  endeavour  to  stamp  out  the 
disease  the  moment  it  was  found  to  exist 
in  the  metropolia,  and  had  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  only  done  its  duty,  the 
disease  would  never  have  reached  the 
county  of  Cheshire.  Owing  to  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government,  however, 
the  disease  did  reach  that  county,  and 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  in  1866, 
no  less  than  38,000  head  of  cattle  had 
been  slaughtered  under  the  authority  of 
the  Privy  Council,  for  which  no  compen- 
Th«  Chantelhr  of  the  Exekt^utr 


sation  had  been  made,  the  owners  not 
even  being  permitted  to  realize  the  £2  per 
bead,  which  was  the  value  of  the  hides, 
boms,  and  hoofs,  while  they  were  obliged 
to  bury  the  carcasses  six  feet  below  the 
gTotmd,  which  was  a  very  difficult  and 
expensive  matter  in  Cheshire,  where  the 
soil  was  a  stiff  clay.  He  might  mention 
that  during  the  debate  upon  the  Act  of 
1S66  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
expressed  an  opinion  that  hunting  ought 
to  be  put  a  stop  to,  as  being  calculated 
to  spread  the  disease.  "Si  Cheshire, 
however,  they  had  not  the  heart  to  hunt, 
and  therefore  there  was  do  necessi^  for 
putting  a  stop  to  it  in  that  county.  Since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1866,  the 
county  held  borrowed  the  sum  of 
£270,000  from  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  at  3^  per  cent  interest,  to 
be  re-paid  by  instalments  n>read  over 
thirty  years.  £14,000  would  be  due  in 
November  of  the  present  year,  £28,000 
was  payable  next  year,  £28,000  in  the 
following  year,  and  £14,000  per  annum 
for  the  following  twenty-five  years.  Be- 
sides that  a  sum  of  £30,000  had  been 
raised  by  public  subscription  to  relieve 
those  who  had  suffered  by  the  slaughter 
of  the  38,000  head  of  cattle  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  £25,000  of  which 
was  subscribed  by  the  inhabitants  of  th« 
county,  and  principally  by  those  land- 
lords who  had  euffered  so  severely  by 
the  loss  of  their  cattle.  Deputations 
&om  the  county  had  waited  upon  Mem- 
bers of  the  last  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment, and  they  had  invariably  been  met 
with  expressions  of  sympathy;  but  he 
asked  from  the  House  on  that  occasion. 
not  only  symmthj,  but  consideration. 
The  case  of  Chef^e  was  this — their 
cattle  had  been  killed,  not  for  the  good 
of  that  county  merely,  but  for  the  good 
of  the  country  at  large,  and  therefore 
the  loss  thereby  sustained  should  be 
borne  by  the  nation  generally,  and  not 
left  to  rest  upon  the  inhabitants  of  that 
unfortunate  county  solely.  On  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  first  reading  of  the  Act  of 
1866,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Morpeth,  the  then  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  Geoi^  Grey)  aaid  that — 

The  priiwiple  on  whieb  bii  (Mr.  Bsaks 
Staahope'a)  prc^iaul  wu  fbonded,  I  bflteTe,  U 
perfeollj  •ound—namelf,  that  the  loaetl  ooea- 
■ioned  b;  the  tlnagbter  of  dieewed  aninvali,  aod 
the  expenati  nqaiiUe  for  carrjing  into  effect  the 
proviiiODi  of  the  law  fttr  ohetking  the  dlatue, 
"ight  lo  ba  borne,  M  a  cartaiii  siUot,  hj  tbs 
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whole  eommniiitj,  baoanie  tbe  vhols  oonniming 
■nd  producing  poputitioD  are  intereiEed  in  oheok- 
ing  the  dlMKM  :  but  that  ■  ipecial  burden  ma;  be 
&irlr  tbroirn  upon  thoae  on  whom  ihe  lo»  pri- 
mnrllr  and  immadinUlj  falli.  He  propoied, 
thereforB— and  in  principle  it  ia  frbat  we  reoom- 
mend — tbat  in  oountiei  the  countj  rata  ihould 
furnish  part  of  Iha  fund  out  of  «bieb  tbe  oompea- 
aation  (hoald  oome,  and  In  boronghi.  the  borough 
rate  ;  that  the  proportion  in  which  the  borden 
■bould  &11  OD  tbeM  Tundi  ahoold  ba  two-tiilrdi, 
and  tliaC  the  remaining  one-third  ahould  be  borne 
bjr  tbe  onltle  ownera." — [S  Batuard,  oluil.,  3T9.] 

In  tKe  course  of  the  debate  on  the  ee- 
oond  reodio^the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said — 

"  The  obJMt  of  tbia  Bill  la  not  to  oompenaate 
for  what  penoni  bars  lost,  but  (or  what  thej  hare 
loal  h]P  the  direct  agenc;  of  tbe  GoTemment,  in 
taking  poiaeaaion  of  and  deatrojing  their  propertj 
lor  the  public  good,  and  for  ibe  public  good  alone. 
la  that  a  oew  prineiple  1  If  it  ia  neoenurj  to 
deacrojr  booaea  to  tbrtify  a  town,  or  to  deatroj  anj 
other  propertf  for  a  puhlio  purpoaa,  there  ii  no 
eiTilited  GovernmeDt  in  tbe  world  that  doe*  not 
eompcnaate  the  petann  whoie  property  ia  taken." 
-[Ibid.  181.] 

"  In  mj  amnion,  tt  i«  out  of  the  tbndi  of  the 
entire  oonntrj  that  oompanaation  onghl  to  oome." 
—{Ibid,  as.) 

He  was  perfectly  avare  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wae  not  in  Office  vhen 
he  made  those  obscrrationB,  but  he 
thought  Le  might  claim  the  support  of 
the  neht  hou.  Baronet  and  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  Hotion  he  was 
about  to  make.  He  would  quote  a  few 
figures  to  show  that  the  case  of  Cheshire 
was  an  exceptional  one.  It  at^ieared 
from  a  Parliamentary  Eetum  of^June, 
1869,  that  the  total  amount  of  compen- 
sation for  loss  of  cattle  slaughtered  and 
cacpenses  incurred  in  England  and 
Walee,  was  £830,363,  of  whi^  Cheshire 
bad  paid  32  per  cent,  or  £266,502.  The 
same  Betum  showed  that,  after  except- 
ing the  countieB  of  Chesliire  and  Cum- 
b^land — which  latter  county  had  bor- 
rowed £26,900,  and  had  levied  a  cattle 
rate  of  6rf.  in  the  pound — fourteen  eoim- 
ties  had  paid  no  compensation  whaterer, 
sixteen  had  paid  less  than  Id.  in  the 
pound,  eight  less  than  \id.,  five  leas 
than  id.,  two  less  than  6d.,  five  less  than 
lid.,  and  Lincoln  and  parts  of  Lindsay 
9id.  He  thought  these  figures  worthy 
of  the  considerationof  that  House.  The 
annual  return  of  the  burden  that  this 
county  would  have  to  bear  would  be  felt 
as  a  great  grievance  by  the  consumers 
of  beef,  butter,  and  nult,  and  princi- 
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pally  by  the  poorer  inhabitants  of  the 
boroughs.  A  Petition  lie  held  in  his 
hand  from  the  borough  of  Congleton,  in 
the  county  of  Chester,  stated  that  the 
factory  operatives  in  that  town  would 
suffer  veiy  severely  by  that  tax.  They 
did  not  ask  for  tlie  remission  of  the  whole 
burden  which  had  been  cast  upon  Uiem, 
but  thought  they  had  some  title  to  a 
remission  of  part  of  it.  The  noble  Earl 
concluded  by  moving  his  Hesolution. 

Kb.  £.  C.  EQERTOX,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  this  was  an  exception^ 
case,  which  required  an  exceptional  re- 
medy. Cheshire  had  suffered  more  from 
the  cattle  plague  than  any  other  countiy 
in  the  kingdom.  No  county  was  now 
liable  to  pay  more  than  9i.  in  the  pound ; 
but  the  rate,  if  levied  in  Cheshire,  would 
be  3«.  They  did  not  ask  for  sympathy, 
but  the  House  of  Commons  had  oom- 
ndtted  an  injustice ;  the  cattle  in  dds 
case  had  been  slaughtered  for  the  public 
good,  and  he  thought  it  was  on^  fhir 
uiat  something  should  be  done  for  the 
rate-payers  of  Cheshire. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Hoqm,  the  di»- 
tree*  oeoaiioned  bj  the  Cattle  Plague  to  tli* 
Etateparera  of  the  countf  of  Cheater  entitles 
them  to  the  favouniblB  oonaideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jeat/a  QoTemment.  with  a  view  to  lonie  remiadon 
of  tbe  baaTj  debt  inonrred  for  tba  amoont  of 
oonpMtiatioa."— (£(trJ  Cfrotvtnor.} 

Me.  CABHEGIE  said,  that  repre- 
senting a  county  which  bad  suffered 
more  severely  even  than  Cheshire  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  its  cattle, 
andhaving  himself  been  agreat  sufferer, 
he  felt  much  sympathy  witb  Cheshire, 
but  he  could  not  support  this  Motion. 
He  had  proposed  wimt  be  still  thought 
would  have  been  the  &irest  plan- 
namely,  that  the  compensation  should  be 
thrown  in  the  first  instance  on  the  Con- 
solidated iWd,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  recoup  itself  by  levying  a 
rate  on  cattle  over  the  whole  country, 
his  tlieoiy  being  that  the  owners  of 
cattle  in  &e  distant  parts  gained  mor6 
by  the  suppression  of  disease  tban  Uiose 
districtswhere  the  rinderpest  was  raging, 
However,  Parliament  bad  decided  that 
those  who  lost  most  should  pay  most. 
If  this  Hesolution  were  carried,  he 
should  Bsk,  on  behalf  of  Forfarshire — 
and  other  Members  would,  no  doubt, 
ask  on  behalf  of  other  parts  of  the  oons- 
try — that  Parliament  should  give  cfflU- 
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pensafdon  for  all  the  losses  which  had 
occurred  there.  But  such  a  proposal 
would  never  be  carried,  and,  therefore, 
he  could  not  eee  Me  way  to  allow  part 
of  the  biirdeD  of  Cheshire  to  fall  upon 
his    coQBtituents   in   addition   to  their 

Me.  J.  TOLLEMACHE  said,  the 
people  of  Cheshire  did  not,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  ask  to  be  compensated  for 
all  the  losses  they  had  sustained.  They 
were  quite  ready  to  bear  the  full  extent 
of  the  loss  which  had  been  bome  by 
any  other  connty.  They  did  not  object 
to  bear  a  9d.  rate.  But  Cheshire  had  lost 
from  70,000  to  80,000  cattle,  valued  at 
£800,000,  and  inasmuch  as  the  House 
had  declared  that  no  county  should  sus- 
tain a  loss  of  more  than  9d.,  that  rule 
should  extend  to  Cheshire.  The  Act  of 
1666  was  passed  a  great  deal  too  late 
for  Cheshire.  The  cattle  there  were 
doomed  when  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion, and  so  benefit  aroae  to  the  county 
from  it.  Under  these  circumstance,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  do  justice 
to  Cheshire,  and  not  allow  such  an  enor- 
mous burden  to  fall  upon  that  county. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  could  quite 
understand  that  many  persons  might 
feel  this  to  be  a  very  exceptional  Motion. 
At  the  same  time,  this  was  a  very  ex- 
ceptional case.  A  great  calamity  fell  upon 
the  country,  and  a  lai^r  share  was  bome 
by  one  particular  part  of  the  country  than 
by  any  other.  Was  the  Government  of 
the  day  wholly  free  &om  blame  in  the 
matter  t — because  that  was  a  considera- 
tion which  weighed  on  his  mind  in  de- 
ddine  this  question.  The  cattle  pla^e 
was  known  to  be  coming  here  in  tl 
middle  of  the  year.  The  Government 
the  day  were  pressed  to  act,  or  to  call 
Parliament  together  if  they  did  not 
choose  to  take  upon  themselves  the  re- 

Xosibility  of  acting.  The  experience 
a  similar  outbreak  a  hundred  years 
back  told  them  that  there  was  only  one 
thing  to  be  done— namely,  to  kill.  They 
commenced  acting  with  a  feeble  hand, 
and  with  a  still  feebler  mind  had  scarcely 
commenced  acting  before  they  withdrew 
the  Orders  which  wonld  have  stamped 
out  the  disease  and  prevented  much  of 
the  loss  which  fell  upon  the  country, 
ever,  then,  there  was  a  case  in  which 
the  Government  might  depart  from  the 
strict  rules  which  ought  to  guide  them 
generally,  this  was  such  a  case.  If  in 
we  early  part  of  the  autumn  the  Govem- 
Jfr,  Carnegie 
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ment  had  put  in  force,  or  called  on  Par- 
liament to  put  in  force,  the  measures 
which  were  enacted  in  February,  no  one 
could  doubt  that  this  calamity,  serious 
as  it  would  have  been,  would  not  have 
fallen  anything  lite  so  heavily  upon 
this  unfortunate  county.  He  therefore 
thought  that  the  Motion  was  entitled  to 
favourable  consideration,  and  that  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  act  on  the 
of  kindness,  instead  of  standing 
upon  strict  rules.  ^^ 

The  chancellor  or  the  BXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  he  regretted  the  calamity 
which  had  fallen  upon  the  people  of 
Cheshire,  and  if  it  were  possihle  to 
benefit  them  by  a  mere  remission — that 
,  by  letting  them  off  from  some  burden 
without  putting  it  on  other  people'a 
shoulders,  he  ^onld  be  glad  to  do  so. 
But  he  must  b^  the  House  to  oonsider 
seriously  not  only  the  particular  case, 
but  the  very  large,  important,  and  fer- 
reaching  principle  which  the  case  in- 
volved, and  which  it  would  for  the  first 
time  establish.  This  was  a  matter  not 
9  discussed  in  a  spirit  of  anything 
but  the  calmest,  coolest  reason  and  re- 
flection. By  indulging  compassion  the 
House  might  be  doing  great  mischief, 
unless  they  examined  the  principle  on 
which  they  acted,  and  were  prepared  to 
defend  it,  not  upon  the  ground  of  an 
exceptional  case,  but  of  oonstitational 
principle  and  precedent.  The  Motion 
itself  was  an  evasion  of  Parliamentary 
practice.  It  was  the  rule  of  the  House 
that  private  Members  should  not  pro- 
pose to  increase  the  burdens  of  the 
people ;  but  it  seemed  that  this  could  be 
done  indirectly  in  the  form  adopted  by 
the  noble  Earl — that  of  a  general  Beso- 
lution  expressing  a  wish  that  the  (Jo- 
vemment  should  increase  them.  This 
itself  was  a  ver^  serious  step,  because 
it  was  a  direct  infraction  of  the  rule 
which  alone  was  a  protection  of  the 
public  purse  in  this  country — namely, 
that  increased  expenditure  should  only 
be  proposed  to  the  House  by  those  De- 
partments which  were  responsible  for 
expenditure.  The  first  evasion  of  prin- 
ciple which  the  noble  Earl  invited  the 
House  to  make  was  to  coerce  the  Go- 
vernment, in  whom  the  Constitution 
placed  the  control  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  country,  to  incur  an  expenditure 
which  they  were  not  of  themsdves  will- 
ing to  incur.  The  proposition  presented 
it^If   in  the  moat  objectionable  form 
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£260,000,  of -vrhicli  it  had  paid  neither 
principal  nor  interert  ;  but  in  November 
next  the  first  instalnieDt  wae  to  be  paid, 
and  now  the  persona  who  had  borrowed 
the  money  asked  the  Houae  to  put  a 
atrees  on  ihe  Goremment  in  order  that 
they  might  be  relieTed  from  the  obliga- 
tion they  had  deliberately  incurred.  That 
waa  a  tranaaction  which  could  not  be 
justified  in  private  life,  and  in  respect 
to  public  life  he  asked  anyone  ia  point 
out  a  single  precedent  for  it  in  the  annals 
of  Parliament.  [An  hon.  Meubeb  : 
Ireland !]  Well,  he  asked,  was  there 
any  precedent  in  respect  to  Ireland,  of 
that  House  by  a  vote  forcing  the  Qo- 
vemment  to  remit  a  loan  ?  but  even  if 
Buch  a  precedent  could  be  adduced  he 
denied  that  a  precedent  with  respect  U> 
Ireland  was  binding  on  them.  Every- 
body knew  that  numerous  things  were 
done  for  Ireland  which  no  persons 
dreamt  of  asking  for  themselves.  In 
thU  country  the  police  were  partly  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  but  in 
Ireland  the  whole  of  the  expense  of  the 
police  was  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  because  it  was  an  Irish  affiiir. 
But  what  he  wanted  waa  a  precedent  of 
the  Houae  of  Commons  forcing,  after 
deliberate  debate,  the  Government  to 
remit  a  loan  to  Ireland  which  the  Irish 
Members  and  people  had  deliberately 
contracted.  It  was,  then,  a  perilous 
proceeding  to  wrest  the  control  of  the 
expenditure  from  those  who  were  re- 

Sonsible  for  it,  and  to  transfer  it  to 
oae  who  were  not  responsible ;  and  he 
had  a  right  to  demand  some  precedent 
to  be  produced  before  they  departed 
from  the  ways  of  their  forefathers.  How 
waa  it  that  Cheshire  borrowed  the  money 
in  question?  In  1866,  different  plana 
were  sug^sted  to  compensate  those 
whose  cattle  were  killed  on  account  of 
the  plague,  and  the  plan  adopted  hap- 
pened to  be  the  one  which  he  had  ad- 
vocated. The  noble  Earl  had  read  a 
portion  of  a  speech  of  Hs,  in  which  he 
expressed  an  opinion  that  in  the  abstract 
this  burden  should  fall  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund ;  hut  he  went  on  to  say  that 
though  that  might  be  abstractedly  the 
merit  of  the  case,  yet  it  would  be  too 
dangerous  to  make  compensations  out  of 
the  general  funds  of  the  countiy,  as  such 
a  course  would  take  away  all  motives  in 
tie  different  localities  for  the  inhabitants 
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to  do  eveiything  in  their  power  to  abo- 
lish the  disease.  He  at  that  time  added 
that  he  thought  that  such  were  the  over- 
powering advantages  of  giving  to  locali- 
ties every  inducement  to  use  their  utmost 
exertions  to  put  down  the  disease,  that 
the  expense  ought  to  be  paid  by  cer- 
tain circumscribed  districts.  The  House 
adopted  his  view,  and  it  was  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  was  tlien  passed 
that  this  money  waa  borrowed  and  spent, 
and  before  they  could  take  the  burden 
off  Cheshire  ^nd  ^read  it  over  other 
counties,  which  held  also  greatly  suf- 
fered, they  must  repeal  that  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  pass  a  fresh  Act.  That 
was  a  serious  course  of  proceeding,  for 
which  he  was  entitled  to  ask  tar  a 
precedent.  The  Members  for  Cheshire 
and  the  people  of  that  county  had 
been  willing  to  borrow  £260,000  under 
the  law,  and  that  law  ought  to  be 
maintained  until  the  money  waa  re- 
turned. If  it  was  not  maintained  a 
most  fatal  blow  would  bo  struck  at  a 
system  which  was  found  most  use^  in 
enabling  assistance  to  be  afforded  by  the 
Ctovemment  to  individuals.  The  proper 
way  of  looking  at  this  matter  waa  not  aa 
a  remission  but  as  a  grant.  If  the  House 
would  not  have  voted  a  grant,  it  would, 
under  the  name  of  a  remission,  be  doing 
the  aame  thing,  and  much  worse,  because 
the  money  was  borrowed  from  Govern- 
ment under  the  understanding  that  it 
was  to  be  re-paid ;  and  when  the  first 
instalment  waa  abont  to  become  due, 
then  a  pressure  was  put  on  the  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  to  cancel  the  debt. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  spoke  of  this  as  being  an 
exceptional  case  and  constituting  an  ex- 
traordinaiy  burden ;  but  the  question 
was,  were  the  resources  of  Cheshire  so 
bad  as  not  to  be  able  to  meet  Uie  burden. 
The  rateable  income  of  Cheshire  was 
£2,295,000,  and  the  amount  of  the  debt 
waa  £266,502,  or  about  11  per  cent  on 
the  rateable  income.  Nothing  had  yet 
been  demanded  in  re-payment,  but  in 
one  or  two  years  £28,000  would  have  to 
be  re-paid,  and  £14,000  a  year  for  a 
limited  time  after  that  period.  He  was 
sorry  that  Cheshire  should  have  to  bear 
such  a  burden,  but  it  did  not  appear  to 
be  so  great  that,  in  order  to  get  nd  of  it, 
much  valuable  principles  and  good  faith 
should  be  trampled  imder  foot,  and  that 
an  attempt  shoidd  be  made  to  impose  the 
burden  in  defiance  of  the  Act  of  Farlia- 
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ment,  onotherpeople.  He  did  not  wieh 
to  reproacli  the  imfoitimate  when  thinga 
in  Cheehiremadeitvery  subject  to  catUe 
disease,  and  it  was  likely  never  to  escape. 
But  when  they  were  asked  to  put  tius 
burden  on  a  portion  of  the  people  at 
large,  particularl;  on  those  trho  had 
already  suffered  heavily  from  the  cattle 
diaeaae,  he  must  be  iJlowed  to  read  a 
few  linea  from  the  Beport  of  an  Inspector 
under  the  Cattle  Plague  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council,  The  date  of  the  Re- 
port was  February  9,  1866,  after  the 
diaeaae  had  been  in  Cheshire  about  four 
months.  The  Inapectot  stated  that  he 
had  viaited  the  undermentioned  places 
in  the  vicinity  of  Chester,  Upton, 
"Whitby,  Pulford,  Nantwich,  Poole,  and 
other  places,  and  his  attention  was  di- 
rected to  several  instances  of  positive 
nuisance  arising  from  dead  carcasses.  In 
all  cases  he  had  ascertained  that  the 
Order  in  Council  relating  to  disinfection 
and  burial  had  not  been  carried  out.  In 
some  instances,  a  want  of  ordinary  care 
and  caution  had  been  manifested  in  the 
burial  of  carcasses  in  porous  soil,  and 
near  the  source  of  water  aapplics.  Dis* 
iufectants  vrere  rarely  applied  to  car- 
casses or  manure,  and  healthy  animak 
were  conunonly  herded  with  the  sick  and 
dying.  So  far  as  hie  observation  ex- 
tended, a  lamentable  apathy  appeared 
to  prevail  among  the  owners  of  stock. 
Not  only  were  the  Orders  in  CoimcO  ig- 
nored, but  ordinary  precautions  which 
common  sense  would  dictate  were  neg- 
lected. In  the  face  of  these  difficulties 
the  police,  nnder  the  orders  of  the  chief 
constable,  had  exerted  tbemselvea  with 
praiseworthy  activity.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Inspector  added,  he  had 
addressed  a  communication  to  the  chief 
constable,  directing  attention  to  the  facta, 
and  suggesting  remedies  for  the  existing 
evils.  When  they  were  called  to  make 
an  order  cancelling  this  debt  at  the  re- 
quest of  those  who  had  deliberately  in- 
curred it,  he  thought  they  ought  to  nave 
some  answer  or  explanation  to  such  a 
statementasthat.  The  object  of  the  Act 
was  to  make  those  persons  in  the  im- 
mediate neighbourhood  of  the  disease 
anxious  end  eager  in  checking  it,  and 
the  effect  of  the  present  Motion  would  be 
necessarily  to  frustrate  the  whole  Act, 
which  would  then  become  a  dead  letter. 
They  were  asked  virtually  to  break  down 
the  rules  which  regulat«d  the  expenditure 
of  the  public  money.  They  were  next 
Th»  ChartnUor  of  the  Exchtjiutr 


asked  to  bring  the  power  of  the  Hooae 
of  Commons  to  bear  on  the  Qovemment 
to  induce  them  to  cancel  a  portion  of 
debt  which  had  been  deliberately  in- 
curred. They  were  also  asked  to  re- 
peal the  Act  which  imposed  the  chai^, 
and  cast  it  on  the  shoulders  of  persons 
who  had  not  had  the  opportunity  which 
Cheshire  had  to  some  extent  n^lected 
of  checking  the  disease.  In  conausion 
he  would  say  the  words  he  had  formerly 
used  on  this  subject  were  that — 

"It  ii  kbulalelj  DMMmrj  that  the  monaf 
whieh  we  eipeod  ihoald  ba  moit  oararullf  ei- 
peodrd — more  oarefullf  Ihna  nnr  other,  beoBDN  U 
ma;  b«come  a  double  prodigality.  If  people  ara 
careleea  and  remiis,  the;  will  first  of  all  alnughter 
oatUe  which  ought  not  to  bo  slaughtered,  and  then 
pa;  for  them.  Therefore,  you  require  a  cheok 
upon  them,  and  what  oheok  »  good  aa  that  thoM 
who  order  the  ilaughter  ahould  feel  that  Ihe; 
IbemielTea  will  have  to  pa;  for  it." — [3  Hantari, 

ciiiii.  aao.] 

That  stetenient  was  made  on  die  16th 
of  February,  1866.  Hewasveiy  sorryto 
have  so  invidious  a  duty  to  penbrrn.  It 
was  veiy  desirable  not  to  be  wanting  in 
sympathy,  but  it  was  still  more  desirable 
to  maintain  the  great  constitutional  prin- 
ciples on  which  that  House  had  always 
acted. 

Me.  W.  EGEETON  said,  the  people 
of  Cheshire  considered  that  in  this  mat- 
ter they  laboured  under  a  grievance  and 
an  injustice  which  was  not  the  less  felt 
because  the  county  was  wealthy.  They 
had  been  told  that  the  Act  had  not  been 
properly  carried  out ;  but  the  only  proof 
of  that  was  an  extract  from  an  Im^teo- 
ter's  Beport,  dated  before  the  Act  was 
in  operation.  The  loan  was  forced  upon 
Chester  in  1666,  in  order  to  keep  faith 
with  those  whose  cattle  were  slaught^^ 
under  the  Act.  The  distress  of  the  coimty 
was  so  great  that  it  was  impossible  at 
that  time  to  levy  a  rate.  It  was  an  in- 
justice to  have  to  pay  what  they  ought 
to  pay  whether  the  county  was  rich  or 
poor.  It  was  a  great  hardship  to  call 
on  the  towns  to  levy  the  rate  for  the  re- 
payment of  the  loan.  Manycattle  were 
carelessly  slaughtered  and  buried ;  but 
that  arose  from  the  great  loss,  with  the 
limited  number  of  men  on  the  farms 
to  put  the  Act  into  operation  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  the  disease.  The  Act  was 
passed  so  hurriedly  that  the  rate-payers 
of  Cheshire  had  no  power  of  protesting 
against  it. 

CoLOXEL  AMCOTIS  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion.    Ijncoln  h^  raised  £94,000  by 
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rates  for  the  destruction  of  cattle,  and  if 
an  allowance  was  to  be  mads  to  one 
ooimtj  it  ouglit  to  be  made  to  another. 

Me.  CHAIJWICK  supported  the  Mo- 
tion. The  injury  was  exceptional,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  con- 
sider it. 

Mb.  GOIiUNS  said,  he  thought  that 
this  was  an  exceptional  case,  in  which  a 
rate-in-aid  oueht  to  be  granted  &om  the 
OonBolidated  Fund.  The  losses  in  Che- 
shire were  so  great  as  compared  with 
Xincolnshire  tliat  the  latter  coun.^  had 
no  daim  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  MEUjY,  on  the  part  of  the  con- 
sumer, protested  against  any  remissioii 
being  made  to  Chester.  He  opposed  the 
Motion. 

Ma.  QLADSTOTTB  said,  the  answer 
giren  to  hie  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 
tiLat  a  loan  had  been  forced  upon  Che- 
shire at  £3  6».  per  cent.  If  so  it  had 
not  been  forced  by  the  Ooremment, 
which  could  not  afford  to  lend  money  at 
£3  5i.  per  cent.  [Mr.  J.  B.  Smith  :  It 
is  £3  10«.1  No  loan  of  that  amount 
either  had  Deen  forced  upon  Cheshire  by 
the  Ooremment.  It  appeared,  however, 
that  the  inhabitants  of  a  single  county, 
who  now  came  to  Parliament  for  a  fur- 
ther grant  of  public  money,  had  to  meet 
an  addition  of  \^d.  in  the  pound  to  the 
taxation  of  the  county  extending  over  a 
period  of  thirty  years.  But  then  it  was 
said  that  it  was  not  a  question  whether 
the  county  was  rich  or  poor,  but  that  the 
charge  was  unj  ust.  If  it  was  a  question 
of  justice,  every  county  in  England  and 
Bootland  was  entitled  to  make  the  same 
demand,  for  the  circumstances  of  each 
county  were  precisely  the  some,  as  far  as 
Parliament  was  concerned.  He  denied 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Goremment 
to  prerent  people's  cattle  &om  falling 
ill ;  and  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
example  of  Aberdeenshire  had  been 
generally  followed  elsewhere.  He  deeply 
regretted  the  burden  which  rested  upon 
Cheshire,  but,  heavy  as  it  was,  it  was 
not  to  be  compared  with  that  which  had 
follen  upon  Lancashire  during  the  cotton 
famine,  &om  causes  quite  as  independent 
of  its  own  control.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  quoted  from  the  E^wrt  of  an  In- 
ifiector  to  show  that  there  had  been  neg- 
ligence on  the  part  of  the  farmers  m 
regard  to  the  ^read  of  the  disease,  and 
then  proceeded  to  meet  the  ai^ument 
that  Uiis  was  an  exceptional  case.  It 
was,  he   admitted,  a  veiy  exceptional 
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case,  but  exceptional  in  a  veiy  different 
sense  from  that  in  which  the  plea  was 
urged  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grosvenor). 
At  this  moment  the  rates  of  Cheshire 
were  supplemented  in  a  very  peculiar 
manner — namely  by  a  tax  levied  from 
the  consumers  of  salt  throughout  the 
country.  The  tolls  on  the  Weaver  navi- 
gation derived  from  the  commodity  of 
salt  amounted,  in  ordinary  years,  to 
£20,000  per  annum,  and  this  year,  ow- 
ing to  exceptional  circumstances,  they 
had  fallen  to  £12,000,  or  within  £2,000 
of  the  amount  of  the  loon  which  Che- 
shire had  to  pay  on  an  average  of  yeare. 
He  congratuuited  Cheshire  on  the  pos- 
session of  that  valuable  resource,  which 
seemed  as  if  it  had  been  intended  Ut 
meet  this  very  exigency. 

Mb.  LATABD,  as  representing  Bir- 
kenhead, which  would  have  upwards  of 
£40,000  of  the  debt  to  pay^rotested 
against  the  injustice  of  askmg  Cheshire  to 
bear  the  whole  burden  of  the  loss.  They 
asked  nothing  for  Cheshire  except  that 
it  should  not  be  af^ed  to  pay  for  cattle 
destroyed  after  the  Act  was  passed,  by 
order  of  the  Government  and  for  the 
national  good. 

Question  put, 

The  House  dividtd : — ^Ayes  85 ;  Noes 
126:  Majority  41. 

PACKETAND  TELEGRAPH  CONTRACTS 

nUBOLUTIOIT. 

The  MARQUBsa  of  HAKTENGTON 
moved  that  the  first  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  24th  of  July,  1860— 

"  That  In  all  ContnoU  eitendinj^  orer  ■  period 
of  ;•>»,  sod  oreallng  a  public  oharga,  aotual  or 
proipBotiTa,  entered  into  bf  Iha  GoramiDent  for 
the  ConTojaDoe  a(  Mnili  b;  Sea,  or  for  the  pnr- 
pOMoF  TelBgnphia  Commuiilcnclone  beyond  Sea, 
there  ebauld  be  inurled  the  candilioc  tbat  the 
CoDtrxot  iballnotbe  binding  antil  ittai 


n  the  Tnble  of  the  Hoaie  of  Coiani< 
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the  lepie  of  that  period,  it  has  been  approved  o 
bj  a  Keiolnliaa  of  the  Bouie," 
be  read    and    rescinded;   and   in   lieu 
thereof,  that  it  be  resolved — 

"  That  in  all  Contraota  extending  oTer  a  period 
of  jeara  and  oreating  a  public  charge  aotual  or 
proipeotife,  entered  into  hj  the  GoTerament  for 
the  CoDTefanoo  or  Maili  b^  Sea,  or  for  the  pnr- 
poee  of  Telegmphie  Commnnicatiani  berond  Sea, 
there  (hould  be  Inierted  the  condition  (hat  the 
Contract  shall  not  be  binding  ontil  it  baa  baea 
approved  of  hj  a  Rcaoluiton  of  the  Eoum." 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Ordered,  Thtt  the  laid  RtMlatioD,  ind  tbs 
Btiolutions  of  tha  BouM  of  Ihe  a«th  Jul;  1860, 
be  StuiiJiD{  Orden  of  thii  Houm. 


Bill  "to  vnend  'The  HitropolitaD  Baildiog 
Aot,  1SB6,' "  pMioiUd,  ani  read  the  flnt  time. 
[BiU  SU.] 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  SesretM?  Bbdob,  Bill  to 


brongbt  in  'by   Mr.  iieor«t»r7  Brdoi   ind 

KirtTOHBCU^  If  DSIUIH. 

fiiUj>rMmt«d,Mdre>dtlwar«ttiiiie.[BiU316.] 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
W»ineiiay,  \Uh  July,  1869. 

UDtXn'ES.]  —  Pdbuo  Bilu  —  Ordrnd—FirH 
Reading — Pablio  Sohooli  Ast  (ISSS)  Amead- 
inenf[9l7]. 

Steand  Bwding—HxiX  EiUle  lataitaoj  [4S1. 

CevuttitW — County  Coronere  (i  -  ■"   


STILl^BOBN  cniLDREN.— QUESTION. 
Db.  BBEWEB  eaid,  he  would  hog 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  I£  he  has  any  in- 
formation on  which  he  can  rely  of  the 
large  and  still  increasing  number  of  in- 
fante who  are  alleged  to  be  buried  as 
"  Btill-bom ;"  and  whether,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Ooremment  to 
render  registration  of  the  burial  of  such 
children  in  all  cases  compulsory  ? 

Ma.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
was  a&aid  the  information  possessed  by 
the  Home  De^ulment  on  this  subject 
was  defective.  The  only  answer  he  could 
give  to  lie  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  that  this  subject  formed  an  im- 
portant part  of  the  inquiry  ^eing  carried 
OB  by  the  Sanitary  Gonunission,  the 
members  of  which  were  prosecuting 
their  labours  with  a  view  to  remedy  the 
defects  in  the  Act. 


METaOPOLIS— ST.  PANCRAS  WORK- 
HOUSE .—QU  ESTION. 
Db.  BSEWHR  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether  he  has  heard,  on  reliable  in- 
formation, that  the  master  of  the  St. 
Fancras  Workhouse  has  been  suspended 
&om  the  duties  of  his  ofB^e  for  one 
month  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Sir,  I  have  heard 
ofSci^T  that  the  master  of  St.  Pan- 
eras  Workhouse  has  been  suspended 
irom  his  ofBoe  for  one  month.  He  made 
himself  a  party  to  certain  allegations 
to  the  effect  that  some  of  the  patients 
were  improperly  discharged  irom  the 
in£rmaiy  before  they  were  cured.  He 
also  frustrated  the  efforts  of  the  gnar- 
dians  by  making  reports  for  which 
there  was  no  foundation,  and  aocord< 
ingly  he  has  been  suspended  with- 
out a  day's  notice.  The  workhouse, 
containing  some  2,000  souls,  has  been 
intrusted  in  the  meantime  to  the  charge 
of  a  clerk. 

REAL  ESTATE  INTESTACY  BItL. 

{Mr.  Loelet  King,  Mr.  Bomime,36:  Eitidt  Palmer, 

Mr.  JBta^am) 

[bill  45.']      SEOOXD   BEADIVa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING :  *  In  asking  the 
House  to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  I  feel  that  I  do  so  not  only 
under  very  different,  but  under  far  more 
favourable  circumstances  than  I  have 
done  on  any  former  occasion.  I  will 
candidly  own  that  at  one  time  it  really 
seemed  like  hoping  against  hope  to 
hope  to  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind 
within  any  reasonable  period  of  time. 
Every  kind  of  insinuation  was  made 
against  this  proposal;  every  prejudice 
was  roused ;  eveiy  sort  of  misrepresent- 
ation  and  invention  was  resorted  to,  so 
that  it  was  believed  by  some  that  this 
BiU  would  not  do  the  good  we  intended 
it  should,  and  would  do  a  vast  deal  of 
harm  we  never  intended.  A  great  change 
has,  happily,  now  taken  place  amoi^  the 
powerful  and  governing  classes  of  so- 
ciety, and  many  have  told  me  that 
whereas  at  one  time  they  looked  on  this 
plan  as  dangerous  and  unjust,  they  now 
see  that  it  is  both  safe  and  just.  It  is 
satisfactory  to  find  that  this  great  change 
has  taken  place,  not  from  any  agitation 
out  of  the  walla  of  this  House,  fbr  I  hare 
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never  reBorted  to  Buch  a  proceeding,  but 
from  the  real  merits  andjuetice  of  the 
measure  itself.  There  is  one  change  I 
regret  to  observe  has  not  taken  place, 
and  that  is  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  tiie  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Bereeford  Hope)  is  determined  to  op- 

Cthis  Bill,  ae  he  has  done  on  many 
ler  occaaions.  I  do  not  feel  that  he 
can  this  time  be  so  sanguine  of  suooess 
as  he  has  been  before.  He  used  to  boast 
that  in  seven  years  ve  only  gained  7 
vot«s,  and  never  obtained  more  than  86 
in  our  favour.  This  time  I  think  he 
Till  find  ^e  shall  have  considerably 
more,  and  very  possibly  may  be  in  a 
majority.  I  r^ret  that  he  still  per- 
sists in  this  course:  it  shows  that  the 
learned  University  ivhich  ,he  represents 
has  set  its  face  agdnst  progress  in  these 
most  progressive  times.  I  can  not  only 
assure  him  that  the  Bill  miist  pass  very 
shortly,  but  I  can  also  give  my  hon. 
Friend  this  comfort,  that  when  the  event 
has  occurred,  it  will  be  included  in  the 
list  of  those  many  Bills  which  he  has 
opposed,  but  which  having  become  law, 
bavs  added  considerably  to  the  pro- 
sperity of  the  nation.  Of  all  the  ^ws 
which  rdate  to  the  transmission  and 
descent  of  property  in  general  none  are 
more  interestmg,  none  more  difficult, 
than  those  relating  to  landed  estates. 
There  is  a  peculiarity  belonging  to  the 
land,  and  an  attachment  to  it  which 
none  of  us,  I  am  sure  wish  to  see  dimi- 
nished; there  are,  moreover,  natural 
difficulties  which  do  not  apply  to  move- 
able property,  which  we  call  personal 
estate.     These   natural   difficulties   are 

auito  sufficient  without  our  adding  to 
lem  artificial  ones;  —  unnatural,  un- 
just, and  artificial  l^slation  is  sure  to 
oome  to  an  end.  A  system  of  laws  in- 
vented for  and  enforced  upon  an  un- 
civilised and  comparatively  ignorant 
population,  is  not  bkely  to  find  &vour 
when  it  is  allowed  to  remain  in  force, 
even  in  a  mitigated  form,  for  a  people 
who  feeJ  they  rank  among  the  most 
civilized  of  nations  in  the  world.  A  &ee 
and  an  enlightened  people  have  a  right 
to  expect  that  there  should  be  a  law 
founded  on  a  principle,  in  force  for  the 
property  of  all  who  die  without  a  will, 
no  matter  to  what  class  they  belong,  or 
of  what  class  their  property  consists.  I 
feel  sure  that  if  any  unprejudiced  man 
were  asked  on  what  principle  such  a 
law  ahottld  be  fctuned,  ne  would  say  that 
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it  should  be  uniform,  just,  and  free  &om 
any  prejudice.  Now,noonecenpretendto 
say  that  our  laws  relating  to  the  property 
of  those  who  die  intestate  are  uni&irm  ; 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  uniformity;  they 
are  notjust,  for  if  they  are  just  in  ^e  ease 
of  personality,  they  are  most  unjust  in  case 
of  freehold  property,  and  what  is  more, 
they  abound  in  prejudices.  Over  and 
over  again  I  have  asserted  that  the  law 
relating  to  the  personal  estate  of  an  in- 
testate is,  on  the  whole,  a  just  law ;  by 
that  law,  in  the  ordinary  case  of  a  widow 
and  children,  one-third  is  given  to  the 
widow  and  two-thirds  to  Ibe  chDdren. 
In  the  case  of  freehold  land,  tbe  whole 
of  the  estate  descends  to  the  one  eldest 
son,  and  the  widow  and  the  whole  of 
the  family  may  be  entirely  destitute. 
K  the  law  is  just  in  the  one  case,  it  is 
the  veiT  opposite  to  just  in  the  other. 
No  enthusiast  in  favour  of  the  heir-at- 
law  getting  tlie  whole  estate,  has  even 
dared  to  propose  that  personal  should 
descend  in  the  same  way  as  freehold 
estate  does.  It  has  been  well  remarked 
that  if  such  a  law  were  in  force,  it  could 
not  remain  for  a  single  year.  All  I  ask 
is,  to  make  one  imiform,  one  just  law 
for  the  property  of  all  who  die  without 
nmking  a  will.  I  am  not  in  any  way 
asking  the  House  to  interfere  with  the 
power  we  now  have  in  making  wills ;  it 
IS  a  right  I  would  not  for  the  world 
decrease  —  on  the  contrary,  I  should 
prefer  seeing  that  power  greater ;  in  the 
upper  classes  of  society,  if  that  had  been 
so,  it  is  probable  we  should  not  have 
heard  so  much  of  those  disgracefiil 
events  which  have  taken  place  of  late. 
It  has  always  been  felt  that  there  is 
something  sacred  in  the  will  of  the  de- 
parted ;  the  wish  of  the  dead,  ought  to 
be  a  liile,  as  far  as  possible,  for  the 
living.  No  one  is  so  well  qualified  as 
the  parent,  as  a  general  rule,  to  make 
distmctions  in  and  among  his  children 
as  to  the  disposition  of  his  property ;  he 
knows  all  the  peculiarities  of  their  case 
and  their  particular  wants.  But  wherd 
he  has  neglected  to  make  a  disposition, 
the  Stete  can  have  but  one  duty  in 
making  a  will  in  his  stead,  and  that  is 
to  deaf  justice  to  all,  to  provide  for  all, 
to  have  but  one  uniform  law.  To  give 
all  to  one  and  nothing  to  the  otbere,  be- 
yond a  doubt,  savours  of  p;rejudioe  and 
injustice.  Why,  then,  I  ask,  has  there 
been  such  an  alarm  at  this  moderate 
proposal,  and  why  is  there  such  a  (da- 


Coot^Ie 


lUalEitttta 


(COMMONS) 


Intettaejf  2 


1824 


mour  now?  Is  it  on  the  ground  of 
antiquity?  on  the  ground  that  it  is  pro- 
posed to  do  away  with  ancient  law? 
These  lovers  of  antiquity  muat  learn  to 
bow  to  common  sense  and  to  justice.  A 
people  who  have  been  subject  to  the 
prejudices  of  fonner  times,  and  subject 
to  laws  which  they  feel  are  unjust,  will 
in  their  turn  become  the  judges  of  those 
laws.  The  spirit  of  those  laws  show 
what  was  the  spirit  of  the  people  for 
whom  they  were  framed ;  they  knew 
not  the  principles  of  civilization,  and 
were  more  accustomed  to  warfare  and 
plunder  than  to  the  comfort  and  bless- 
mge  of  brotherly  love  at  home.  But  if 
we  look  at  the  very  ancient  times,  there 
was  nothing  so  harsh  as  the  feudal  law  ; 
for,  under  the  Mosaic  diBpensation,  the 
patrimonial  estate  was  divided  into 
shares,  and  the  £rst-bom  bad  only  a  right 
to  two  of  those  shares.  Again,  France, 
the  ^at  teacher  of  Europe  in  feudal 
and  Bcnnan  law,  had  nothing  so  bar- 
barous as  our  law.  The  younger  sons 
had  a  right  to  a  pension  for  life  out  of 
the  fanmy  fief  when  there  was  only  one 
' — when  there  was  more  than  one,  the 
eldest  son  had  only  a  right  to  the  first 
choice.  I  believe  the  real  opposition  to 
tinB  Bill  comes  from  another  and  a  secret 
source :  it  is  a  secret  dread  lest  it  should 
interfere  with  the  accumulation  of  land 
in  the  hands  of  a  veir  few  proprietors. 
This  Bill  cannot,  as  I  think,  interfere 
with  such  an  accumulatiou,  seeing  that 
the  estates  of  these  large  proprietois  are 
invariably  tied  up,  settled,  and  entailed, 
and  very  rarely  descend  to  the  heir-at- 
law,  by  right  under  the  present  law. 
The  alteration  I  propose  would  affect 
the  estates  of  the  small  owners  of  land. 
These  small  proprietors  are  generally 
ignorant  of  the  injustice  of  the  present 
law,  and  invariably  wish  to  have  their 
widow  and  children  provided  for.  But 
if,  after  all,  this  Bill  should  in  any  way 
tend  somewhat  to  diminish  the  estates 
of  the  great  landed  proprietors,  I  feel  it 
would  do  a  vast  deal  ol  good,  for  in  all 
conscience  these  estates  are  large  enough, 
and,  in  my  opinion,  an  increased  num- 
ber of  proprietors  would  add  greatly  to 
the  prosperily  of  the  nation.  We  c 
see  me  evils  of  accumulation  of  land 
Ireland;  there  we  have  all  the  misery 
arising  from  great  landed  e8tat«s  and 
small  occupiers ;  in  consequence  we  are 
obliged  to  resort  to  extraordinary  legis- 
lation Srom  time  to  time  for  th&t  uaiO) 
Mr.  Loth  King 


tunate  country,  which  had  descended  to 
the  lowest  state  of  social  misery.  In 
England,  also,  before  the  introduction  of 
Free  Trade,  we  were  suffering  severely 
from  the  accumulation  of  land,  the  land 
being  in  the  hands  of  great  proprie- 
tors, who  neither  had  capital  or  the  in- 
chnation  to  improve  their  estates.  I 
might  refer  to  the  year  1831,  when  that 
mystoriouH  character  "  Swing"  went 
about  lighting  several  fires  every  night. 
We  should  then  have  been  in  England 
at  the  lowest  point  of  social  wretched- 
ness, had  it  not  been  that  we  could 
point  to  L«land  aa  worse  than  oni^ 
selves.  I  feel,  then,  that  if  this 
Bill  would  occasion  a  greater  division  of 
the  evil  by  the  force  of  example,  not  in 
the  slightest  d^^ree  by  compulsory  di- 
vision, it  would  do  greater  good  than  I 
anticipate.  It  has  been  nrged  against 
me  that  I  seek  to  introduce  the  R^nch 
Law ;  this  I  utterly  deny  j  I  by  no  means 
approve  of  that  system,  as  it  fetters  the 
invilege  we  enjoy  in  this  country  of 
aaving  property  by  will.  But  when 
lon.  Members  describe  and  denounce 
the  state  of  ^riculture  in  France,  I 
would  remind  them  that  France  has  im- 
proved wonderfully  under  the  new  sys- 
tem, that  nothing  could  be  more  miser- 
able than  its  agriculture  was  imder  the 
droit  d'aiMMt  and  suhstitutiona.  It  is 
only  fair  to  remind  the  House,  that  a 
great  misconception  prevails  with  regard 
to  the  right  that  exists  in  France  as  to 
bequeathing  property.  The  Article  913 
of  the,  French  Owe  is  as  follows : — 

Liberalitlea  either  bj  >ct<  of  gift  or  witl  caa- 

ei«Md  m  moistj  of  the  part  of  ibe  diaponr  if 

he  have  at  bi>  d«cti*e  bat  one  legitimate  child, 

>  third  if  hs  iesvei  two  ohllJren.  aod  *  CDortb  if 

be  lenre*  thre«  or  a  greater  nninber." 

Thus  if  a  man  has  £6,000  he  can  leave, 
if  he  has  only  one  child,  £3,000  to  any 
one  he  pleases ;  if  he  has  two  children 
he  can  give  £2,000  more  to  one  child 
than  to  the  other;  if  he  has  three  he 
can  dispose  of  £1,500  whatever  be  the 
number  of  children,  as  he  pleases;  if 
has  six  children,  one  child  might  have 
£2,250 ;  and  the  rest  £750  each.  In 
Belgium  this  precise  law  is  actually  in 
force,  and  there  we  may  observe  the 
most  industrious  agriculturists  in  the 
whole  world,  with  its  small  proprietors, 
small  cultivat«re,  who  have  brought  the 

rreet  soil,  a  blowing  sand  in  the  Paya 
Wa&B,  into  fertility.    I  may  ask  hon. 
"  compare  the  amoU  pro- 
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prietoTS  and  small  occupiera  of  Belgiiun 
with  the  large  proprietora  and  smaU  oo- 
oupiera  of  Ireland.  The  same  relig:ion, 
moreover,  it  mast  be  borne  in  mistC  ex- 
ists in  both  countries.  I  do  not  allude  to 
the  law  of  France,  and  to  the  perfection 
of  agriculture  under  that  law  in  Belgium, 
with  the  view  of  having  such  a  law  in- 
troduced into  this  country ;  far  from  it ; 
but  I  feel  it  is  only  fair  to  state  the  real 
fhcta  of  the  case,  when  so  much  mia- 
oonception  prevails.  I  wish  to  warn 
the  House  toat  it  is  by  refusing  just  and 
reasonable  measures  like  this,  tliat  great 
ehanges  are  forced  upon  us,  and  &ose 
who  dread  violent  changes  ought  to  as- 
sent to  this  most  moderate  plan.  Those 
who,  like  me,  do  not  wi^  to  see  the 
power  of  willing  prmwrty  interfered  with 
by  resisting  tnia  Bill,  are  going  the 
surest  way  to  get  the  French  law  intro- 
duced here.  It  is  felt  to  be  moat  harsh 
and  unjust  towards  those  among  the 
humbler  classes  who  happen  to  have 
small  plots  of  land  or  cottages,  that  this 
law  should  be  retained,  when  it  can 
only  affect  the  prejudices  of  the  ruling 
classes,  and  not  their  property — the  es- 
tates of  the  upper  classes  being  invaria- 
bly settled ;  and  where  those  estates  are 
not  so  settled,  they  belong  to  a  class 
who  know  the  state  of  a  law  of  which 
many  of  the  other  classes  are  ignorant. 
On  a  former  occasion  an  attempt  was 
made  to  throw  ridicule  on  the  case  of 
actual  hardship  which  I  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  where  the  un- 
fortunate widow  and  children  were  left 
penniless,  the  whole  estate  having  gone 
to  a  worthless  eldest  eon,  the  heir-at- 
law,  who  had  squandered  the  patrimony 
in  dissolute  living ;  the  family  received 
no  sympathy  from  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  insult  was  added  to  the  injury,  by 
looking  upon  the  aon  as  only  a  prodigal 
ton !  I  shall,  in  spite  of  this  ridicule, 
bring  before  the  attention  of  the  House 
another  caae  or  two  of  a  peculiar  kind, 
showing  the  operation  of  the  law  in  a 
manner  to  me  new,  and  thus  expose  a 
hardship  of  another  class.  The  case 
which  I  am  now  going  to  read  to  the 
House  is  aent  to  me  by  a  clergyman  in 
the  middle  of  England  ;  he  informs  me 
that  he  was  formerly  oppoaed  to  the 
alteration  of  the  law  which  I  propose, 
because  he  was  led  to  beUeve  I  wished 
to  introduce  the  French  law.  He  now 
says  he  is  quite  a  convert,  and  allows 
me  to  make  his  name  public,  and  the 

VOL.  OXCVn.  [thibd  beeies.] 


"  A  Inbaarin;  mao  in  Ibis  pariah,  with  thnt 
dpiire  to  procurs  a  sirall  pirce  of  Und  vliioti  is 
lelc  bf  niaDj  af  Ihs  more  induitrioai  flgriDullur4l 
liboureri.  ulout  (en  ;ears  ago  purcliued  a  cot- 
tnge  in  this  pnriih,  with  leu  ihitn  two  ncrri  of 
land.  Some  of  the  purchnie  monex  ho  bud  uived, 
the  rest  he  horroned,  and  to  wipe  off  the  deht  he 
tooli  heavy  tuk  johi,  and  worthed  extra  boan, 
'riling  up  earl]'  and  late  taking  reit.'  lie  ac- 
compliahed  hia  object,  but  not  without  lerioua  jn- 
jurj  to  hia  health  :  more  (ban  ft  je»T  ago  he  wai 
■eiied  with  an  iUneaa  which  in  the  end  proved 
dial.  I  Tiaited  him  in  hii  liDknrta,  and  peroeir- 
ing  the  diffloultr  and  oonruaion  that  would  nrJM 
if  ha  died  inteaUte,  I  took  ocoaaion  to  ask  him  if 
he  had  made.i  wilt.  I  urged  hiia.  if  he  had  not 
done  lo,  to  do  so  without  delny.  He  aeemod  poa- 
aesied  wilh  the  idea  thnt  his  wife  (hia  second) 
would  tueoeed  to  all  he  hid  ;  as  he  had  two 
children  bj  hia  Brit  wife  and  (bur  b;  hia  second, 
*ho*»a  again^in  the  (acnily-way,  1  pointed  out  the 
injustice  that  would  bo  clone  them  if  hia  houis 
nnd  Innd  went  lo  hia  eldcat  hoy  alone,  n  child  of 
ail  yeari  old,  whioh  would  be  (he  oaie  if  be  died 
without  ■  will.  He  delayed  (he  mnttsr  so  long, 
that  when  other  persona  interested  in  the  family, 
aeeiog  the  matter  in  ila  trae  light,  oamato  induce 
him  lo  settle  hii  property,  he  was  past  conscious- 
ness and  he  died  intestate.  The  oonaequence  ia 
Ibat  the  widow  ia  tefi  with  six  children,  the  eldest 


who  ia  heir,  n 


■  Old.    It  is  im- 
ppoi't  her  family 


possible  for  her  to  li 

out  of  the  proceeds  oi  one  ana  a-naii  acres  ot 
land.  The  union  will  do  nothing  for  her,  becnuae 
of  the  ownership  of  (he  land  nnd  eodnge;  and  they 
cannot  be  sold  until  the  boy  is  twenty^one,  ex- 
cept, 01 1  am  told,  by  some  eipensite  proeess  in 
Chancery,  whioh  would  swallow  op  no  smaU  por- 
"  D  of  its  valua." 

Here  is  another  similar  case  sent  to 
me  by  a  gentleman  learned  in  law — 

"Edgbaston,  April  9,  18(19. 
'■  A  mechsnio  living  at  Smethwiik  near  this 
wn,  earning  4l)j.  a  week,  and  having  a  wife  and 
ur  children,  of  whom  the  eldest  aon  is  nine  yenn 
old,  died  on  Tuesday  last,  seiied  of  a  freehold  house 
irorth  about  £190.  and  harin^  nothing  else  beiidei 
his  household  furniture.  He  lell  no  wilt.  The 
furniture  will  yield  enough  to  psy  the  funeral  ex- 
penses and  debts.  The  house  is  unencumbered. 
It  is  not  that  in  thii  onsa  the  injustice  is  confined 
to  the  eldest  son's  taking  sTerytbing.  lo  (he  ex> 
elusion  of  his  molht-r  and  brother  and  sisters — 
(dower  being  no  doubt  barred,  as  is  usually  the 
case)  I  but,  thnt  ins(esd,  as  in  personalty,  of  Iha 
mother's  taking  out  letlen  of  administration,  and 
then  being  able  lo  let  or  sell  the  house,  there  is 
no  one.  the  aon  being  a  minor,  who  can  do  ei(her 
the  one  or  (he  other  without  having  recourse  to 
the  Bling  of  a  plaint  in  equity  in  the  County 
Court  for  the  appointment  of  a  trustee,  a  pro- 
ceeding which  (hough  comparalivcly  inaipenaive 
for  a  lawsuit,  must  rat  up  a  oonsiderable  portion 
of  the  property." 

I  think  all  will  agree  that  these  are 
B  of  particular  hardship  in  many 
ways,  and  they  cannot  be  uncommon. 
3  N 
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I  well  remember  an  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Bovmdell  Palmer)  opposing  this  Bill 
and  aiding  that  liud  cases  make  bad 
law ;  but  I  can,  I  think,  say  with  greater 
confidence,  that  bad  law  niELkes  hard 
casea.  Primogeniture  is  a  word  I  hare 
not  used,  but  I  use  it  now,  and  I 
primogeniture  as  it  exiets  now, -is  very 
different  to  the  primogeniture  of  former 
times ;  it  is  a  epurione  article,  dischai^ed 
&om  its  duties  and  reponsibilities ;  it  is 
a  barbarous  and  ignorant,  as  well  as  a 
modem  perrereion  of  what  w 
within  certain  Umite,  compared  with 
what  it  is  now,  a  noble  and  even  a  bei 
ficeut  institution — common  sense  and  ji 
tioe  require  that  what  a  man  can  convert 
at  any  moment  at  his  pleasure  into 
money,  should  be  treated  as  money  at 
his  death.  The  cruelty  practised  on 
families  is  of  fi-equent  occurrence  among 
the  small  proprietors,  while  the  open 
favouritiem  and  unjust  prejudice  shown 
to  the  heir-at-law  is  quite  monstrous. 
For  instance,  if  a  parent  having  made  a 
will  leaving  his  personalty  to  be  divided 
in  certain  proportjons  among  his  chil- 
dren, contracts  to  buy  a  fi^eehold  estate, 
and  dies  before  the  purchase  is  com- 
pleted, intending  when  the  whole  busi- 
ness is  arranged  to  make  a  &esh  will, 
the  executors  are  of  course  obliged  to 
complete  the  purchase ;  but  they  have 
to  hand  the  estate  over  to  the  eldest  son, 
although  certain  sums  of  money  had 
been  left  in  the  will  and  by  name  to 
each  of  tlie  children.  Cases  of  this  kind 
do  occur ;  they  are  not  only  unjust  but 
revolting  to  Udnk  of.  The  anomalies 
respecting  the  descent  of  landed  pro- 
perty ore  also  great — for  instance,  a 
leasehold  for  life  or  lives — although  the 
life  may  be  a  bad  one  and  last  only  a 
few  years,  or  even  months — descends  as 
real  estate  to  the  heir-at-law,  whereas  a 
leasehold  estate  for  a  turn  of  years,  say 
100  years,  or  10,000  years,  or  upwards, 
being  as  good  as  freehold,  descends  as 
personal  estate.  I  might  mention  gavel- 
kind, where  the  estate  goes  to  tUl  the 
eons  to  the  exclusion  of  the  daughters, 
and  borough  English,  where  it  goes  to 
the  youngest  eon.  I  have  heard  it  said 
that  this  is  a  very  small  question,  and 
will  produce  no  very  great  effect ;  I  have 
never  said  it  was  a  very  great  question, 
but  I  eay  that  there  is  a  great  principle 
involved  in  it,  the  great  principle  of 
justice.  Again  it  is  said,  the  whole 
question  of  laws  relating  to  land  ought 
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to  be  gone  into:  to  this  I  ^gr&e;  but 
there  is  no  reason  to  postpone  on  these 
grounds  passing  the  Bill,  for  practically 
it  is  only  in  cases  of  intestacy  where 
these  anomalies  and  cruelties  shew 
themselves,  and  this  Bill  would  meet 
them  alL  In  former  Farliamenta,  this 
measure  which  has  been  denounced  as 
something  dangerous  has  been  supported 
by  good  and  sound  men ;  I  mignt  refer 
to  Judges  of  the  land  whose  names  have 
been  on  the  Bill— to  the  late  Mr.  Baron 
Watson  and  Ur.  Justice  Mellor — Mr. 
Massey  also,  who  for  many  years  was 
Chairman  of  Committees  iu  this  House — 
not  a  very  dangerous  character — had  his 
name  ou  the  Bill.  In  more  recent  times, 
many  distinguished  men  who  now  sit  on 
the  &ont  Bench  have  advocated  this 
measure,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Bright)  invariably  so — or  if 
it  be  said  he  was  too  Kadical,  I  will 
mention  the  name  of  another  supporter, 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Lowe),  and  I  am  sure  no  one  will  accosa 
him  of  being  too  Kadical.  The  Solidtor 
Oeneral  also,  as  sound  a  lawyer  as  any 
man,  allowed  me  to  place  his  name  <m 
the  Bin  on  the  last  occasion  of  my 
bringing  it  forward.  The  time  has  noir 
arrived  for  this  Bill  to  become  law ;  we 
have  happily  a  House  of  Commons  in 
accord  with  the  people,  we  have  a  Go- 
vernment in  union  with  the  Hooae  ot 
Commons ;  but,  above  all,  we  have  the 
most  earnest  and  powerful  Leader  Hub 
House  has  ever  had ;  be  leads  this 
House  and  is  not  led  by  it ;  he  has  on^ 
to  give  the  word  and  this  measore  of 
justice  will  become  law. 

Mk.  DICKENSON,  in  moonding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  believed  the  ohange 
which  it  was  proposed  by  the  Bill  to 
eSbct  would  he  found  to  be  a  sound  and 
wholesome  reform  of  the  law  relating  to 
real  proper^.  He  was  aware  that  the 
measure  had  not  fbrmerly  been  a  popular 
one  in  that  House;  but  matters  were 
now  changed,  and  he  believed  that  it 
was  now  about  to  be  Buocesafiil.  It  waa 
true  that  it  had  only  a  limited  applioa- 
tion,  as  there  were  not  many  men  pos- 
sessed of  real  estate  who  died  intestate ; 
but  that  did  not  alter  the  neoeeaty  which 
existed  that  they  should  remove  that 
which  was  a  real  injustice.  The  pro- 
posal contained  in  the  Bill  was  a  very 
simple  one,  and  it  was  one  that  ou^t  to 
oommend  itself  to  every  moderate  man. 
Arguments  covering  a  wide   field  of 
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apeoolative  controversy,  and  dealing  with 
it  as  a  proposal  which  threatened  to  ruin 
the  anetocracy  in  its  remote  oonee- 
quenoea,  had  been  ui^ed  against  it,  but 
into  a  refutation  of  those  arguments  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter.  He 
ehould  content  himself  with  laying  be- 
fore the  House  his  view  of  the  change 
as  it  presented  itself  to  hia  mind  in  its 
primary  bearings.  The  question  was 
a  dry  and  technical  one,  but  it  was  one 
of  great  importance.  It  was  said  that 
a  law  which  had  existed  for  centuries 
m.iist  be  deemed  to  be  good;  but  that 
ai^ument,  which  amounted  to  little  more 
than  a  mere  assertion,  he  would  meet  by 
saying  that  a  law  which  had  remained 
HO  long  unaltered  was  all  the  more  likely 
to  reqnire  alteration  at  the  present  day. 
So  maintained,  moreover,  that  instead 
of  the  onus  of  proving  the  law  as  it 
stood  to  be  unjust  being  thrown  on  the 
advocates  of  change,  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  continuing  the  differences 
which  prevailed  as  to  succession  to  pro- 
perty of  one  kind  as  compared  with  an- 
other ought  to  be  called  upon  to  show 
on  what  grounds  the  great  anomalies 
which  existed  in  that  respect  oould  be 
jnstihed.  Steps  had  already  been  taken 
in  dealing  wiui  wills  to  render  the  law 
as  it  related  to  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty more  uniform,  and  he  saw  no  good 
reason  why  the  House  should  hesitate  to 
take  another  step  with  the  view  of  car^' 
lug  that  uniformity  still  Airther;  for 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  legislating 
in  that  direction  stood,  he  contended,  on 
higher  ground  than  they  who  supported 
the  continuance  of  a  variety  of  laws  of 
euocesaion  for  different  kinds  of  estate. 
As  to  who  should  be  the  successor  to 
property,  it  would,  of  course,  be  at  once 
conceded  that  the  family  of  the  owner 
had  a  right  to  succeed  to  it  in  preference 
to  a  stranger.  That  being  so,  the  ques- 
tion remamed  how,  when  a  man  nap- 
pened  to  die  intestate,  the  rights  of 
his  family  into-  m  ought  to  be  dealt 
with.  This  Bill  declined  to  give  a  pre- 
ference to  males  over  femsles,  or  to 
one  son  over  another  son.  Those  who 
upheld  the  existing  law  were  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  right  of  one  of  the 
family  to  possess  the  entire  estate  to  the 
excluaon  of  the  others ;  but,  when  it  was 
considered  that  the  duty  of  the  parent 
was  equal  towards  all  his  children,  there 
was  no  just  ground  on  which  the  law 
could  proceed  when  the  parent  happened 


to  die  intestate,  except  to  make  provision 
for  all  his  children  out  of  his  property ; 
and  it  could  not  enter  into  those  varioua 
influences  which  might  operate  on  him  to 
dispose  of  that  property  in  varying  pro- 
portions,  but  must  lay  down  some  clear 
and  distinct  line  of  succession.  The  law 
should  not  give  a  larger  share  to  one  child 
and  a  smefier  to  another,  and  the  only 
fair  and  intelligible  principle,  therefore, 
on  which  it  could  proceed  was  that  of 
equal  partition  ;  hut,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, it  did,  in  the  case  of  real  pro- 
perty, what  no  parent  would  be  likely  to 
do — it  gave  all  to  one  child  and  nothing 
whatever  to  the  rest.  It  was  said,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  no  injustice  in  that, 
every  parent  had  the  power  of  mak- 
j;  a  will;  but  was  that,  ne  would  ask, 
any  good  reason  why,  if  from  accident 
he  failed  to  moke  a  will,  that  accident 
should  be  made  the  ground  of  entailing 
misery  on  his  children  ?  It  was  absurd 
to  say  that  because  a  father  had  not 
done  his  duty  the  law  was  absolved  &om 
doing  its  duty  also.  Formerly,  a  parent 
could  not  succeed  his  child ;  but  such  was 
no  longer  the  case,  and  the  days  had,  he 
hoped,  passed  away  when  men  could  be 
influenced  by  those  considerations  which 
operated  in  the  minds  of  those  Gentle- 
-men,  very  learned  in  the  laws  of  real 
property,  who  sat  on  the  Commission  of 
1829,  and  who  could  not  see  that  there 
was  anything  more  beautiful  than  the 
whole  doctrine  of  contingent  remainders. 
With  all  deference  for  the  authority  of 
those  Qentlemen,  he  must  say  he  could 
hardly  have  thought  so  much  nonsense 
could  have  been  introduced  into  a  single 
paragraph  as  was  contained  in  the  sen- 
tence in  their  Eeport,  in  which  they  spoke 
of  the  result  of  such  a  change  as  that  pro- 
posed in  the  law  of  succession  to  real 
Property  as  having  a  tendency  to  break 
own  in  a  few  years  the  aristocracy,  and 
as  being  likely  to  be  ultimately  unfavour- 
able to  agricidture  and  the  best  interests 
of  the  State.  If  necessary,  he  should 
be  prepared  to  justify  the  change  on  the 
ground  of  expedient^;  but  he  should 
content  himself  with  supporting  it 
use  it  was  just,  and  because  it  would 
bring  our  law  more  into  harmony  with 
the  codes  having  relation  to  the  succes- 
sion to  property  which  were  now  estab- 
hshed  in  &dia  by  the  advice  of  the 
India  Commission,  in  all  our  colonies, 
in  America,  and,  indeed,  in  every  civil- 
ized country.  He  trusted  we  should  no 
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longer  allow  ourselyes  to  be  the  slaves 
of  a  feudal  system  wliicli  had  existed 
too  long  already,  and  the  sooner  it  was 
swept  away  the  better,  replaced  as  it 
would  be  by  a  law  more  intelligible  and 
just. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Loch  Sing.) 

Me.  BEEESFOED  HOPE;  I  am 
glad  to  take  this  early  opportunity  of  re- 
Bering  the  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Locke  King),  who  has  brought  in  this 
Bin,  and  who  has  argued  it  with  his 
usual  good  temper  and  shrewdness,  and 
made  as  good  a  case  out  of  one  not  natu- 
rally good  as  it  was  possible  for  a  man 
to  do.  For  one  moment  he  assumed  a 
tone  of  mystery,  and  talked  of  there  be- 
ing someming  behind  the  veil  of  opposi- 
tion which  he  was  going  to  remove.  He 
then  asserted  thatwe  were  opposed  to  this 
Bill  because  it  would  prevent  the  accu- 
mulation of  landed  property.  Now,  I  tell 
my  hon.  Friend  fairly  that  that  is  not 
the  ground  on  which  I  base  my  opposi- 
tion ;  and  I  tell  him  one  thing  more,  that 
this  Bill,  if  it  ever  becomes  law,  will  tenC 
to  the  accumulation  of  estates  in  thi 
most  rapid  manner.  I  believe  so  firmly 
and,  I  think,  I  shall  make  it  clear  to  thi 
intelligence  both  of  himself  and  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud,  who  has  ar- 
gued the  question  with  much  force 
&om  first  principles.  In  doing  this  I 
shall  refer  to  a  document  which  has  not 
yet  been  opened  in  the  face  of  this 
House  by  either  of  the  fireceding  speak- 
ers. I  mean  the  Bill  itself,  which  w€ 
are  now  asked  to  read  for  the  second 
time.  The  BiU  is  divided  into  two 
clauses ;  the  1st  clause  gives  power  to 
the  administrator  of  an  intestate,  or  to 
the  executor  of  a  man  intestate,  only  as 
to  his  realty,  to  sell  the  land  of  the 
deceased ;  and,  after  turning  it  into 
money,  to  divide  the  proceeds  among 
the  ctuldren  or  heirs  in  the  same  way 
as  he  would  divide  any  other  money 
which  a  testator  might  leave.  The  2nd 
clause  comes  in  as  a  sort  of  alkali  to 
qualify  the  acid  of  the  first  one,  and 
it  places  running  powers  over  a 
number  of  miscellaneous  law  suits  in 
hands  of  the  different  members  of 
family,  some  of  whom  may  or  may  not 
wish  to  divide  the  money  value  of  the 
property,  and  others  may  or  may  not  pre- 
fer that  the  family  should  share  the  land 
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iteelf.  With  respect  to  those  provisions 
I  shall  say  a  liHle  before  I  sit  down; 
but,  dealing  now  with  the  1st  clause,  it 
is  obvious  that  it  gives  a  power  which 
does  not  now  exist  to  the  administrator 
of  any  estate  to  turn  the  land  into  money 
and  to  divide  that  money  among  the 
heirs.  Now,  I  appeal  to  the  common 
B  of  this  House  to  say,  if  this  provi- 
were  to  become  the  law  of  the  land, 
whether  an  immediate  and  ready  way 
would  not  be  opened  out  for  the  accumula- 
tion of  estates  in  single  hands  which  does 
not  exist  at  present?  What  is  it  that 
now  prevents  the  millionaire  from  adding 
house  to  house  and  field  to  field  ?  In 
most  cases  the  lesser  properties  of  the 
country  are  held  in  fee-simple  by 
yeomen.  In  only  a  few  cases  is  there 
anything  answering  to  what  is  loosely 
called  an  entail.  I  say  loosely  called,  for 
there  is  no  term  in  the  English  language 
which  has  been  more  abused  than  that 
of  entail.  In  Scotland  there  are  entails  ; 
but  everyone  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  laws  of  this  country  knows  that, 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  great  fami- 
lies, such  as  Marlborough,  Wellington, 
Nelson,  Shrewsbury,  Abei^venny,  Pem- 
broke, and  two  or  three  more,  Uiere  is 
nothing  in  England  to  which  the  word 
entail  could,  without  a  strong  strain 
upon  the  term,  be  applied.  What  are 
commonly  called  ent^ls  are  really  settle- 
ments. Now  I  revert  to  the  case  of 
small  properties,  and  I  appeal  to  that 
knowledge  of  rural  life  and  rural  insti- 
tutions which  most  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment posaesB,  and  I  ask  them  if  the  idea 
of  a  settlement  naturally  enters  into  the 
minds  of  those  small  proprietors — the 
owners  let  us  say  of  from  one  up  to  twen^ 
or  thirty  acres?  The  estates  of  these 
people  are  held  in  fee-simple;  and  they 
have  seldom  any  papers  or  parchments 
amounting  to  a  settlement.  The  docu- 
ments with  which  they  are  famihar  are, 
unfortunately  for  the  owner,  too  often 
in  the  shape  of  a  mortgage  held  by  the 
village  usurer,  of  whom  I  shall  have 
something  to  say  presently.  The  village 
proprietor  holds  his  land  in  fee-simple, 
but  it  is  too  often  burdened  with  some 
mortgage  which  has  been  contracted  by 
himself,  or  by  his  predecessor,  with. 
his  eyes  open,  but  still  he  holds  on, 
in  the  honest  pride  of  his  heart,  at  beings 
the  owner  of  land  which  will,  he  hopes, 

Eass  down  to  his  descendants.    It  is  this 
onest  pride  of  the    small   proprietor 
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vhicli  forms  tlie  great  obstacle  to  tlie 
accumulation  of  eatates  in  tlie  hands  of 
grasping  and  ambitious  men.  My  hon. 
Friend  quot«d  a  case  aomewliere  in  Staf- 
fordslure.  I  asked  him  wttere,  not  out 
of  curiosity,  but  because  I  myself  have 
property  in  Staffordshire,  in  a  part  of 
the  county  where  a  large  number  of 
these  small  properties  are  in  existence ; 
and  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  and 
the  House — not  for  the  sake  of  getting 
a  party  dkeer  —  but  &om  my  strong 
conviction  of  the  truth  of  what  I  say, 
that  if  I  were  desirous  to  accumu- 
late property  in  that  district,  and  to 
acquire  per  fag  el  neftu  the  lands  by 
which  I  am  hemmed  in,  I  should  be- 
come a  warm  supporter  of  this  Bill, 
for  I  should  see  m  its  passage  die 
last  obstacle  removed  which  prevents 
those  who  covet  the  poaseBsion  of  those 
amaU  plots  of  land  Irom  obtaining  their 
desire.  Stripped  of  the  legal  verbia^ 
with  which  Uie  Bill  is  encumbered,  this 
is  what  it  comes  to.  It  is  often  difficult 
even  now  for  the  poor  man  to  keep  his 
land,  not  eo  much  from  the  immeiliate 
calls  of  his  jamily  as  because  he  is  in 
debt  to  the  money-lender — the  village 
usurer  —  a  very  common  character  in 
"rural  parts,"  Hon.  Members  who  live 
in  towns,  where  the  ready  resources  of 
our  legitimate  banking  system  are  ever 
open,  may  be  little  aware  of  the  oppres- 
sion under  which  these  men  groan  &om 
the  exactions  of  the  informal  money 
lender.  The  system  of  irregular  banking 
ezistfi  in  the  country  parte  of  England  to 
an  enormous  extent  in  the  persons  of  re- 
tired tradesmen,  or  of  landed  proprie- 
tors, with  a  little  hoard  behind,  who  have 
all  their  lives  gone  on,  with  their  eyes 
open,  lending  small  eumsof  money  to  their 
neighbours,  at  some  high  rate  of  interest 
^-obligation  heaped  upon  obligation — 
ready  when  the  time  comes  to  pounce 
upon  the  land  which  is  their  security. 
You  may  say  that  this  is  a  wrong  state 
of  things ;  ihai  a  man  has  no  right  to 
hold  land  if  he  cannot  afford  to  pay  his 
way,  and  that  the  peasant  usurer  has  a 
right  to  foreclose  and  come  down  upon 
him.  All  these  aiguments  may  be  based 
upon  very  enlightened  politicfd  economy, 
but  the  man  must  be  somewhat  hard 
hearted  to  accept  them  as  they  are  with- 
out abat«iment.  I  do  not  say  that  a  wide 
system  of  such  small  properties  is  the 
beat  condition  for  a  country,  or  that  they 
are  the  most  highly  cultivated  among 
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estates.  But  whatever  our  opinions 
may  be  on  the  general  question — whe- 
ther we  hold  ttat  small  landed  pro- 
perties are  or  are  not  desirable,  there 
is  no  justification  for  crushing  them  as 
this  Bill  proposes.  Look  at  the  present 
position  of  the  village  usurer  !  What 
prevents  him  now  from  coming  down 
upon  the  land  —  what  induces  him  to 
give  the  day  of  grace  to  his  debtor? 
Nothing  but  the  uiowledge  that  the  pro- 
perty which  is  his  security  is  held — to  use 
foreign  phrase  en  tolidartti — that  the 
vner  will  devolve  it  in  its  entirety  to 
his  eldest  son,  and  that  his  will  has  been 
effectively  made  by  his  having  made 
none  at  all.  But  suppose  this  Bill  to 
pass,  what  will  then  be  hia  condition  f 
Every  man  who  hae  advanced  money 
upon  land  will  begin  to  take  stock  of  the 
character,  the  circumatances,  and  the 
means  of  those  who  are  indebted  to  him. 
He  will  see  that,  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  the  land  may  be  broken  up  and 
sold,  and  his  whole  security  melt  away. 
To  forestal  the  day  of  inevitable  distri- 
bution he  wUl  foreclose  at  once,  and  will 
either  put  the  money  received  trom  t^e 
sale  of  the  land  into  his  pocket  or  else 
stop  into  corporal  poBsession  of  the  land 
itself  as  its  proprietor.  The  system, 
which  is  now  one  of  money  lending, 
will,  under  the  Bill,  develop  into  a  ma- 
chinery for  the  accumulalioa  of  land. 
The  usurer  himself  vrill  be  greedy  of  the 
land.  He  generally  belongs  to  the  class 
of  small  landowners,  and  he  would  often 
take  the  land  with  its  moderate  per- 
centage of  profit,  but  its  visible  incre- 
ment of  inffuence,  rather  than  continue  to 
squeeze  out  his  annual  interest,  though 
the  rate  of  that  interest  may  be  higher, 
The  Bill  would  equally  create  facilitieB 
for  those  more  respectable  accumulators 
of  land — the  great  proprietors.  A  man 
dies  intestate — his  property  is  in  the 
market — there  is  a  sum  of  money  to  be 
found  immediately.  The  pr^erfy  may 
be  worth  a  few  hundreds.  Ik  it  likely  . 
that  the  administrator  will  take  the 
trouble  and  go  to  the  expense  of  adver- 
tiaing  the  property  for  sale,  of  engaging 
with  an  auctioneer,  and  running  all  the 
risks  attendant  on  a  sale,  especially  if 
that  sale  were  made,  as  it  would  pro- 
bably have  to  be,  without  reserve^when 
the  steward  of  the  great  man  called 
upon  him  and  showed  him  a  roll  of 
£100  notes?  In  such  a  case  you  may 
be  sure  that   the  administrator  would 


(COMMONS) 


InUetaey  BiH. 


close  with  the  bargain,  and  pocket  the 
money,  and  so  the  few  paternal  acres 
wovdd  become  absorbed  for  ever  in  the 
greatadjacenteBtate.  Ton  may  say  again 
that  it  is  better  that  it  should  be  bo — 
that  the  land  will  be  better  cultivBted 
after  the  transfer.  But  that  ia  not  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  Friend.  He  took 
the  popular  ground—  and  I  am  endea- 
Tounng  to  meet  him  on  that  popular 
ground- — the  objection  to  the  accumula- 
tion of  eBtateB.  Of  course  there  is  the 
counteracting  element  embodied  in  the 
2nd  clause — that  the  property  need  not 
be  sold  but  may  be  divided  among  the 
children.  On  that  I  have  to  say  that 
a  small  proper^  so  cut  up  between  the 
children  would  prove  to  eadi  of  them 
a  damnoia  heredilai.  It  would  afford  no 
real  help  for  getting  on,  no  tangible 
comfort ;  it  would  not  foster  healthy  self- 
reliance.  There  would  only  remain  the 
empty  name  of  ownership  to  feed  a  false 
pride,  to  encourage  selfish  indolence,  and 
to  check  those  nobler,  more  independent 
feelings  which  send  a  young  man  forth 
to  make  his  own  way  in  the  world 
with  a  stout  heart  and  brawny  arms. 
Under  one  system  we  should  have  the 
young  peasant  making  Ms  own  way  in 
the  world  to  fortune  by  his  enterprize  and 
iudi^try,  and  under  the  other,  a  churl, 
idly  vegetating  in  the  poor  dignity  of  a 
miserable  co-proprietorship  of  a  patch 
of  land  which  is  hardly  able  to  yield 
him  a  sufficiency  of  the  poorest  food. 
Such  evils  exist  already  where  land 
is  oyer  divided.  Their  prevalence  in 
foreign  countries  is  generaUy  admitted. 
We  have  examples  of  a  like  state  of 
things  in  a  part  of  England  where  there 
is  a  law  in  existence  not  very  dissimilar 
in  its  operations  to  that  which  would  be 
introduced  by  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend 
— the  county  of  Kent  where  there  is  the 
law  of  gavelkind.  [Mr.  Locke  Kma  : 
It  is  quite  different.  J  I  know  it  is  dif- 
ferent in  a  great  many  detaUs,  but 
the  point  of  similarity  between  this  Bill 
and  the  law  of  gavelkind  is  that  both 
chop  up  the  estates  of  those  who  die 
intestate,  and  that  ia  the  question  on 
which  I  am  now  insisting.  I  have  per- 
sonal experience  of  the  working  of  gavel- 
kind, for  I  live  in  that  county ;  and  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  small  pro- 
perties there  are  divided  and  subdivided 
in  a  way  that  has  produced  great  con- 
fusion, and  that  has  brought  about  a 
state  of  things  which  is  not  wholesome 
Mr.  £ere»ford  Hope 
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either  for  the  beneficiaries  or  for  their 
neighbours.  I  sought  the  opinion  of  a 
gentleman  who  has  long  been  a  solicitor 
in  Kent,  and  who  has  a  wide  acquaint- 
ance with  the  circumstances  of  the 
county,  and  I  will  read  to  the  House 
an  extract  from  a  letter  which  I  have 
received  &om  him  on  the  eabject.  He 
says — 

"In  my  eiperisnoe  I  hiiTe  known  tmnjeat* 
ivhere  arnatl  proporties  of  gsvelliiDd  tenure,  wbioh 
preTaili  in  thii  oounty,  ha<e  deMended  throngli 
the  iaMsCso;  of  the  owner." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stroud 
stated  that  intestacy  in  the  case  of  a 
landed  proprietor  was  very  rare,  I  be- 
lieve, on  the  contrary,  it  is  very  common. 
The  letter  goes  on — 

"  It  descends  to  numeroai  bodi,  sod  the  chil- 
dren &Qd  grandohildren  of  decoued  hoUi,  and  in 
other  M«e9  to  brothen  and  tba  desoendanti  of 
dooeaaed  brotben,  aome  being  Inhnti,  and  otbart 
abroad,  or  loit  light  of,  and  msrried  women,  and 
the  benefit  to  them  in  snooeeding  to  thew  un- 
divided and,  in  aome  eaios,  iDfinilmimall]r  amalt 
■hares  baa  been  Terj  queitionable,  while  the  elded 
■on,  or  eldeal  brother,  had  he  alone  loheriCed, 
would  bare  derired  an  adTantageoaa  BaooeMitm. 
And  the  praotjaal  reault  hu  baea  that,  throogh 
the  diBBbititf  or  abienoe  of  some  of  Che  partiei, 
and  diaagreementa  and  litigation  between  otben, 
the  propsrtiea  have  been  onaaleable  for  very  many 
7ean,  except,  indeed,  in  amall  ondirided  ibarei : 
and  the  eipenaea  attending  the  lalea,  and  of 
making  out  the  numeroua  title*,  have  bean  enor- 
moualj  inoreaaed." 

Now,  as  I  pointed  out,  the  2nd  clause 
of  the  Bill  empowers  the  administrator 
to  divide  or  apportion  the  land,  if  so  de- 
sired, by  way  of  partition  among  the 
different  parties,  and  it  empowers  him,  if 
necessary,  to  apply  to  the  (Jjurt  of  Ohnn- 
eery,  and  bring  ttie  Court  of  Chancery 
to  bear  upon  these  small  properties  by 
way  of  helping  out  their  distribution. 
My  hon.  Friend  can  hardly  be  serioOB  in 
such  a  proposition.  But  there  is  another 
demon  lurking  in  this  Bill  which  wa 
must  drag  out  into  the  light  of  day. 
Those  who  have  considered  the  pro- 
visions of  this  BiU  are  of  opinion  that 
under  it  the  properties  will  become  liabla 
to  both  the  probato  and  the  legacy  duty 
— not,  be  it  remarked,  the  succesacm, 
but  the  more  burdensome  legacy  duty. 
So  much  for  the  aspect  of  uie  Bill  as 
the  yeoman's  measure.  But  there  ia 
another  class  of  small  properties  whidi 
it  will  considerably  affect,  W^e  all  knov 
that  of  late  years  a  tystem  has  been 
going  on,  especially  in  tiie  outskirts  al 
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our  imnnifacturmg  towns,  of  laying  out 
pIotB  of  land  for  building  purposee 
tltrou^  the  operation  of  the  Freehold 
Jjaud  BocietieB  which  hare  been  set  up 
partly  from  politiosl  motivee — laudable 
and  legitimate  political  motives  I  freely 
grant — and  putly  estabtiehed  by  bene- 
volent persona  on  social  consideratianB, 
in  order  to  enable  a  poor  man  to  be  the 
owner  of  his  own  house.  The  direct 
tendency  of  this  Bill  must  be  to  force 
sutJi  properties  into  the  market.  Who, 
then,  would  be  the  purchaser  7  Will  it 
be  BOme  other  operatire— a  man  who 
has  made  a  little  money  in  the  way  of 
hk  trade  and  who  would  like  to  be  a 
&eeholder?  The  more  likdy  chance 
would  be  that  it  would  fall  into  the 
hands  of  some  speculative  builder  or 
BcmLO  sharp  lawyer  in  the  town.  These 
sodetiea  may  be  good  or  bad  in  them- 
selves, but  in  no  long  space  of  time  the 
effect  of  the  BiU  of  my  hon.  Friend  wiU 
be  to  hand  the  allotments  over  to  the 
builder  and  the  attorney,  and  to  peopli 
Uiem  with  tenants  instead 


glad  that  my  hon.  Friend 
believes  so  strongly  in  1b.e  sacred  right 
of  making  wills  and  upholds  the  re- 
spect which  is  due  to  a  testator's 
wiahes.  These  are  points  on  which  he 
and  I  agree.  We  agree  in  equally  re- 
pudiating that  worst  of  aU  forms  of 
tyranny — the  law  which  exists  in  France 
and  which  prevents  a  man  &om  dis- 
poeing  of  his  own  property  as  he  pleases. 
But  I  appeal  to  the  oonunon  sense  of 
my  hon.  Friend  and  of  those  who  sup- 
port him,  whether  by  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  they  are  not  inevitably  im- 
pelling usinthedirectionof  that  foreign 
system.  At  present,  public  opinion 
with  us  justifies  the  man  who  does  not 
make  a  will  if  be  desires  his  eldest  son 
to  inherit.  Public  opinion  also  justifies 
the  man  who  makes  a  will,  though 
thereby  he  damnifies  the  interests  of  ms 
eldest  son,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
is  better  in  every  respect  that  the  tem- 
per of  public  opinion  throughout  the 
country  should  remain  in  this  plastic 
and  ratjonal  condition.  It  is  alike  just 
and  tolerant.  It  equally  applauds,  jus- 
tifies, and  upholds  the  man  who  does, 
and  the  man  who  does  not  make  a  will. 
It  sees  no  harm  in  a  "eon  and  heir,  "and 
it  recognizes  partition.  But  let  this  Bill 
pass,  and  Hien  the  making  of  a  will,  which 
involves  heirship,  will  be  denounced 
as  un&ir  and  antagonistic  to  the  tes- 


tator's family.  Public  opinion,  or  rather 
public  gossip  will  point  at  him  and  say 
— "That  man  has  made  his  will,  and  cut 
off  those  fine  fellows  who  were  his  natu- 
ral heirs."  Thus  there  would  soon  grow 
up  a  spurious  public  opinion  in  the 
country  which  would  retiise  to  the  testa- 
tor the  power  of  making  his  own  will 
according  to  his  own  opinions,  and  this 
tyranny  of  new  prejudice  would  tend  to 
bring  into  contempt  and  thus  to  under- 
mine the  system  of  inheritance  which  has 
struck  such  deep  roots  in  the  institutions 
of  the  country. 

I  have  hitherto  discussed  this  question 
from  the  poor  man's  side,  and  shown 
cause  why  I  believe  that  it  will  deeply 
injurs  those  for  whose  benefit  my  hon. 
Friend  has  introduced  it — the  peasant 
proprietors.  I  now  turn  to  the  larger 
proprietors.  I  have  already  shown  that 
the  tendency  of  the  Bill  must  be  to 
accumulate  land  in  the  hands  of  the 
wealthy  and  ambitious  man,  who,  with 
his  eyes  open  the  to  course  of  events, 
will  be  ready  to  snap  up  every  bit 
of  property  which  comes  into  the  mar- 
ket. But  will  it  stop  there?  Will  it 
not  also  tend  to  discourage  that  which 
ought  to  be  supported  as  the  healthy 
condition  of  this  country — I  mean  the 
diffusion  of  moderate  estates,  well  culti- 
vated, and  with  a  liuy;e  amount  of  money 
spent  upon  them  P  We  ought  not  to  for- 
get that  England,  while  great  in  wealth 
and  power,  is  yet  small  in  area.  8o  long 
as  we  lived  under  a  system  of  Protection 
— ^which,  for  my  own  part,  I  am  heartily 
glad  has  been  swept  &om  the  face  of  the 
earth — wo  lived,  to  a  large  extent,  in  a 
fool's  paradise,  and  our  eyes  were  blind 
to  the  future.  But  the  increase  of  com- 
merce, the  increase  of  Free  Trade,  and  the 
knowledge  that  the  wheat  lands  of  Illi- 
nois and  of  Russia  are  as  much  our  own 
for  all  the  purposes  of  production  as  are 
the  grounds  of  Kent  or  Leiceetershire, 
are  working  their  effect.  These  facts, 
the  knowledge  of  onr  great  mercantile 
wealth,  and  of  the  commercial  force  of 
the  country,  combined  with  a  clearer 
appreciation  of  the  small  acreage  of  the 
kingdom,  and  the  consequent  insuffioi- 
eni^  of  its  soil  to  feed  its  people,  are 
becoming  every  day  more  apparent  to  us. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  direct  ownersliip  of 
land  in  England  is  becoming  every  day 
more  and  more  to  its  possessors  one 
of  the  profitable  luxuries  of  life  rather 
than,  as  in  olden  times,  before  England 
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haa  cast  it,  unless  be  hinuelf  pleases 
to  rule  otherwise.  He  is  able  to  re- 
gpard  this  solid  fact  as  the  backbone  of 
all  his  troDsactioaB.  Supposing  he  wishes 
to  raise  money  as  a  portion  for  his  chil- 
dren or  for  his  widow,  the  title-deeds  of 
his  land  will  be  the  best  security  that  he 
can  give  for  it.  But  pass  this  BiU,  and 
leave  the  property  to  the  chance  of  its 
heinR  cut  up  hy  the  accident  of  a  man's 
not  having  made  his  will,  and  do  you 
think  that  the  conmiercial  classes  will 
then  deal  with  the  land  with  the  same 
sense  of  security  that  they  now  do  ? 
Do  ^u  think  that  they  will  look  upon 
it  with  the  same  satisfaction  ?  Do  you 
think  that  they  will  appreciate  land, 
either  as  a  holding  or  as  a  security,  to 
the  extent  at  which  they  now  valne  it  f 
The  land  may  be  there  as  a  security, 
but  let  an  intestacy  come,  and  distri- 
bution will  hare  to  be  made  and  chargea 
paid  off.  But  there  is  stiU  worse  be- 
hind. A  great  ancestral  estate  with  ail 
its  condttioae  and  all  the  institutions  that 
have  grown  up  round  it,  may  pass  out 
of  the  hands  oi  the  family  by  the  visita- 
tion of  Providence,  not  by  the  laehet  of 
man.  Take  the  case  of  proper^  which 
is  held  by  an  infant  or  a  lunatic.  Aa 
accident  by  rail  or  in  the  street  might 
bring  to  the  ground  our  most  ancient  and 
honoured  houses,  through  no  faultof  man, 
and  yet  the  catastrophe  would  spread  ruia 
and  desolation  through  the  homestead 
and  the  cottage.  1  have  received  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman,  detailing  a  case  of 
hardship,  which  I  shall  bring  before  the 
House.  I  think  it  is  as  real  a  grievance 
as  any  of  those  which  have  been  brought 
forwwl  on  the  other  side.  My  corres- 
pondent is  heir  to  an  estate  that  is  at 
present  held  by  a  person  of  unsound 
mind.  He  has  under  the  actual  law  a 
moral  certainty  of  inheriting  that  estate ; 
butif  this  Bill  should  pass  he  has  not  even 
the  certainty  of  possessing  his  fraction  of 
it,  for  he  is  heir  at  law,  not  next  of  kin. 
But  the  hardship  goes  stiU  fiirther,  for 
his  father,  relying  in  the  continuance  of 
the  present  state  of  things,  had  provided 
for  his  other  children  out  of  his  own 
resources;  but,  in  the  belief  that  his 
eldest  son  would  inherit  the  estate,  made 
no  provision  for  him.  So,  let  this  BiU 
pass,  and  the  poor  gentleman  will  be 
stripped  of  all  his  expectations  and  turned 
adnft  upon  the  world.  Would  you  call 
that  a  just  stete  of  the  law?  There 
must,  at  least,   be  some  retioepeotiTe 


became,  to  a  great  extent,  a  manufac- 
turing or  a  mining  country,  the  one  ne- 
cessary source  of  life.  In  very  truth,  of 
course  the  land  has  become  a  more 
abundant  source  of  life  than  it  was  in 
simpler  days,  for  more  money  is  now 
turned  round  it,  and  got  out  of  it.  But 
its  life-giving  quahties  are  elicited  by  a 
more  complicated  prowss.  Our  commer- 
cial classes  are  beginning  to  look  upon 
the  acquisition  of  land — I  do  not  mean  an 
undue  acquisition,  but  the  acquisition  of 
moderate  estates — partly  as  a  means 
of  assured  social  position,  and  partly  as 
affording  scope  for  that  mission  of  use- 
fulness and  chari^  to  our  neighbours 
by  giving  them  regular  employment  and 
goc^  pay,  which  all  right-diiuldng  men 
recognize  as  the  responsibility  of  weslth. 
This  England  of  the  I9th  century  is,  on 
a  larger  scale,  becoming  a  reproduction 
of  what  the  Bepublic  of  Holland  was  in 
the  17th  century — the  great  international 
mart  of  the  world,  the  seat  of  commerce, 
where  land,  divided  into  small  portions, 
was  highly  cultivated  and  much  prized, 
and  yet  continued  auzihary  to  the  com- 
mercial wealth  and  enterprise  of  the 
towns  in  which  were  centred  the  staple 
riches  of  the  country.  We  may  shut 
our  eyes  now  to  this  state  of  things, 
but  the  time  for  opening  them  is  at 
hand,  and  we  shall  become  awake  to 
the  fact  that  land  has  become  one  of 
the  means  of  the  an  vivendi,  which  we 
must  study  as  citizens  of  this  large  and 
wealthy  country  if  we  desire  to  make  it 
AiUy  conducive  to  the  nourishment  and 
the  happiness  of  the  people,  by  turn- 
ing on  to  it  the  capital  made  in  com- 
merce or  lucrative  professions.  Grant- 
ing this  premise,  shall  we  not  dis- 
courage this  good  result  if,  hy  our 
legislation,  the  land  becomes  either  too 
minutely  subdivided,  or  too  generally 
gathered  into  those  Uu'ge  accumulations, 
which  the  bailiff  or  steward,  and  not  the 
owner,  must  look  after.  The  present 
system  obviously  encourages  the  system 
of  moderately-sized  estates.  It  fosters 
the  man  who  has  bought  or  inherited 
an  estate — who  has  built  a  house  upon 
it,  and  has  improved  the  land,  turn- 
ing the  heavy  clay  into  a  model  farm, 
and  in  fostering  him  it  sustains  the 
dependento  whom  his  enterprize  has 
created  —  it  gives  biin  assurance  of 
knowing  that  the  estete  will  go  down 
to  those  who  are  to  come  after  him  in 
the  veiy  size  and  fbrm  in  which  he 
Mr.  Btruford  Hope 
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proTiaiona  made  in  case  of  an;  sucli 
alteratioa  of  tlie  law  as  my  hon.  Friend 
proposes,  b;  vhich  each  hardships  as  I 
have  mentioned  may  be  dealt  vith.  No 
doubt  there  is  a  substratum  of  fact  in  the 
^erancea  allied.  The  law  of  tr 
IS  cumbersome,  both  with  regard  to  the 
tntetees  and  to  the  expenses  of  settle- 
ments. But  we  are  in  the  right  way  of 
settling  those  questions  in  the  power  we 
have  given  to  County  Courts,  by  which 
we  have  brought  the  law  nearer  than 
ever  to  every  man's  door.  Let  us  go  on 
as  we  are  doing,  till  we  make  the  draw- 
ing up  of  a  will  so  easy  as  to  be  com- 
prehended by  every  lawx,  and  even  the 
drafting  of  a  setUement  a.  cheap  and 
easy  process.  1£  there  ate  any  difflculties 
in  the  way  that  are  not  already  removed 
they  may  easily  be  smoothed  down  by 
Airther  legislation  based  on  the  old  lines. 
Let  UB,  I  say,  walk  steadily  on  in  this 
oourse  and  the  real  evils,  which  this  Bill 
seeks  to  remove,  will  be  remedied ;  while 
the  giievanceawhich  I  have  pointed  out — 
the  oppression  of  small  holders— the  ac- 
cumulation of  property — the  upsetting  of 
the  credit  of  the  landowners — the  chance 
of  breaking  up  estates,  which  are  the 
grievances  which  this  Bill  would  produce, 
will  not  take  place.  I  trust  the  House 
wiU  act  now  as  it  did  before — as  it  did 
in  1859  and  in  1866— in  1859,  under  the 
advice  of  Falmerston  and  Lewis ;  in 
1 866,  under  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bicbmoud  (Sir  Eoundell 
Palmer),  who,  as  Attorney  General,  earn- 
estly opposed  it,  and  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister  then  Leader  of  the  House,  who 
said  of  this  very  Bill — 

"  I  am  Dot  aware  of  an;  luBlcieDt  rtaioii  for 
the  passing  of  aach  n  Rill  as  thJK,  and  1  am  op- 
poied  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  am  far, 
IioireTer,  rrom  regnrding  lbs  present  Etata  of  the 
law  as  pfrrectlf  taliiraolorj" — [None  of  ni  do.] 
..."  Mj  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Ailomey 
GenernI  has  explained  hia  riews  with  great  force 
and  olearncu,  and,  nitbout  adopting  particular 
eiprestiona  and  eierj  incidentai  Benltment  in  the 
fteneral  views  of  mj  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  Che 
Government— or,  at  an*  rate,  I — heartitj  cdq- 
oar."— {3  Batuard,  etixxiii.,  2007-] 

The  House,  in  1866,  went  to  a  divi- 
eion,  with  those  words  of  the  now 
Prime  Minister  ringing  in  its  ears, 
and  they  rejected  the  Bill  by  a  signal 
majority,  only  84  voting  for  it  and  281 
against  it;  and,  as  the  House  did  then, 
so  I  trust  the  House  will  now  divide 
against  tbia  Bill. 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  vord  "now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months."  —  (Jfr,  BeretforA 
ffopf.) 

Mb.  W.  FOWLER:  I  am  desiiwua, 
Sir,  of  stating  my  reasons  for  supporting 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey 
(Mr.  Locke  King).  I  think  that  the 
aif^uments  which  have  been  advanced 
against  this  Bill  are  extremely  vague 
and  shadowy,  while  the  arguments  in  its 
favour  are  very  clear  and  precise.  I 
confess,  Sir,  tiiat  on  this  subject  my  opi- 
nions have  changed.  There  was  a  time 
when  I  viewed  primogeniture  in  case  of 
intestacy  with  favour,  because  I  thought 
that  it  was  so  associated  with  the  great 
institutions  of  the  country  that  it  could 
not  safely  be  touched ;  but  I  think  I  was 
mistaken  in  this,  and  I  maintain,  that  if 
the  institutions  of  the  country  are  de- 
pendent  on  an  unjust  and  unrighteous 
law,  those  institutions  had  better  look  to 
themselves  in  time.  I  consider  that  the 
law  should  act  fairly  and  justly,  and  I 
think  it  impossible  to  say  that  there  is, 
prtmdfaeie,  any  distinction  between  one 
child  and  another,  as  regards  the  pa- 
rents ;  and,  in  fact,  it  often  happens  that 
a  younger  child,  &om  weakness  of  con- 
stitution,  has  more  claim  than  the  elder 
for  support  and  care.  Sometimes  it  is 
said  that  people  know  the  law,  and  if 
they  do  not  make  wills  it  must  be  sup- 
posed that  they  mean  the  law  to  take  its 
course.  But  this  argument  loses  sight 
of  those  visitations  of  Providence  by 
which  a  man  may  be  suddenly  cut  off  by 
a  railway  accident  or  paralysis,  or  the 
like.  In  such  cases  the  law  may  have  a 
result  which  the  deceased  man  would 
have  utterly  repudiated,  if  he  conld 
speak  his  mind.  The  more  I  think  of 
it,  the  more  convinced  I  am  of  the  in- 
justice of  the  existing  law.  As  waa 
once  said  by  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  no  one  would  dare  to  propose 
such  a  law  as  to  tite  devolution  of  per- 
sonalty ;  and  if  it  is  wrong  as  to  per- 
sonal estate,  how  can  it  be  just  as  to 
land  ?  But  it  is  said  that  land  and  per- 
sonalty differ.  I  admit  they  do,  but  this 
argument,  if  carried  out,  would  prove 
more  than  some  hon.  Members  would 
like,  for  it  would  show  that  strict  settle- 
ments are  more  injurious  in  the  ease  of 
land  than  in  the  case  of  personalty,  be- 
cause, comparatively  speaking,  it  mat- 
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ters  not  who  is  owner  of  persoiial  estate, 
vhile  it  is  of  vast  importance  that  land 
be  held  by  men  who  can  do  it  justice.  I 
desire  to  see  the  land  free,  and  the  more 
easily  it  is  sold  and  allowed  to  pass  from 
hand  to  hand  without  trammels  and 
complications  the  better.  It  is  not  so 
mnch  ^s  law  which  beeps  estates  to- 
giether  as  the  wide  powers  of  settling  land 
which  are  given  by  ovx  law.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  is  a&aid  that  the  land 
of  some  of^  the  small  proprietors  will  be 
sold  if  the  Bill  becomes  law.  This  may 
be  so,  but  I  had  rather  see  the  land  in 
the  hands  of  men  of  means  than  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  go  on  year  after 
y^ear  doing  nothing  to  improve  its  condi- 
tion. The  abaurfity  of  this  law  is  in 
nothing  more  remarkable  than  in  the 
distinction  which  has  been  mentioned 
between  freeholds  and  leaseholds.  As  I 
have  said,  we  are  told  that  there  is  a 
distinction  in  bind  between  land  and 
personal  estate,  and  this  is  used  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  law  now 
und»  discussion.  But  if  I  buy  a  great 
estate,  and  build  on  it  a  great  house, 
and  have  the  conveyance  made  to  me 
for  a  term  of  999  years,  I  should  be 
really  the  absolute  owner  of  the  land, 
and  yet  the  law  would  treat  this  estate 
as  personalty,  and  it  would  pass  to  my 
executor  or  administrator.  JS,  on  the 
other  hand,  t^e  conveyance  were  made 
in  the  usual  form  in  fee,  it  would  pass 
to  my  devisee  or  heir  as  realty.  If  the 
distinction  is  based  on  the  difference 
between  land  and  personalty,  such  a 
state  of  the  law  is  absurd.  But  the  fact 
is  otherwise.  The  truth  is  that  we  have 
obtained  these  distinctions  &om  the 
feudal  system.  That  ^irtem  may  have 
been  very  good  in  its  day,  but  we  cling 
to  all  sorts  of  antiquated  rules  and  dis- 
tinctions which  are  inapplicable  to  the 
present  condition  of  our  society.  An 
hon.  Member  lately  said  that  our  money 
market  is  the  "laughing-stock  of  the 
world."  He  would  have  been  much 
neu'er  the  mark  if  he  had  said  this  of 
our  law  of  real  property.  I  believe,  Sir, 
that  our  law  alone  holds  fast  by  all  these 
refinements  and  absurdities,  and  I  know 
of  no  other  civilised  country  where  such 
a  ^tem  would  be  tolerated.  I  have 
said  that  it  is  not  easy  to  discover  what 
are  the  arguments  against  tlie  Bill  of 
the  hon.  i&mbor  for  Surrey.  One  ar- 
gument is  that  the  instituti<ms  of  the 
country  are  bound  up  with  the  present 
Mr.  IF.  Foirltr 
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law,  and  this  remark  is  ap^ed  espe- 
cially to  the  Peerage.  Now  I  have  not 
BO  bad  an  opinion  of  the  Peerage  as  to 
suppose  that  such  is  the  fact ;  and  I  aak 
the  House  to  remember  that  great  es- 
tates are  kept  together  by  settlements 
and  wills,  which  will  not  be  affected  by 
the  proposed  change  of  the  law.  If  any 
man  says  that  the  extstonoe  of  the  Peer- 
age depends  on  an  unjust  law,  it  is  the 
hardest  thing  that  has  ever  been  said  of 
that  august  body.  Then,  Sir,  some  say 
that  the  change  proposed  would  be  voir 
inconvenient  in  the  case  of  very  smaU 
properties.  It  is  imposaible  to  legislate 
for  any  particular  class  of  promrties. 
We  must  make  a  good  law,  and  leave  it 
to  work  out  its  own  results.  We  cannot 
base  our  legal  system  on  such  distino- 
tions.  Then  we  are  told  that  the  pro- 
posed change  would  lead  to  partition  of 
estates.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  not 
afraid  either  of  subdivision  or  of  aoon* 
mulation.  I  would  leave  things  to  their 
natural  tendency — the  man  of  wealth  to 
get  land,  and  the  man  in  debt  to  get  rid 
of  it.  The  proposed  change  wul  not 
compel  divisions,  for  every  man  will  be 
free  to  make  a  wilL  Much  has  been 
said  against  the  French  law  and  oom- 
pulsory  division.  I  am  opposed  entirely 
to  the  adoption  of  any  such  law,  and  I 
would  far  rather  leave  things  as  they 
are  than  make  any  such  change.  There 
is,  however,  a  good  deal  of  misconcep- 
tion as  to  the  history  of  the  French  law. 
The  fact  is  that  the  subdivision  of  land 
in  France  b^an  before  the  Bevolution, 
as  appears  £r^  Arthur  Young's  famous 
work.  He  estimated  that  one-third  of 
the  whole  kingdom  of  France  was  in  the 
hands  of  reiy  small  proprietors,  who 
were  wretched  cultivators.  This  showed 
that  causes  other  than  the  law  of  the 
present  code  were  in  operation  to  cause 
subdivision  in  France.  As  to  ourselves, 
we  should  remember  that,  as  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
said,  the  country  is  growing  in  wealth, 
and  becoming  more  and  more  commer- 
cial in  its  pursuits,  and  the  tendent^  of 
commerce  is  to  make  all  articles  free, 
whether  land  or  com.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  says  that  the  Bill  will 
tend  to  break  up  the  system  of  creating 
small  freeholds  for  voting  purposes.  He 
has  ui^ed,  too,  that  the  law  should  be 
moulded  to  meet  the  cases  of  certain 
people  who  die  under  age,  and  of  others 
who  die  when  of  unsound  mind ;  but  I 
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Bay  it  would  be  absurd  to  base  our  legal 
system  on  exceptional  cases.  The  ques- 
tion is,  what  &  justice,  common  sense, 
and  right  reason  demand  in  the  matter? 
This  question  must  not  be  dealt  with  in 
a  partial,  nibbling  way,  but  on  broad 
and  sound  principles.  I  wish  to  refer  to 
an  argument  used  some  years  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  ttie  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli).  He 
Boid  that  the  tenure  of  land  was  the 
bulwark  of  the  freedom  of  the  nation. 
That  is  certainly  rather  a  vague  state- 
ment. I  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
freedom  of  the  country  is  not  dependent 
on  the  tenure  either  of  land  or  per- 
aonalty,  but  on  the  intelligence  and  cha- 
racter of  the  people;  and  I  maintain 
that  they  won  their  freedom  against  the 
opposition  of  the  owners  of  land  in  the 
tmte  of  the  Ciril  War,  and  again  when 
the  Free  Trade  etru^le  took  place.  I 
am  convinced  that  tae  more  the  House 
considerB  tliiw  question,  the  more  clear  it 
will  become  that  justice  demands  the 
change  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Surrey.  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
reverse  the  dedsious  to  which  it  has 
come  on  former  occasions,  and  thus  pre- 
vent our  ^stem  of  land  tenure  IronL 
being  disfigured  by  a  provision  which  is 
contrary  ^ike  to  common  sense  and 
conmion  justice. 

Mb.  QOLDNET  observed  that  the 
lost  speaker  had  said  the  law  should  be 
based  on  common  sense  and  justice.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Surrey  (Mr.  Locke 
King)  had  laid  down  the  principle  that 
there  should  be  a  just  and  uniform  law 
to  apply  to  all  persona  who  died  intes- 
tate, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Dickenson)  had  stated  that  the  law 
should  be  simple  and  intelligible.  He 
contended  that  the  Bill  before  them  ac- 
complished none  of  these  things.  It 
laid  down  a  principle  in  the  Preamble 
which  might  or  might  not  be  right,  but 
the  whole  scope  of  the  clauses  which  fol- 
lowed was  to  undo  and  qualiiy  that 
principle.  Though  he  thought  it  desir- 
able that  real  eetat«s  should  be  held 
generally  by  the  eldest  members  of 
families,  in  order  to  enooor^^  the 
younger  branches  to  persevere  in  a 
course  which  had  tended  so  much  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country,  going  into 
commerce,  or  swelling  the  tide  of  emi- 
gration, he  admitted  that  the  prcnxmi- 
tjon  contained  in  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill,  tiuit  it  was  expedient  that  the  law 


of  succession  to  real  estate  in  cases  of 
persons  dying  intestate  should  be  the 
some  OS  the  law  of  succession  to  personal 
estate  in  the  like  cases,  was  intelligible 
and  sensible ;  but  before  they  dealt  with 
that  matter  lie  whole  subject  should  be 
considered  together,  and  not  in  Uiis 
isolated  way.  In  1834,  a  Bt^al  Com- 
mission was  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  of  the  laws  affecting  real  property 
— the  laws  relating  to  wOls,  dower,  en- 
tails, and  descents,  and  they  came  to  the 
conolosion  that  those  reel  property  laws 
were  wise  laws.  It  was  absolutel;  es- 
sential, in  dealing  vritb  real  property, 
that  the  law  should  he  dear,  intelligible, 
and  fixed ;  and  though,  in  some  coses, 
the  existing  law  was  onerous  and  op- 
pressive upon  poor  pe^Ie,  still,  on  (£e 
whole,  it  worked  well,  la  the  Preamble 
of  the  BiU  it  was  stated  that,  in  the  case 
of  all  persons  dying  intestate,  the  same 
law  should  apply  to  real  property  as 
applied  to  personal  property,  but  that 
would  lead  to  many  eases  of  great  injus- 
tioe,  for  the  law  of  personal  estate,  as  it 
at  present  existed,  was  most  unsatisfac- 
tory, ia  the  case  of  a  person  who  made 
a  will  and  then  married,  the  marriage 
voided  the  will ;  and  a  stiU  harder  case 
was  tiiat  of  a  widow  having  a  eon  by  her 
first  husband,  but  who,  on  marrying  a 
second  time,  found  tbat  she  had  no 
power  of  making  a  will  and  leaving  her 
property  to  the  child  whom  she  would 
naturally  wish  to  succeed  to  it  without 
the  sanction  of  her  second  husband.  If 
the  husband  did  not  give  his  consent  to 
its  diversion  in  that  way,  the  property 
would  fall  to  him.  Another  hard  case 
was  that  of  a  man  whose  son  had  died 
leaving  a  child.  The  property  in  that 
case  would  not  go  to  the  grandson,  be- 
cause the  grandfather's  brothers  and 
sisters  would  stand  in  equal  relatioiuihip, 
although  the  grandfather  would  natu< 
rally  have  wished  his  grandchild  to  suc- 
ceed. So  much,  then,  for  the  common 
sense  and  common  justice  of  a  measure 
which  would  give  nse  to  such  a  state  of 
things.  In  the  case  of  a  man  who  died 
suddenly,  without  having  time  to  pre- 
pare his  wUl,  although  that  man  might 
have  wished  his  property  to  go  wholly  to 
his  wife,  some  fineeuth  cousin  or  o^er 
remote  relation  might  oome  in  and  share 
it  equally  with  her.  The  feeling  of  the 
people  generally  was  opposed  to  such  a 
measure  as  tfiis,  and  &erefor«  the  BiU 
would  be  inoperative  in  the  great  ma- 
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jority  of  cases  if  it  became  law.  If  such 
a  meaeure  were  poesed  at  all,  it  should 
be  passed  in  the  simplest  form,  and 
without  the  many  restrictioae  which 
were  now  contained  in  it. 

Mb.  liEVESON  GOWER  said,  be 
had  ^reat  pleasure  in  su^orting  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  had  been 
in  favour  of  a  measure  of  this  sort  ever 
since  he  first  considered  the  subject, 
even  when  it  was  viewed  with  more 
dread  than  it  was  at  present.  He  could 
not  a^^e  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  that  this  Bill  tended  to  confisca- 
tion ;  if  he  thought  so,  he  certainly 
would  not  support  it.  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber specially  deplored  the  effect  it  would 
have  on  small  proprietors,  of  whose  con- 
dition he  drew  a  melancholy  picture ; 
but  perhaps  the  best  thing  these  email 
proprietors  could  do  woiUd  be  to  sell 
their  freeholds,  pay  off  their  mortgage 
debt,  and  divide  the  proceeds  among 
their  children.  But  if  they  did  not  wish 
to  do  that,  this  Bill  did  not  prevent  them 
from  retaining  their  freeholds  in  the 
possession  of  their  families.  Any  Bchool- 
master  or  neighbour  could  draw  up  a 
will  securing  the  freehold  to  the  eideHt 
son.  The  supporters  of  this  measure 
were  accused  of  a  desire  to  introduce 
into  this  country  the  succession  law  of 
France;  but  no  one  was  more  opposed 
to  that  law  than  he  was,  believing  as  he 
did  that  it  weakened  parental  authority, 
and  discouraged  at  once  the  accumula- 
tion and  employment  of  capital  by  forced 
sales  of  industrial  undertakings  on  the 
death  of  a  partner.  Ho  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  equal  distribution  of  pro- 
perty among  children,  but  that  was  not 
the  question  which  was  before  the 
House.  The  question  really  was,  not 
between  a  more  or  less  equal  distribu- 
tion, but  between  a  distribution  of  the 
property  and  no  distribution  at  all.  He 
could  never  bring  himself  to  think  it 
just  that  all  the  real  property  in  a  family 
should  go  to  one  individual,  all  bis  bro- 
thers and  sisters  being  left  entirely  des- 
titute. Ha  was  in  favour  of  a  man 
leaving  the  bulk  of  his  property  to  his 
eldest  son,  and  well  educating  his 
younger  sons,  so  tliat  they  might  make 
their  own  fortunes;  but  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  opinion  which  was  em 
raged  by  the  law  that  the  eldest  son  had 
a  natural  right  to  the  proper^  of  his 
father.  He  oould  notconoeivo  now  the 
J/r.  Goldafy 
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present  law  of  intestacy  could  be  de- 
fended. He  was  sure  that  if  they  were 
called  upon  in  the  present  day  to  legis- 
late in  a  matter  of  this  kind  for  a  new 
country,  no  one  would  be  found  topro- 
pose  the  adoption  of  such  a  law.  There 
were  many  cases  in  which  men  with 
colossal  fortunes  had  died,  and  many  of 
their  nearest  relations  had  been  left 
almost  in  penury.  If  a  parent  made  no 
will,  the  State  should  take  care  that  the 
property  was  equally  divided  among  the 
children.  It  was  said  this  measure 
would  be  subversive  of  the  aristocracy. 
He  altogether  denied  that  such  would 
be  the  result.  The  aristocracy  had 
ample  means  to  secure  their  position 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Bill,  and 
could  never  be  benefited  by  the  mainte- 
nance of  laws  which  were  unjust. 

Mb.  G.  GEEGOKT  said,  the  opera- 
tion of  such  a  measure  would  be  infini- 
tesimally  small.  So  long  as  we  had 
succession  to  hereditary  rank,  we  should 
have  succession  to  large  landed  pro- 
perties, and  no  people  were  more  dis- 
posed to  give  effect  to  that  principle 
than  those  who  had  gathered  together 
their  property  by  their  own  exertions. 
It  had  been  said  that  any  echoolmaster 
or  neighbour  could  draw  up  a  will,  but 
such  wills  did  not  do  so  much  good  to 
anyone  as  to  the  legal  profession,  for  it 
was  no  easy  thing  to  make  a  will,  and 
especially  a  will  dealing  with  real  pro- 
perty. He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr, 
Beresford  Hope)  had  correctly  described 
the  measure  as  one  tending  to  the  con- 
fiscation of  small  properties.  How  could 
such  properties  be  divided  except  by 
sale  ?  They  would  have  to  be  realised 
at  all  hazards.  The  effect  would  be  the 
aggrandizement  of  large  estates,  while 
the  expenses  would  almost  eat  up  the 
small  properties  thus  brought  to  the 
hammer.  With  these  views  he  felt 
obliged  to  oppose  the  Bill. 

Ma.  BUXTON  said,  he  should  sup- 
port  the  Bill.  The  great  argument  now 
used  against  it  was  that  it  would  destroy 
small  properties  ;  but  the  main  fear  of 
the  Conservative  party  in  previous  years 
with  regard  to  such  a  measure  had  been 
the  very  reverse — that  it  would  lead  to 
the  breaking  up  of  large  properties.  He 
thought  it  was  a  great  mistake  to  treat 
this  as  a  slight  and  unimportant  mea- 
sure. Perhaps  its  direct  effect  might 
not  be  very  great,  but  as  regarded  tb« 
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principles  that  underlay  it  and  its  ulta-l 
mate  tendenciee,  the  step  vhich  it  was 
proposed  to  take  was  one  of  no  small 
consequence.  The  existing  law  took  its 
rise  in  a  state  of  thin^  very  different 
from  that  of  our  own  day,  and  was  no 
longer  in  harmony  with  our  social  con- 
dition. It  originated  in  the  days  of 
feudalism,  end  was,  no  doubt,  a  neces- 
sary support  of  the  social  system  founded 
on  feudality,  but  being  out  of  gear  with 
the  present  state  of  thmgs,  many  of  its 
reaulta  were  anomalous  and  absurd.  For 
example,  thanks  to  the  building  societies, 
we  had  in  England  at  the  present  time 
some  hundreds  of  thousands  of  tiny 
freeholds,  all  of  which  came  imder  the 
away  of  this  law.  Ho  that  if  these  little 
proprietors  omitted  to  make  a  will,  after 
having  thus  invested  the  savings  of  their 
life,  instead  of  their  having  made  a  pro- 
vision for  their  families,  the  eldest  son 
was  treated  as  if  he  was  the  heir  of  a 
great  feudal  estate,  and  stepped  into 
possession  of  his  father's  earnings ;  his 
brothers  and  sisters  were  turned  out  un- 
provided for  into  the  world.  He  had 
himself  seen  the  absurdity,  or  rather,  he 
should  say,  the  cruelty,  with  which  the 
law  constantly  acted  in  this  respect.  One 
of  his  own  gamekeepers,  for  example, 
an  industrious  and  saving  man,  not  long 
ago  purchased  a  cottt^  and  garden  witb 
the  savings  of  his  life.  Unhappily  he 
died  not  long  after,  leaving  a  widow  and 
family  of  young  children,  the  youngest 
of  whom  was  a  little  boy.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  this  little  property  was 
now  in  trust  for  this  little  heir,  while  his 
motber  and  he  himself  and  his  brothers 
and  sisters  were  plunged  into  extreme 
poverty.  He  must,  however,  candidly 
own  that  it  was  very  easy  to  imagine 
cases  in  which,  if  the  law  were  altered 
as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Locke  King) 
desired,  a  very  great  hardship  would  be 
inflicted  by  the  compulsory  sale  of  little 
freeholds,  when  the  proprietor  died  with' 
out  making  a  will,  in  the  full  assump- 
tion that  his  eldest  son  would  inherit  it 
from  him  as  he,  perhaps,  had  inherited 
it  before,  It  seemed  to  him,  however, 
that  if  this  Bill  were  carried  any  danger 
of  that  sort  might  be  greatly  diminished 
by  a  provision  into  the  details  of  which 
he  would  not  enter ;  but  to  the  effect  that 
in  case  of  anyone  dying  intestate  the 
real  property  (iould  not  necessarily  be 
sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  family, 
but  that  the  eldest  son  should  have  the 
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option  of  taking  possession  of  it,  paying 
an  annual  percentage  on  its  value  to  the 
other  members  of  the  family.  But,  in 
truth,   whatever  the  law  was,  ifr-would 

impossible  to  avoid  serious  incon- 
where,  either  from  ignorance, 
procrastination,  or  negligence,  or  any 
other  cause,  a  man  died  without  making 
a  disposition  of  his  property.  He  did 
not  himself  think  that  cases  that  might 
be  alleged  on  either  side  as  to  such  in- 
convemenees  were  very  much  to  be  con- 
sidered. It  was  very  diificult  to  reckon 
up  the  possibilities  of  hardship  on  either 
side,  and  then  to  strike  a  balance  be- 
tween them.  But  wiiat  they  could  do 
and  what  they  ought  to  do  was,  that 
when  the  father  of  the  family  had  gone 
without  making  any  disposition  ot  hia 
property,  so  that  the  Legislature,  as  it 
were,  stepped  into  the  place  of  the  parent 
and  had  to  act  for  the  benefit  of  the 
children,  it  should  do  that  which  was 
most  just  and  most  fair  with  respect  to 
them.     Now,  could  it  be  just,  could  it 

fair,  that  in  such  a  case  the  law 
should  select  the  eldest  son,  and  give 
him  the  whole  of  the  real  property  with- 
out making  any  provision  for  the  younger 
children  ?  The  very  fact  that,  as  re- 
garded personal  property,  the  law  made 
an  equal  and  fair  distribution  of  it 
among  the  children  was  an  admission 
on  the  part  of  the  law  that  this  was  what 
true  justice  required.  The  distinction 
between  real  and  personal  property  in 
these  days  of  multifarious  inveatmenta 
had  become  one  so  utterly  artificial — one 
he  had  almost  said  so  preposterous — that 
he  could  not  see  how  it  was  to  be  main- 
tained. The  line  drawn  by  the  law  had 
no  foundation  in  reality.  The  question 
which  this  Bill  undoubtedly  raised  was 
whether  the  law  of  England  should  be  on 
the  side  of  a  greater  division  of  landed 
property,  or  was  to  go  on  fostering  its 
accumulation  in  fewer- and  fewer  hands. 
Kot  that  this  Bill  would  give  any  sudden 
violent  wrench  to  the  habits  of  the  people. 
Its  direct  operation  would  probably  be 
confined  to  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  cases,  and  those  not  of  striking  im- 

Eort.  That  in  the  long  run  it  would 
ave  great  influence  in  preventing  the 
excessive  accumulation  of  landed  estates 
in  a  few  hands  was  certain;  but  it 
would  do  this  through  its  gradual  and 
gentle  influence  on  public  opinion.  The 
fact  that  Parliament  had  passed  this 
Bill,  and  had  thus  deliberately  set  its 
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face  against  the  ayBtem  of  leaviao;  pro- 
perty to  the  eldest  eon,  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  younger,  would  ia  reality  prove 
to  be  «  sentence  of  condemnation  pro- 
noouoed  upon  that  system.  He  &ankly 
owned,  however,  that  in  a  vast  number 
of  ioBtanoes,  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
the  proprietor  to  break  through  the 
coetom  of  primogeniture.  Where,  for 
example,  tnere  waa  a  great  country 
house  to  keep  up,  with  all  the  immen- 
sity of  intersflts  that  gathered  round  it, 
it  was  matter  of  necessity  almost  for 
tJie  eldest  son  to  have  the  main  part 
of  the  income,  otherwise  two-thirds  of 
the  country  houses  in  England  would 
have  to  be  shut  up.  But  that  was  no 
a^ument  against  vob  BiU,  which  would 
not  force  any  man  to  dense  his  pro- 
perty in  a  way  unsnited  to  his  own 
case.  All  it  would  do  would  be  to  foster 
the  public  opinion  which  in  time  would 
tend  to  prevent  that  piling  up  of  landed 
propertieB  which  had  hitherto  been  so 
na^ed  a  characteristio  of  onr  social 
state.  Those,  of  course,  who  liked  to 
see  the  accumulation  of  land  in  a  few 
hands,  those  who  thought  that  the  vast- 
nesa  of  our  landed  estates  was  the  pride 
and  glory  of  England,  and  the  main 
prop  of  our  social  ^stem,  were  right  to 
fight  tooth  and  nail  against  a  measure 
which,  however  genuy  and  however 
slowly,  must,  in  the  long  run,  tend  to- 
wards the  Bubrersion  of  those  habits  of 
mind  from  which  that  system  had  sprung. 
For  his  part  he  was  persuaded  mat  it 
was  a  i&ngeroufi  feature  in  our  social 
syeiffta  that  the  possession  of  land  was  a 
privil^ie  enjoyed  by  so  minute  a  mino- 
rity, a  minority  too,  which,  most  unhap- 
pily, was  continually  on  the  decrease. 
No  doubt  they  might  bring  statistice 
to  show,  aa  toe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckingham  shire  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  in  answer  to  Mr.  Qoldwin 
Smith,  brought  st^tistica  to  show  that  the 
number  of  freeholders  was  not  less  but 
greaterthaninthedaysof  Hampden;  but 
those  statistioB  were  utterly  faUacious. 
They  were,  in  fact,  a  mere  play  upon 
words.  The  complaint  was  that  the  land 
in  this  country  was  in  poeeeaeion  of  so  lew 
proprietors,  and  this  complaint  was  not 
met  by  the  fact  that  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  great  towns  tiny  little  patches  of 
rnnd  were  sold  as  freeholds,  simply 
the  purpose  of  biulding  houses  upon 
them.  That  could  only  nominally  be 
any  ootrective  to  this  great  evil.   Ex.- 
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eluding  those  building  societies,  he  be- 
lieved he  wae  within  the  mark  in  say- 
ing that,  while  England  alone  contained 
32,000,000  acres  of  land,  and  more  than 
20,000,000  of  people,  those  who  could 
properly  be  called  owners  of  land 
amounted  to  little  more  than  1  SO,  000  pw- 
sona.  They  all  knew  very  well  that  there 
were  whole  counties  in  England  and  in 
Scotland  which,  with  some  trumpety 
exceptiona,  were  possessed  by  some  half- 
dozen,  or  even  fewer,  great  proprietors, 
whose  possesBions  coidd  not  so  fitly  be 
called  estates  as  principalitiee ;  while  the 
younger  branches  of  the  family  were  loo 
poor  in  many  cases  to  marry,  andhad  to 
look  elsewhere  for  support.  Now,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  feehng  of  hostility  to- 
wards those  great  possessors,  nor  did  he 
think  that  any  man  was  so  absurd  as  to 
dream  of  any  scheme  for  their  ftnoible  dis- 
establishment and  disendowment;  but  he 
did  think  that  if,  without  any  violence 
whatever,  through  the  benign  action  of  a 
wise  law  on  public  opinion,  tbey  oould 

rtn  the  eyes  of  the  nation  to  the  mis- 
ela  arising  &om  a  slavish  eubmission 
to  the  custom  of  primogeniture,  tliat 
would  be  well  for  the  proprietors  them- 
selves and  for  the  whole  country.  Was  it 
a  sound  or  wholesome  state  of  things  Uiat 
in  a  multitude  of  cases,  estates,  fax  se- 
parate &om  each  other— each  with  its 
own  country  house  upon  it — should  ao- 
ciunulate  in  the  hands  of  one  man  in- 
stead of  each  being  under  the  rule  of  its 
own  separate  master  ?  And  yet  this  was 
the  inevitable  effect  of  the  system.  He 
could  produce  a  multitude  of  examples, 
but  it  would  suffice  to  mention  that  tnere 
were  three  hon.  Members  of  tliat  House 
whose  fathers  owned  among  them  twenty- 
four  castles  and  firatr^aae  mansions.  Of 
course  he  should  not  be  suspected  for  a 
moment  of  mentioning  this  as  any  cause 
of  complaint  against  those  proprietors. 
They  were  all  men  most  highly  and  most 
deservedly  respected,  and  were,  he  be- 
lieved, excellent  and  improving  land- 
lords. But  he  asked,  was  the  system  a 
good  one  which  produced  this  accumula- 
tion of  great  estates,  widely  apart  ixoin 
each  other,  in  the  same  hands,  by  which 
means  there  was  created  in  many  parts 
England  that  which  had  been  Ibe 
bane  of  Ireland — the  absenteeism  of  the 
of  the  soil  ?  He  would  put  it  to 
any  man  of  oommoa  candour  which 
would  be  best  and  happiest  for  all  par- 
ties concerned — that  a  whole  bunch  of 
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great  estates  should  be  tlie  appanage  of 
a  single  man,  or  that  thej  ehoiild  be  di- 
vided amoae  the  members  of  the  family? 
Was  it  not  aiaaslrous  to  the  fhrmers  and 
other  tenants  on  the  property  that  their 
^  landlord  shoidd  bo  a  stranger  to  them 
instead  of  living  in  the  midst  of  them, 
taking  apersonal  interest  in  the  manage- 
ment of  hie  property  ?  It  was — and  he 
spoke  on  this  point  from  what  he  had 
eeen  again  and  again — it  vaa  not  leas 
than  a  calamity  to  the  poorer  classes,  to 
the  peasantry,  that  the  owner  of  their 
cottages  should  live  far  &am  them,  and 
that  they  should  not  enjoy  the  immense 
advantage  of  his  personal  superintend- 
ance,  and  still  more,  perhaps,  that  of 
his  family,  over  their  little,  but  to  them 
aU  important,  concerns.  The  school, 
the  church,  the  whole  system  of  self- 
government  suffered,  while  to  the  whole 
neighbourhood,  to  the  tradesmen,  to 
every  one  near,  it  was  obviously  a  most 
serious  loss  to  have  the  great  country 
seat  of  the  place  shut  up  from  year's  end 
to  year's  end,  or  only  occupied,  perhaps, 
a  month  or  two  in  the  shooting  season. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  stagnation, 
the  want  of  progrras  in  many  parte  of 
England,  the  de^^ed  condition  of  the 
agncultural  labourers,  and  the  scanda- 
lous state  of  too  many  of  their  homes, 
was  in  a  large  degree  owing  to  that  ac- 
cmnulation  of  land  in  a  few  hands  whidk 
many  seemed  to  look  upon  as  such  a  glo- 
riouB  thing.  He  confessed  himself  an 
advocate  of  a  fiu-  greater  division  of  the 
land.  He  did  not  want  to  attain  that 
end  by  any  rash  or  violent  means.  All 
he  sought  was  that  we  should  remove 
those  artificial  ohstades  which  the  law 
direw  in  the  way  of  the  natural  ten- 
dency to  subdivision.  N'othing  could 
be  more  preposterous  than  to  suppose 
that  those  who  advocated  this  polity 
were  revolutionists.  Nothing  cotdd  so 
much  strengthen  the  landed  class,  no- 
thing conld  add  so  much  to  the  safety  of 
our  whole  socia]  system,  as  the  removal 
of  those  flagrant  inequalities  of  condi- 
tion which  were  the  direct  creation  of 
human  law.  When  the  nation  had  to 
act  M  loeo  parentis  it  should  act  justly ; 
and  what  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
aimed  at  was  to  restore  a  more  natural 
and  just  tone  of  feeling  with  respect  to 
the  disposition  of  property,  and  to  put 
the  law  of  the  land  mto  harmony  with 
the  instinctive  dictates  of  parental  affec- 
ti<m. 
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8m  HENRY  HOABE  stud,  he  w»uld 
beg  as  a  landowner  and  inheritor  of  set- 
tled property  to  say  a  few  words.  He 
thought  it  would  be  an  act  of  blindness 
on  both  aides  of  the  House  if  they  did 
not  support  the  Bill,  which  was  simply 
ameasureof  justice.  It  might  be  thought 
by  some  that  the  lands  being  held  in 
large  quantity  and  in  but  few  hands  was 
a  buttress  of  the  Constitation  j  but  he 
rather  considered  it  a  weakness.  By 
increasing  the  number  of  lauded  pro- 
prietors tney  would  increase  the  numbers 
of  the  national  garrison.  It  was  ui^^ 
that  the  area  of  Uus  country  was  limited ; 
but  it  was  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
population  was  daily  increasing,  and 
there  was  an  absolute  need  for  some 
alteration  in  the  present  law.  He  con- 
tended that  it  was  a  gross  injustice  to 
widows,  daughters,  and  younger  eons 
to  deprive  them  of  all  shue  in  property 
which  ought  properly  to  be  used  for 
their  sustonanoe. 

Mb.  0.  0.  MORGAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  conld  be  said  that  a  man's  eldest 
son  had  a  greater  claim  upon  him  than 
the  rest  of  his  family.  If  the  law  of 
primogeniture  were  defended  at  all,  it 
must  be  defended  upon  the  ground  of 
pubhc  policy;  and  some  very  strong 
reason  must  be  advanced  for  contra- 
vening a  law  of  nature  by  preferring 
the  eldest  to  all  the  other  children.  In 
feudal  times,  when  England  was  a  forti- 
fied camp,  it  was  essential  that  the  land 
should  be  concentrated  in  the  hands  of 
as  few  persons  as  possible ;  but  though 
the  reason  for  the  law  hod  disappear^, 
the  law  itself  remained.  He  had  lis- 
tened in  vain  for  any  valid  reason  in 
favour  of  the  present  law,  except  that 
it  had  existed  mx  several  hundred  years. 
Land  in  this  country  was  every  day  be- 
coming more  and  more  a  rich  man's 
luxury,  and  t^t  growing  tendency  of 
our  social  system  was  altogether  inde- 
pendent of  legislation.  All  other  nations 
had  adapted  their  land  laws  to  the  spirit 
of  the  times;  but  England  still  clung 
tenaciously  to  an  obsolete  and  pernicious 
system.  The  cases  were  very  rare  in 
which  a  parent  made  an  eldest  sOn  sole 
heir ;  but  he  had  known  many  cases  in 
which,  from  the  neglect  of  a  small  landed 
proprietor  to  make  a  will,  his  widow  and 
family  had  been  left  penniless.  A  man 
having  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
travelled  to  a  solicitor  to  have  it  invested 
in  land.    Having  completed  the  trans- 
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aotion,  lie  was  unfortunately  killed  on 
the  return  journey,  and  the  property  he 
had  just  purchased  all  went  to  the  eldest 
son,  to  tho  exclusion  of  a  large  family 
of  younger  children.  Had  the  man 
been  killed  vhilst  going  to  the  lawyer 
bis  money  would  have  been  equally  di- 
vided ;  but  the  other  contingency  having 
happened,  one  child  was  enriched,  and 
the  rest  left  paupers.  What  ground 
could  there  be  for  the  distinction  under 
which  property  held  for  1,000  years 
under  lease  went  one  way,  while  pro- 
perty held  on  fee  simple  went  another  ? 
ouch  a  system  could  answer  no  useful 
end  whatever,  and  the  only  wonder  was 
that  it  should  have  lasted  so  long.  He 
trusted  they  would  not  abstain,  even  at 
that  lat«  period  of  the  Session,  from  ex- 
pressing their  condemnation  of  this  law. 
Db.  BAUj  said,  be  dis^reed  both 
with  those  who  held  that  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  would  be  of  limitea  extent, 
and  also  with  those  who  thought  that 
its  provisions  would  be  an  improvement 
in  the  law.  In  his  opinion  the  Bill 
would  effect  an  extensive  change  in  the 
descent  and  devolution  of  property.  It 
was  true  that  in  the  vast  majority  of 
cases  the  landed  proprietor  preferred 
his  eldest  son,  but  why  ?  It  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  law  of  primi^niture. 
Every  eldest  son  knew  that  if  lua  father 
died  without  a  will,  the  law  gave  the 
land  to  him ;  he  looked  upon  the  succes- 
sion as  his  birtbright,  and  the  fkther  was 
reluctant  to  interfere  to  deprive  him  of 
that  which  the  law  made  Ms  birthright. 
On  the  part  of  the  yoimger  obil»fren 
there  was,  on  the  other  hand,  an  ac- 
quiescence in  what  the  law  preferred  as 
uie  cDuree  of  succession.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  upon  intestacy  all  the  childreii 
were  entitled,  the  result  would  be  that 
whenever  a  testamentary  disposition  de- 
prived any  of  a  share,  they  would  feel 
as  if  something  to  which  they  had  a 
right  had  been  taken  away.  The  parent 
would  be  unwilling  by  any  act  of  his 
to  create  this  feeling,  and  in  most  cases 
would  bequeath,  not  to  one,  but  to  all 
his  children.  He  thought  tbere  was  a 
better 'mode  of  redressing  the  evils  and 
anomalies  of  which  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite complained  than  this  Bill  — 
namely,  by  adopting  the  principles  of  a 
Scotch  measure.  Until  recently,  in  Scot- 
land, an  entail  could  not  be  opened  when 
it  was  fixed  in  a  particular  manner. 
Bat  an  Act  was  passed  enabling  each 
Xr.  6.  0.  MbrgtM 
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owner  of  that  entailed  property  to  charge 
it  with  a  life  rent  for  the  widow  and  with 
portions  for  the  younger  children.  Why 
should  they  not  pass  a  real  estate  Act, 
borrowing  that  principle  from  the  Scotch 
law,  and  applying  it  equitably  and  _ 
justly,  not,  as  in  the  Bill,  adopting  the 
principle  of  an  equal  partibility  of  the 
soil,  but  making  a  just  provision  for  the 
widow  out  of  the  value  of  the  soil,  giving 
her  a  life  rent,  which  was  a  more  suitable 
provision  for  a  widow  than  a  portion  of 
the  land,  and  cha^;ing  the  land  for 
younger  children  ?  H  a  landed  estate  in 
cases  of  intestacy  were  chaj^ed  in  the 
act  of  devolution  with  a  given  proportion 
for  the  widow  and  the  younger  children, 
the  hardship  and  anomalies  complained 
of  woiild  be  remedied.  There  was,  there- 
fore, another  mode  beside  that  now  pro- 
posed of  deahng  with  the  only  argument 
of  value  which  could  be  ui^ed  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  by  making  for  the  widow 
and  children  a  provision  proportion- 
ate to  the  value  of  the  soil,  and  which 
could  be  done  by  a  short  and  simple  Act 
of  Farhament,  whereby  the  State  itself 
might  apportion  a  due  amount  relatively 
to  flie  value.  They  were  not  now  dis- 
cussing whether  the  law  of  primogeniture 
was  to  be  maintained  without  alteration, 
but  a  particular  Bill  which  affirmatively 
provided  that  fee  simple  estates  should 
be  divided  exactly  like  personal  property. 
The  question  was  not  whether  the  widow 
and  younger  children  were  to  inherit 
some  provision,  but  whether  it  would  be 
an  improvement  in  the  law  to  give  the 
ownership  of  the  soil  to  a  number  of  a 
family  or  to  one  of  its  members.  The 
arguments  on  this  question  had  very 
often  been  summed  up.  The  subject 
sometimes  was  debated  as  if  it  were  a 
question  between  Conservatives  on  the 
one  hand  and  Liberals  on  the  other. 
There  need,  however,  be  nothing  party 
or  political  in  it.  It  was  very  much  an 
economic  question.  And  hence  it  had 
been  discussed  by  political  economists 
who  had  no  leaning  cither  to  aristocracy 
or  democracy.  Mr.  M'Culloch,  in  a  note 
to  his  edition  of  Adam  Smith,  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  opposed  to  the  scheme  of  equal 
partibility.  Its  tendency  was  to  effect 
a  general  equality  in  society,  and  to  dis- 
courage  industry,  energy,  and  enterprize. 
In  France,  where  this  scheme  had  been 
in  operation,  there  was  a  dead  level  of 
thought  and  feeling  outside  the  citiea, 
because  the  people  clung  to  the  land. 
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and  would  not  embark  in  pnrBuita  which 
expanded,  inviforated,  and  enlightened 
the  mind.  Be^re  the  famine  mey  had 
an  extensive  and  minute  Bubdivision  of 
land  in  Ireland,  and  the  result  had  been 
described  aa  "hute,  potatoes,  and  heg- 
MM."  And  if  tliiB  principle  of  sub- 
diviaion  went  on,  its  tendency  was  to 
lessen  the  holdings,  until  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  proprietore  woiUd  gradually 
be  absorbed  in  the  mere  agricultural 
labourer.  The  lav  of  primogeniture  hod 
many  social  advantages  distinct  from 
agricultural  results,  lor  it  had  turned 
the  younger  sons  of  great  families  in 
this  country  into  commerce,  into  the 
Army,  Navy,  the  Church,  and  the  other 
learned  professions.  These  younger 
sons  had  risen  to  the  highest  ofEtces,  and 
was  not  that  better  than  if  they  had 
looked  forward  merdj  to  holding  a  por- 
tion of  the  soil  ?  He  maintained  that 
England  had  gained  laj^ely  in  her  in- 
stitutiona  by  the  present  law.  What 
was  the  condition  of  farming  In  France  ? 
He  knew  of  no  political  writer  of  emi- 
nence who  asserted  that  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  districts  of  France  was 
advantageous.  The  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  force  the  subdivision  of  property  in 
England,  but  if  it  were  so  advantageous, 
why  did  they  not  force  it  upon  people  ? 
The  fact  was,  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
were  a&atd  of  their  own  principles  and 
distrusted  the  consequences  of  tneir  own 
measure.  They  trusted  to  have  it  miti- 
gated by  the  wisdom  of  the  parent. 
Where  ^e  principle  had  been  enforced 
the  results  had  not  been  favourable.  No 
great  writer,  from  Montesquieu  down- 
wards, had  ventured  to  asseri^  that 
France  was  to  be  placed  before  England 
in  regard  to  the  general  comfort,  inde- 
pendence, and  well-being  of  the  people. 
The  abolition  of  primogeniture  in  France 
had  not  advanced  its  agricultural  im- 
provement. A  succession  by  the  eldest 
son  without  obligation  to  contribute  for 
hia  mother  and  brothers  and  sisters  was 
objectionable,  but  the  measure  he  had 
already  proposed  woiUd  remove  this  ob- 
jection; it  would  preserve  the  principle  of 
permanence  in  the  land,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  do  justice  to  the  widows  and 
younger  children.  It  was  not  to  be  de- 
nied that  there  were  solid  advantages  in 
the  permanence  of  families  caused  by 
primogeniture.  Without  it,  what  per- 
sonal attachment  could  there  be  between 
the  owners  and  occupiers  of  the  soil? 
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They  knew  how  many  evictions  had 
occuixed  in  Ireland,  and  how  little  sym- 
pathy existed  between  the  tenant  and 
the  new  purchaser  who  came  in  to  make 
the  utmost  possible  return  for  his  money. 
The  general  feeling  in  Ireland  was 
strongly  in  favour  ofthe  maintenance  of 
the  old  hereditary  lamilies.  How  would 
the  Bill  operate  when  the  existing  settle- 
ments had  expired  ?  We  should  come  to 
the  condition  of  France.  America  and  the 
colonies  had  been  referred  to  by  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill,  but  they  were  not 
instances  in  point,  because  they  had  an 
unlimited  supply  of  land.  If  this  Bill 
passed  the  prooabihty  was  that  in  a  few 
generations  there  would  be  an  equal 
partition  of  the  soil ;  he  thought  it 
better  for  the  community  that  the  num- 
ber of  owners  of  the  soil  should  not 
be  too  extensive,  and  that  the  younger 
branches  of  a  family  should  be  obliged 
to  engage  in  the  various  occupations  in 
which  they  now  found  employment  ? 
For  this  and  for  the  other  reasons  which 
he  had  already  assigned,  without  enter- 
ing into  any  arguments  founded  upon 
the  political  constitution  of  the  country, 
he  opposed  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Wfe.  HINDE  PALMER  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  could  not  have  read  the 
Bill,  for  he  seemed  to  suppose  that  it 
was  intended  to  provide  for  a  compul- 
sory partition  of  the  land,  as  land  ;  the 
fact  being  that  there  was  a  provision 
whereby  the  land  might  be  sold  and  the 
money  divided  among  those  entitled  to 
share.  He  agreed  in  the  principle  that 
if  the  Legislature  allowed  property  in 
oases  of  intestacy  to  go  to  the  elder  son, 
he  should  be  compellable  by  deed  to  make 
a  provision  for  the  widow  and  portions  for 
the  younger  children.  It  was,  however, 
almost  impossible  to  frame  any  statute 
which  woiud  have  that  feperation.  They 
must  be  guided  by  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty, which  was  always  changing,  and 
the  necessary  inquiries  and  arrangements 
would  involve  the  family  in  ruinous  li- 
tigation. The  law  did  not  and  could 
not  contain  any  compulsory  provision 
for  the  benefit  of  the  widow  and  child- 
ren, and  this  was  an  argument  in  fa- 
vour of  the  present  Bill.  That  which 
the  House  was  now  discussing  was  a 
measure  of  justice  and  right.  The  uni- 
versal practice  of  making  provisions  in 
settlements  for  the  younger  children 
showed  the  general  feeling  that  it  was 
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nojust  ihat  tiie  eldest  eon  should  take 
all.    He  -was  glad  to  see  that  the 
sure  had  not  been  met  on  this 


by  any  of  the  political  denunciatione 
which  had  been  made  against  it  in  for- 
mer timee.     Nothing  had  now  been  eaid 


U  to  danger  to  the  institutions  of  the 
oountry  'which  would  follow  from  it.  Ita 
BUpportere  had  no  political  objects  in 
view,  but  merely  desired  to  enforce  the 
dictates  of  strict  and  natural  justice.  It 
might  perhaps  fallow,  from  the  Bill  be- 
ing carried,  that  a  great  many  smell 
properties  would  be  eold  to  large  hold- 
era  ;  but  that  would  be  a  trifling  matter 
compared  with  this,  that  justice  would 
be  done.  He  believed  it  was  true  that 
this  Bill  would  not  have  an  extensive 
effect  upon  large  properties ; 
reference  to  the  great  majority  of  such 
cases,  the  estates  were  dealt  with  by 
will.  He  had  esamined  statistics  which 
showed  that  the  almost  universal  prac- 
tice in  this  country  was  to  make  wills. 
The  property  that  had  passed  by  will 
during  a  year  was  £34,500,000,  while 
the  property  of  intestates  for  which  let- 
ters of  administration  were  granted, 
amounted  only  to  £3,500,000.  The  pre- 
sent law,  resting  on  no  basis  of  equity 
or  moral  right,  ought  to  be  altered  ;  and 
they  therefore  asked  that  it  should  be 
made  conformable  with  the  law  relating 
to  the  derolutiou  of  personal  estate. 

Me.  HENLEY  said,  the  ai^uments 
used  in  the  debate  had  been  large  and 
wide,  and  had  gone  far  beyond  the  four 
comers  of  the  BiU,  to  which  he  should 
confine  himself.  He  wished,  in  the  first 
place,  to  ask  this  question — whether  the 
number  of  persons  harinp  real  property 
who  were  hkely  to  die  intestate  would 
be  affected  by  the  operation  of  this  BiU  ? 
He  would  also  ask  whether  educated 
parties  were  most  to  be  considered,  or 
that  more  numerous  and  less  informed 
class  who  died  intestate,  whose  inte- 
rests would  be  injuriously  affected,  and 
whose  property  would,  indeed,  be  abso- 
lutely confiscated  by  this  Bill.  He  be- 
lieved that  this  Bill,  in  a  single  genera- 
.tion,  would  abnoat  abolish  the  small 
freeholds  of  this  country.  HisbeHefwae 
that  in  a  generation  it  would  almost 
abolish  that  class  known  as  the  40«. 
freeholders.  The  owner  of  a  cottage 
freehold  was  quite  an  exception  to  his 
class  if  he  made  a  will,  for  there  were  two 
things  that  he  was  not  fond  of— the  tax- 
gatherer  and  the  lawyer.  The  latter, 
Mr.  Sindt  Ftimtr 


unfortunately,  from  his  want  of  educa- 
tion, he  regarded  as  a  bird  of  prey.  If 
this  Bill  passed  the  small  proprietor 
must  have  something  to  do  with  both  the 
lawyer  and  the  tax-gatherer.  He  must 
have  to  do  with  Uie  first  in  making  his 
will,  and  with  the  latter  after  having 
made  it,  inasmuch  as  his  property  would 
be  liable  to  legacy  duly.  In  the  case  of 
the  owner  of  a  cottage  worth  £40  dying 
intestate,  leaving  more  than  one  chili^ 
the  property  would  have  t«  be  sold  in 
order  that  its  proceeds  might  be  divided, 
and  when  the  demands  of  the  lawyers, 
the  surveyor,  and  the  Crown  had  been 
satisfied,  he  should  like  to  know  how 
much  would  be  left  to  be  divided.  And 
what  would  become  of  the  cottage  ? 
Why,  it  would  certainly  fall  into  the 
hsnda  of  the  neighbouring  landowner, 
who  would  give  the  largest  sum  for  it. 
Thus  the  result  of  the  BiU  would  be  to 
extinguish — possibly  in  a  single  genera- 
tion— that  l^ge  and  valuable  class  of 
email  freeholders  which  had  been  created 
in  this  country  with  so  much  trouble  by 
means  of  freehold  land  societies.  Tho 
more  important  properties  in  the  coun- 
try were  so  tied  up  and  secured  by  set- 
tlements and  entails  that  they  would 
not  be  affect«d  by  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  left  them  entirely  out  of  the  question. 
Although  he  did  not  regard  the  Bill,  as 
some  cS  its  opponents  did,  as  a  mere 
step  in  the  direction  of  still  further 
changes,  he  should  oppose  the  second 
reading  on  the  ground  that  the  measure 
would  nave  the  pernicious  effects  he  had 
pointed  out. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  said, 
that  he  had  for  many  years  felt  a  deep 
interest  in  this  question,  and  before  he 
took  Office  his  name  was  on  the  back  of 
a  BUI  of  this  description.  He  thought 
that  this  was  an  excellent  and  admirable 
measure  so  far  as  it  went,  and,  there- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  House  would 
pass  the  second  reading,  so  as  to  afford 
an  opportunity  for  considering  it  in  Com- 
mittee, and  remedying  any  defects  of 
detail  it  might  contain.  The  Bill  had 
been  debated  that  morning  on  considera- 
tions and  arguments  which  went  far 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  measure  itself, 
and  far  beyond  any  objects  that  those 
who  brought  it  forward  had  present  in 
their  minds.  Several  interesting  lee* 
tures  had  been  delivered  that  mominR 
respecting  the  pernicious  effect  whi<£ 
subdivision  would  have  upon  the  eulti- 
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(Hntlemea  the  Member  for  OzfordBbire 

(Mr.  Henley),  said  tlie  meaauie  vould 
lead  to  the  confiscation  of  email  proper- 
ties held  by  peasants,  his  aesumption 
being  that  these  people  gODerally  did 
not  have  title  deeds  and  did  not  make 
wills.  His  (the  Solicitor  General's}  ex- 
perience, as  a  Kevising  Barrister  in 
Somersetshire  and  Devonshire,  however, 
was,  that  in  moat  such  cases  there  were 
title  deeds  and  wiUs,  or  simple  settle- 
ments. His  experience  again,  was,  that 
the  email  holder  had  not  such  an  an- 
tipathy to  the  lawyers  as  the  i^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think.  Whether, 
however,  there  was  or  was  not  such  a  dis- 
like, it  was  undoubtedly  the  fact  that 
many  of  these  poor  persons  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  lawyers;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  foreclosing  of  mortgages  at  incon- 
venient times  was  much  more  dangerous 
these  small  properties  than  the  pro- 
>ion  of  the  present  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Goldney) 
had  made  some  conveyancing  objections 
to  this  Bill.  In  reference  to  them  he 
would  say  that  it  had  been  drawn  by 
one  of  the  best  conveyancers  in  the  coun- 
try, and  that  it  had  been  submitted  to  a 
very  learned  Judge,  who  did  not  see  the 
objections  which  had  been  urged.  There 
were,  however,  some  points  in  the  Bill 
which  would  require  consideration,  and 
perhaps  amendment.    The  measure,  as 


Tation  of  land,  apon  the  Peerage,  and 
upon  the  great  families  of  this  country, 
and  the  dwicuBsion  had  branched  off  upon 
topics  which  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
opposite,  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley),  said  with  perfect  truth 
had  no  application  to  the  measure  what- 
ever ;  because  it  would  have  no  effect 
whatever  upon  large  estates,  which  were 
usually  protected  by  ample  settlements. 
This  country  was  almost  the  only  civi- 
lized countiy  m  the  world  that  made  any 
distinction  between  the  laws  that  go- 
verned the  descent  of  personal  and  of 
real  property.  In  eveiyone  of  the  United 
States  (with  the  exception  of  Louisiana) 
the  different  classes  of  property  rested 
upon  practically  the  same  foundation. 
Some  onus,  therefore,  lav  upon  the  Le- 

e'slature  that  maintained  the  distinction, 
nder  our  present  system  were  a  man 
to  die  intestate  having  two  houses  ad- 
joining each  other,  the  one  freehold  and 
the  other  leasehold — though  for  a  thou- 
sand years — by  the  operation  of  the  ex- 
isting law  the  two  properties  would  be 
dealt  with  in  a  totalI;f  different  way,  for 
the  one  would  technically  be  re^  and 
the  other  personal  property.  Surely, 
Buch  &  system  required  a  stronger  argu- 
ment than  mere  antiquity  to  support  it ; 
but  he  must  confess  tnat  he  had  never 
heard  a  single  argument  brought  for- 
ward in  its  favour.  Hon.  Members  had 
spoken  as  though  this  Bill  were  to  force 
every  testator  to  divide  his  property ;  but 
nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than  to 
suppose  that  a  permissive  measure  like 
th^  would  have  any  effect  in  that  direc- 
tion, as  long  as  Uie  sentiment  of  the 
people  was  in  &Tour  of  transmitting 
landed  estates  to  eldest  sons.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Bill  would 
operate  only  in  the  event  of  intestacy. 
ftoper^  would  not  generally  descend, 
according  to  the  principles  of  this  Bill, 
unless  it  were  agreeable  to  the  general 
sentiment  of  the  country  that  it  should 
do  BO.  If  the  general  sentiment  were 
-  that  the  land  should  go  to  the  eldest  son, 
then  there  being  left  Uie  option  of  willing 
it,  such  would  be  its  devolution  in  ninety- 
nine  cases  out  of  100,  and  bo  far  the  Bill 
would  be  inoperative.  In  every  one  of 
the  United  States  the  law  of  devise  was 
as  unrestricted  as  it  was  in  England ; 
but  there  the  estate  was  never  left  to  the 
eldest  son,  because  it  would  be  against 
the  general  sentiment  of  the  country 
that  it  should  be  so  left.    The  right  hon. 


it  stood,  would  hand  over  the  wife's  real 
estate  to  her  husband  absolutely,  a  result 
by  no  means  to  be  desired.  The  ma- 
chinery of  the  Bill  appeared  simple,  and 
calculated  to  work  easily  ana  well. 
When  it  was  said  that  the  Court  of 
Chancery  would  be  brought  into  opera- 
tion in  all  cases  occurring  under  the 
Bill,  it  did  not  seem  to  be  recollected 
that  in  the  cases  of  small  property  there 
would  not  be  a  regular  Chancery  suit, 
but  that  the  interference  of  the  court 
would  be  in  a  summary  way,  by  saying 
what  would  be  an  equitable  way  of  ap- 
portioning the  properh'.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  say  that  he  believed  that  this 
BUI  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
He  believed  further,  that  it  was  a  very 
,,  and  it  was  one  which  he, 
speaking  for  himself  alone,  should  like 
to  see  followed  out  to  a  much  greater 
extent.  He  admitted,  however,  that  the 
_ect  was  one  to  be  decided,  not  in 
compliance  with  his  own  opinion  or  that 
of  any  other  hon.  Member,  but  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  sentiment  of  the  coon- 
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try  generally;  for,  after  all,  laws  re- 
lating to  property  were  merely  the  ex- 
Sreseion  of  tks  ^neral  good  eeose  of 
le  people.  Dunng  the  feudal  tunes  the 
feudal  ItiWB  relating  to  real  proportj  re- 
ceived the  support  of  public  opinion; 
because  the  keeping  the  feud  together, 
and  the  devolution  of  it  to  a  single  per- 
son anawerftble  for  service  and  for  the 
defence  of  the  realm,  waa  then  almost  a 
necessary  institution ;  but  such  a  aecea- 
sit)'  never  applied  to  personal  property, 
and  the  reaiut  vae  that  the  laws  as  to  the 
two  kinds  of  possessions  were  different. 
Now,  however,  that  those  times  had 
gone  by,  he  saw  no  reason  for  retaining 
Uie  laws  that  were  identified  with  them, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  only  right 
to  revert  to  the  still  more  ancient  Eng- 
lish principle  of  fiurly  dividing  the  pro- 
perty among  the  descendants  of  the  de- 
ceased. He  believed  that  the  effect  of 
this  measure  would  for  a  long  time  be 
very  slight,  because  the  great  bulh  of 
the  landed  property  of  this  country  was 
under  settlement  and  entail,  but  that 
what  effect  it  bad  would  be  a  beneficial 
one.  It  would  remove  some  of  the 
anomalies  of  the  law,  for  which  there 
was  no  substantial  justification.  Any 
objections  which  could  fairly  be  taken 
to  the  Bin  might,  as  he  bad  ^ready  said, 
be  satisfactorily  dealt  with  in  Committee ; 
and  he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  House 
would  think  that  Government  was  doing 
wisely  in  advising  the  House  to  a^ree  to 
the  second  reading. 

Me.  LOCKE  KING,  in  reply,  said  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Universdty  of  Dublin  {Dr.  Ball)  to  the 
prosperous  condition  of  Belgium,  where 
tbe  principle  of  the  division  of  property 
of  a  deceased  person  was  adopted,  com- 
pared with  that  of  Ireland,  where  the 
English  aystom  was  in  force. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  ditidtd : — Ayes  1 69 ;  Noes 
144:  Majority  25. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eonunitied 
for  Wtdnttiay  MzX. 


l%e  Stlieitcr  Omtrai 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  ACT  (1868)  AJTEKDICEHT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secniarr  Bmoi,  BMl  for 
amending  "  Th«  Public  SohooU  Act,  1888," 
ordered  (o  b«  broaght  in  hj  Mr.  SaoraUrj  Bwatm 
■nd  Mr.  SoLiotTOK  Gimibil. 

^iapratnUd,  andreid  tbe  Snt  time.  [Bill  217.] 


H0TT8E    OF    L0BD8, 
ntwnday,  \&ih  July,  1869. 

MIKDTES.l— VoBUO  Biu*— Ftr»(  RtadiHg— 
In>olT«Dt  Debtora  and   Binkniptor   Repeal* 

{19S). 
Second  Reading— CiiMna,  Ac.  Proteclioa  (91), 

negatived;  Persioni  Coninmtolion»(138) ;  Jn- 
diciRlSUli>tic>(SeDt1iind)*(151). 

Comnu'afO  — Endaoed  Schocla  (139-193);  B|. 
■hopa  Reaignalion  *  (lTI-193)  ;  CompaniM 
CUuaea  Aat(lS03)  Amandment*  (UT);  Poor 
Lair  Union  Loana  •  (H8-10*). 

Cim-milUc  —  Report  —  Poor  Liw  Board  Prori- 
■ionnl  Ordera  ConHrinBtion •  (U2). 

ij^n— EcclealaaCical  Courti*  (191);  Coart  of 
Common  PleM(0ountTPa1atiae  or  tancaicer)* 
(180)  :  Diplomalio  Salariea,  Ac.*  (129). 

Third  Reading— Htw  Pnrishi^aaDd  Churcb  Build- 
ing Acts  Amendment*  (ISl),  axiApatted, 

IFittrfraira— VacclnBtion  Amendment*  (85). 

CUILDREK,  Ac,  PROTECTION  BILL. 

(  Th£  MarqHtM  Toumthcnd.) 

(KO.  84.)      BKOOND  KEADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

The  Marquess  T0WN8HEND,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  that  although  the 
previous  Bills  be  had  had  the  honour  to 
submit  to  their  Lordships  during  the 
Session  had.  met  with  an  unfavour- 
able reception,  he  nevertheless  thought 
it  his  duty  to  attempt,  as  ^  as  possible, 
to  mitigate  the  sufferings  to  which  many 
helpless  classes  were  oTposed.  He  had 
often  been  struck  by  eases  brought  be- 
fore the  magistrates  in  which  children, 
pupils,  and  servants  had  been  treated 
with  inexcusable  severity,  but  which  the 
magistrates  were  frequently  obliged  to 
dismiss,  owing  to  the  difficulty  of  draw- 
ing the  line  oetween  punishment  and 
cruel  treatment.  He  thought  the  best 
way  of  putting  an  end  to  this  diMcultr 
was  to  make  the  infidion  of  penonu 
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punishmeut  on  tlieee  classes  altogether 
illegal,  and  for  this  purpose  he  had  in- 
troduced this  Bill.  The  lat  clause  pro- 
Tided  that  the  birch  rod  should  be  the 
only  instrument  used  in  punishing  per- 
sons under  sixteen;  the  2nd,  that  no 
schoolmaster  should  inflict  corporal  pun- 
ishment on  any  pupU  under  sixteen  for 
inattention  to  Ms  studies ;  the  Srd,  that 
no  child  under  sixteen  should  be  struck 
on  &e  head  or  face ;  and  the  4th  pro- 
hibited any  master  or  mistress  m>m 
Btriking  or  inflicting  any  corporal  pun- 
ishment whatever  on  any  apprentice  or 
serrant ;  the  penalty  for  any  of  these 
offences  was  a  penalty  not  exceeding  £5 
or  two  calendar  montbs. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'."— (7^  Marquett  Townthtnd.) 

Thb  Eabl  of  AIBIJE  said,  this  was 
one  of  the  most  extraordina^  Bills  that 
had  ever  been  presented  to  Farliament. 
Clause  1  declared  it  to  be  unlawful  for 
anyone  but  a  parent  to  inflict  corporal 
punishment  on  a  child  except  with  a 
birch  rod.  This  absurd  enactment  would 
debar  an  uncle  or  aunt  with  whom  a 
child  might  be  staying  from  giving  it  a 
"  smack  with  the  pedm  of  the  hand  on 
the  face  or  the  use  of  anything  other 
than  a  birch  rod.  He  objected  tji  tlte 
application  of  the  Bill  to  Scotland.  In 
that  counti?  the  birch  rod  was  unknown 
as  on  instrument  of  chastisement,  and 
the  youth  of  ScoUand  would  probably 
object  to  its  introduction.  He  thought 
their  Lordships  had  some  ground  of 
complaint  against  the  noble  Harquess 
for  the  perpetual  introduction  of  crude 
and  useless  measures,  and  raising  dis- 
cussion upon  them.  It  might  be  a  harm- 
less amusement  when  their  Lordships 
had  nothing  to  do ;  but  it  was  not  be- 
coming that  their  time  should  be  occu- 
pied by  Bills  of  this  kind  when  there 
was  important  business  on  the  Paper. 
He  moved  that  the  second  reading  be 
deferred  for  three  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  insert  {"this  day  three 
months.")— (Hi*  Sari  of  Airlif.) 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Sstolced  in  the 
Negativt ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2',  thit  day 
thrtemonikt. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  ISO.) 

( The  Lord  Pretident.) 

COUHI'iTBE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

JITihW,  "That  the  House  do  nowresolve 
itself  into  Committee."— (  TA*  iwii  iV«t- 
dent.) 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  that 
the  second  reading  having  occurred  on  a 
day  when  many  of  their  Lordehips  were 
necessarily  absent,  having  received  Her 
Majesty's  commands,  but  little  discus- 
sion took  place  on  that  sta^.  He  did 
not  intend^  however,  on  this  occasion, 
to  raise  a  debate  on  the  general  scope  of 
the  measure,  but  simply  to  refer  to  that 
large  and  excellent  foundation,  Christ's 
Hospital,  of  which  he  was  a  Governor. 
There  was,  no  doubt,  a  great  deal  in  the 
Bill  which  would  prove  beneficial  in  the 
case  of  many  endowed  schools  through- 
out the  country  which  had  become  inef- 
fective, or  which  had  been  diverted  to 
purposes  wholly  contrary  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  founders :  but  that  charge 
certainly  could  not  be  made  against 
Christ's  Hospital,  which  was  one  of  the 
finest  and  noblest  institutions  in  the 
countiy,  and  had  been  a  great  blessing 
to  an  enormous  number  of  the  poor  and 
ignorant  throughout  the  country.  In- 
deed, the  Boysl  Commlesioners  them- 
selves admitted  in  their  Eeport  that 
some  consideration  seemed  to  oe  justly 
due  to  the  past  history  of  so  remarkable 
a  school,  and  to  the  attachment  which  it 
had  inspired  in  the  hearts  of  many  of  its 
scholars ;  and,  they  added  —  "  Christ's 
Hospital  ie  a  thing  without  parallel  in 
the  country,  and  tut  generis.  Now,  it 
was  on  account  of  its  being  without  a 
parallel  and  mi  genfri$  that  he  wished  to 
press  on  the  noble  Earl  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Earl  de  (irey),  the  propriety 
of  treating  it  in  an  exceptional  manner, 
and  of  excluding  it  firom  the  operation 
of  tbie  Bill,  whi^  would  otherwise  have 
a  very  disastrous  effect  upon  it.  The 
Commissioners    described    it    in    these 


(ree  edncilian,  and  dravipg  ila  scbolara  (torn  n1 
England.  It  has  aacicnt  trsditiona  and  Tenerable 
menioTieai  anil  il  tuia  in  an  eapccial  degree  ane- 
oeeded  in  inapiring  the  verf  warmeiC  attachment 
in  (ho  minda  o{  its  pupils," 

Mr.  Fearon,  one  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, stated —  ,  , 
c     ,z=i,  ..L.OOglC 
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"  Sines  mjt  Report  vu  priated  and  nibmitted 
to  Iho  CommiBiioneri  I  hnve  had  notice  of  o~ 
tain  ntlenitions.  These  klteratioDi  wilt  tend 
palltHie.  il  not  enlirelj  to  remOTe,  lome  of  the 
dereoM  vhicb  1  hnve  deieribed  iu  the  pregenl 
nagement  of  the  sehooli  of  Christ's  Hospitnl : 
the  ncliOD  of  (he  Gaiemon  in  this  matte  , 
quickijr  talien  afier  m;  vitit  to  the  hoapital,  fur- 
nlehe*  a  new  prooF,  ir  an;  be  vanled,  oC  (heir 
genuine  aniiet;  for  the  welbre  ef  the  inetltu- 


TMb  waa  a  proof  that  the  GkivemorB 
were  perfoetly  alive  to  the  neceaaity  of 
keeping  pace  with  the  times,  and  that 
they  were  anxious  to  remedy  any  defects 
which  might  have  crept  into  a  systei 
which  had  lasted  bo  many  years.  B 
believed,  indeed,  that  a  scheme  for  mi 
terially  improving  the  education  mve 
there  had  been  under  their  considert 
tion  —  particularly  in  relation  to  the 
school  at  Hertford — but,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  impending  legislation,  it  had 
been  felt  to  be  impossible  to  proceed 
with  it.  Mr,  Fearon  acknowledged  that 
Christ's  Hospital  was  a  most  valuable 
and  useM  institution,  and  one,  of  whoee 
past  history  and  present  fame  the  nation 
might  justly  be  proud.  It  had  existed 
for  upwards  of  300  years ;  and  he  (the 
Duke  of  Bichmond)  should  have  had  no 
apprehension  of  such  an  institution 
being  interfered  with,  had  he  not  ob- 
served that  very  extensive  powers  were 
to  be  given  to  the  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  under  the  Bill.  The  10th 
clause  enabled  them  Ui  alter  the  consti- 
tution, rights,  and  powers  of  any  Go- 
verning Body  ;  to  incorporate  any  such 
body,  with  such  powers  as  they  thought 
fit,  to  remove  any  (ioveming  Body ;  and 
in  the  event  of  any  corporation,  incor- 
porated solely  for  educational  purposes, 
to  dissolve  such  corporation.  They 
might,  therefore,  annihilate  the  pre- 
sent government  of  Christ's  Hospital; 
and  he  doubted  whether  it  would  come 
within  the  terms  of  the  14tii  clause, 
exempting  certain  institutions  which 
bad  been  endowed  within  the  last  fifty 
years,  for  he  fearod  that  the  date  of  its 
foundation  would  exclude  it  from  that 
provision.  A  circumstance  had  recently 
occurred  which  made  liini  somewhat  ap- 

Jirehensive  on  this  point.  He  bore  cheer- 
ul  testimony  to  the  high  character  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton),  to  his 
classical  attainments,  and  to  his  interest 
in  everything  pertaining  to  education ; 
but  some  remarks  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  a  meeting  of  the  Social  Soienoe 
7%«  Diilu  o/Sichmoni 


Association  on  the  6th  instant,  pre- 
sided over  by  Lord  Stanley,  had  made 
him  apprehensive  that  Christ's  Hos- 
pital would  be  dealt  with  in  a  very  in- 
jurious way  by  the  three  new  Commis- 
sioners, of  whom  the  noble  Lord  was  to 
be  the  chief.  The  noble  Lord,  taking 
part  in  a  discussion  on  a  paper  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Hobhouse,  who  was  to  be  one 
of  his  colleagues  on  the  Commission, 
upon  the  limitations  which  should  be 
placed  on  dispositions  of  property  to 
public  uses,  remarked  that  under  this 
Bill  the  Commissioners  would  have  very 
lai^e  powers  of  carrying  out  the  prin- 
ciples affirmed  by  Wr.  Hobhouse.  Re- 
ferring to  their  being  both  members  of 
the  Commission,  he  went  on  to  eay — 

"  Under  the>a  eircnmatanoes,  be  Ml  it  inenm- 
bent  npon  brm  to  stste  olearlj  and  pubtiel/  th« 
manner  in  wbiob  lie  •honld  Teei  it  hie  duty  (o  nee 
the  power  committed  to  him  ;  while,  at  the  t.imB 
time,  be  oould  hot  repeat  a  donht  irhieh  be  had 
alroadjr  expreased,  whether  the  Government  wodU 
act  wiielf  in  in(  mating  luch  large  powera  to  men 
who  were  alread]'  publiclj  committed  to  ths 
manner  in  which  they  would  eiercias  them.  For 
thia  ler;  reaton  be  at  firit  declined  the  Chief 
Cammiaaionerahip  under  Che  Act.  and  he  itill 
doubled  whether  the  managers  of  endowed  aohoolf 
had  not  lonw  oause  of  oomplnint  In  not  beinr 
pin ced  under  the  control  of  men  orleas  pronoanoed 
liewa  on  ihii  aubject  than  himaelf,  who  had  taken 
•o  prominent  a  pnrC  in  Ihe  Seboola  Inquirj  Com- 
miaaion,  and  Mr.  Hobbonie." 

Now,  he  was  not  objecting  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  noble  Lord,  who,  h« 
was  sure,  would  always  carry  out  what 
he  conscientiously  believed  to  be  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor  and  of  learning ;  but, 
the  noble  Lord  having  such  strong  views 
on  the  question,  he  feared  the  present 
government  of  Christ's  Hospital  waa 
likely  to  suffer  at  his  hands.  The  noble 
Lord  went  on  to  say — 

"  He  was  quite  prepared  to  sa^,  that,  alter  th* 
lapse  of  a  certain  time,  the  mere  will  of  tba 
founder  ought  to  be  enlirelf  disregarded." 

LoED  LYTTELTON  believed  his 
words   were     "might   be,"    and    not 

ought  to  be." 

The  Doke  of  BICHMOND  said,  he 
could  not  vouch  for  the  verbal  accuracy 
of  the  report ;  but  the  noble  Lord's  view 
evidently  was  that,  after  the  lapse  of 
time,  the  will  of  the  founder  might 
be  disregarded.  Now,  with  regard  to 
Christ's  Hospital,  the  founder  might  be 
said  never  to  die,  for  new  subscribers 
1  constantly  joining,  who  subscribed 
because  they  w^ed  the  same  ^«tem 
as  had  hitherto  existed  to  oonttnue.  The 
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noble  Lord,  howeTer,  as  a  member  of 
the  OommiBsion  of  loquirj,  probably 
took  an  active  part  in  the  drawing  up 
of  the  Beport,  and  if  the  Beport  con- 
tained any  passages  antagonistic  to  the 
preeent  management  of  Christ'a  Hos- 
pital it  mieht  fairly  be  inferred  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  his  new  capacity  of  Ohief 
CommiBsioner,  would  not  be  liiely  to 
depart  from  those  words.  Now,  the 
Beport  stated — 

"  7e  propoM  le  k««p  tbe  boarding  lobool,  to 
kMp  the  (Hs  education,  and  to  kcsp  the  area ; 
but  to  flii  it  bj  oompetitioD  and  to  r«-arguiiie 
tlw  go««rnment." 

If  this  scheme  were  carried  out,  Christ's 
Hospital  would  cease  to  be  a  charitable 
institution  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  and 
ignorant,  and  for  classes  that  would 
otherwise  have  no  means  of  obtaining 
education,  and  would  be  filled  by  sharp 
boys  who  were  able  to  undergo  a  com- 
petitive  examination.  Noble  Lords  who 
were  GoTemors  were  aware  that  many 
heartrending  cases  of  destitution  were 
brought  under  their  notice  by  applica- 
tions for  admission  to  the  institution, 
some  of  tbe  applicants  having  helon^d 
to  the  higher  classes,  but  having  oe- 
eome  impoverished  through  unforeseen 
circumstances ;  and  boys  of  all  classes 
had  thereby  become  useM  and  religious 
members  of  socieiy.  It  was  because  he 
feared  that  these  benefits  would  be  hence- 
forth denied  to  the  class  which  had 
hitherto  enjoyed  them,  and  that  the 
Vhole  system  which  had  been  so  great 
a  blessing  would  be  changed,  that  he 
was  anxious  for  the  exclusion  of  Christ's 
Hospital  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  Ddie  of  CAMBEIDGE  said, 
he  desired  to  make  a  few  observations 
on  this  subject,  having  the  honour  to 
be  President  of  Chrisvs  Hospital,  and 
naturally  feeling  much  interest  in  its 
welfare  and  management.  When  this 
Bill  was  first  introduced  into  Farlia- 
tnent,  be  and  the  other  Governors  of 
Ohrist's  Hospital  felt  considerable  alarm 
at  the  power  vested  in  the  Commis- 
flloners,  they  accordingly  requested  an 
interview  with  his  noble  Friend  (the 
President  of  the  Council)  and  the  Vice 
President  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  with  re- 
forence  to  the  scope  of  the  measure.  His 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Do  Grey)  received 
them  very  cordially,  and  though  he 
wotild  not  at  all  entertain  the  idea  of 
specially  exempting  the  institution  from 
the  Bill,  he  promued  that,  in  conjunc- 


tion with  the  Tice  President,  he  would 
consider  the  representations  the  deputa- 
tion had  laid  oefore  him,  in  order  to 
see  whether  by  some  arrangements  of 
details  they  could  not  be  accepted,  with- 
out conflict  with  the  general  scope  of 
the  Bill.  Since  that  interview  the  BiU 
had  been  amended  to  a  n%at  extent  in 
the  sense  urged  by  the  Governors ;  and 
it  now  gave  ^em  the  power  of  prepar- 
ing a  scheme,  while  it  offered  a  safe- 
guard against  any  adverse  scheme  being 
carried  into  operation  until  it  had  been 
laid  before  ParHament.  The  Governors, 
he  believed,  were  perfectly  satisfied  as 
regarded  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  must  confess  that  his  views, 
and  those  of  the  Governors,  in  regard  to 
the  measure,  had  been  considerably  mo- 
dified by  the  observations  made  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyttelton),  who  was 
to  be  Chief  Commissioner,  at  a  recent 
meeting  at  the  Society  of  Arts.  He  had 
strong  taith  in  his  noble  Friend's  honest 
and  straightforward  discharge  of  any 
duty  assigned  to  him  under  the  Bill ; 
but  this  very  faith  in  his  honesty  made 
him  the  more  alarmed  by  the  speech  to 
which  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Bichmond)  had  referred,  and  to  which 
he  had  himself  intended  to  call  atten- 
tion. His  noble  Friend,  he  was  con- 
vinced, would  do  what  he  believed  to 
be  just  and  right ;  but,  judging  of  his 
views  from  his  speech  and  from  the  Ee- 
poit  of  the  Eoyal  Conmiission,  the  Go- 
vernors were  naturally  apprehensive  that 
the  views  which  had  been  so  fully  ex- 
pressed would  be  carried  out.  He  should 
rejoice  to  hear  from  his  noble  Friend 
that  that  apprehension  was  grouudless, 
but  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
while  the  Gkivemors  had  been  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil) and  the  Tice  President,  their  feel- 
ings had  sustained  a  shock  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton) 
to  which  he  had  referred.  He  trusted 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  take  the 
present  opportuni^  of  explaining  his 
views  on  this  subject,  and,  if  possible, 
of  showing  that  he  (the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge) and  the  Governors  of  Christ's 
Hospital  were  mistaken  in  the  conclu- 
sions they  bad  drawn  from  his  speech. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  before 
addressing  the  House  in  answer  to  the 

Suestions  which  had  just  been  put,  ho 
esired  to  express  his  deep  regret  at  ihfl 
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sadden  death  of  the  diEtiiignished  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  (Lord  Taunton)  who 
presided  over  the  Schools  Inquiry  Com- 
mission. Other  noble  Iiorde  could  better 
Bpeak  of  the  eminent  qualities  which  diB- 
tinguished  him  when  filling  bia:h  offices 
in  Sie  State;  but  having  served  continu- 
ously under  him  for  three  years— during 
which  period  he  himself  did  not  miss  a 
single  meeting  —  while  his  lamented 
Friend,  at  his  advanced  age,  did  not 
miss  more  than  two — and  those  only  on 
occasion?  when  other  important  public 
duties  prevented  his  attendance  —  he 
ventured  to  say  that  eveiv  member  of 
the  Commission  was  strongly  impressed, 
not  only  with  the  noble  Lord's  intel- 
lectual qualities,  but  with  his  whole  cha- 
racter, which  induced  a  feeling  of  deep 
personal  attachment  to  him.  With  re- 
gard to  hie  (Lord  Lyttelton's)  intended 
appointment  as  Chief  Commissioner,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  there  was  much 
force  in  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Duke 
{the  Duke  of  Bichinond)  and  of  the  il- 
lustrious Duke  on  the  cross-Benches, 
who  had  given  such  assiduous  and  valu- 
able attention  to  the  affairs  of  Christ's 
Hospital.  He  felt  the  force  of  the  ob- 
jections to  his  appointment  owing  to  his 
connection  with  the  Efport  of  the  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry.  That  Commission 
was  called  upon  to  deal  specially  with 
the  case  of  eight  or  nine  large  and  emi- 
nent foundations  —  of  which  Christ's 
Hospital  was  by  for  the  most  remarkable 
— and  in  their  Report,  founded  on 
investigation  of  three  years,  they 
commended  sweeping  changes.  He  was 
not  aware  what  had  since  been  done  by 
the  Governors ;  but  he  had  not  the 
least  belief  that  they  intended  going 
nearly  so  far  as  the  Commissioners  pro- 
posed. He  still  felt  that  being  himself 
committed,  not  only  to  certain  great 
principles,  but  to  their  application  to 
certain  great  institutions,  the  managers 
of  them  nad  a  fair  groimd  for  apprehen- 
sion and  objection  with  regaid  to  his 
appointment.  He  could  not  pretend  to 
say  that  he  had  changed  his  opinions  on 
those  subjects,  or  liat,  as  at  present 
advised,  he  should  not  endeavour  to  give 
effect  to  them.  As  to  the  speech,  how- 
ever which  had  been  quoted,  ne  had  said 
nothing  new  on  the  subject  of  Christ's 
Hospital  or  any  other  institution.  The 
discussion  in  question  was  on  the  general 
subject  of  the  degree  of  weight  to  be 

fiven  to  founders'  wills  long  after  their 
eath;  and  he  (Lord  Lyt^lton)  could 
Lord  Lytttlton 


0  quite  so  Ear  on  that  subject  as 
iobhouee,  a  distinguished  Chancery 
barrister,  who  had  not  felt  himself  pre- 
cluded by  his  intended  appointment  on 
the  Commission  &om  giving  expression  to 
I.  He  was  not  aware,  however, 
that  anything  was  said  that  went  beyond 
the  views  Itud  down  in  the  Eeport  of  tho 
Commissioners.  Tho  Bill,  it  should  be 
remembered,  though  its  intention  was  to 
deal  ireely  with  these  institutions,  in- 
dicated no  particular  point  of  detail.  At 
first,  he  (Lord  Lyttelton)  refused  the  ap- 
pointment, feeling  that  the  managers  of 
schools,  and  of  these  largo  endowments 
in  particular,  had  a  right  to  oi^  that 
Commissioners  should  not  be  appointed 
committed  to  a  foregone  conclusion,  but 
that  they  should  come  entirely  free  to 
the  subject.  The  Government,  however, 
took  a  different  view,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  for  him  to  press  the  objec- 
tion. He  was  not  committed  to  any 
particular  step  with  regard  to  any  8cho4U 
or  to  any  point  in  the  Beport,  and  he 
should  undertake  the  office  with  as  little 
bios  as  possible,  and  should  be  willing 
to  hear  and  consider  any  representations 
which  might  be  made  on  any  matter. 
The  powers  of  the  Commissioners  were 
by  no  means  absolute,  for  these  institu- 
tions had  the  right  of  initiative,  and  no 
scheme  to  which  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment objected  could  take  effect ;  besides 
which  the  Commissioners'  schemes  would 
have  to  be  approved  by  the  Committee 
of  Council  before  they  could  be  submitted 
to  Farhament. 

Eari,  DE  GEEY  and  HIPON  said, 
that  be  would  confine  tus  remarks  to  the 
case  of  Christ's  Hospital.  He  was  very 
glad  to  hear  from  the  illustrious  Ihike 
8iat  the  Governors  of  that  inatitntion — 
in  which  he  hod  token  so  great  an  in- 
terest, had  been  satisfied  up  to  a  certain 
time  with  the  arrangements  which  hod 
been  made  with  respect  to  this  measure 
when  passing  through  tlte  House  of 
Commons.  This  was  no  more  tluut  he 
should  have  expected ;  for,  in  March  last, 
a  deputation  of  the  Governors,  accom- 
panied by  the  illustrious  Duke,  waited 
upon  him  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
'^ce  President,  and  asked  that  th^ 
might  have  the  same  power  of  initiative 
in  reference  to  their  s^ool  as  had  been 
given  to  the  seven  public  schools  whidi 
were  dealt  with  by  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sien ;  and,  having  given  consideration 
to  the  argument  then  adduced,  it  had 
been  arranged  to  grant  all — ^iadeod,  mote 
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than  all — that  vas  aaked,  for  the  Oo- 
Temora  of  Christ's  Hospital  would  have 
an  initiatiTe  of  a  larger  and  more  exten- 
cdve  kind  than  that  which  was  given  hy 
the  Public  Schools  Act.  He  had  heard 
of  the  alarm  created  in  the  minds  of  the 
Oovemors  of  Christ's  Hospital  by  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord(Loni  Lyttdton). 
His  noble  Friend,  however,  on  that  oc- 
caeioa  did  no  more  than  express  his 
general  adherence  to  the  principles  of 
the  Commisaionere  who  had  reported 
upon  this  matter ;  but  he  never  intended 
to  pledge  himself  in  any  reference  to 
any  particular  institution. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  observed 
that  what  he  referred  to  was,  that  the 
Commissioners,  in  their  Report,  had  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  Christ's  Hos- 
pital School  should  be  filled  hy  compe- 
tition, and  that  the  government  should 
be  re-oi^nized.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lyttelton)  had  assented  to  that  Beport, 
and  he  would  be  one  of  the  future  School 
Commissioners.  It  was  for  this  reason 
that  his  roeech  at  the  Society  of  Arte 
had  excited  alarm.  - 

Earl  DE  GEEY  and  ETPON  said, 
he  could  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  hare  accepted 
his  appointment  of  Chief  Commissioner 
imless  he  had  felt  himself  perfectly  &ee ; 
and  further,  he  would  be  distinctiy  and 
definitely  hound  to  enter  into  the  case  of 
every  individual  institution.  This  he 
must  do,  without  any  prejudice  or  fore- 
gone conclusion  whatever,  and  decide 
npon  the  merita  of  the  representationa 
made.  The  noble  Duke  had  said  that 
this  Bill  virtually  gave  the  Commis- 
sioners power  to  deal  as  they  liked  with 
Christ's  Hogpital;  but,  in  truth,  it  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  it  did  was 
this.  It  gave  to  the  Governors  of 
Christ's  Hospital  the  period  of  one  year 
— a  longer  period  than  was  given  by  the 
Act  of  last  Session — to  prepare  their 
own  scheme,  which  would  be  submitted 
to  the  Comnuseioners.  This  the  Com- 
missioners were  bound  to  consider ;  and, 
if  they  disapproved  it,  they  would  have 
to  draw  up  an  alternative  scheme,  and 
communicate  it  to  the  Governing  Body, 
who  would  then  have  three  months  tc 
prepare  a  second  alternative  scheme. 
The  Committee  of  Council  would  then 
consider  both  these  schemes,  and  would 
submit  a  scheme  to  Parliament,  an  ob- 
jection to  it  by  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment being  fatal  to  it.    There  was  no 


His  noble  Friend  (|Lord  Lyttelton) 
would  enter  on  his  duties  with  a  mind 
perfectly  free  to  consider  the  case  of 
every  charitr  and  any  proposal  it  might 
make ;  and  he  thought  it  was  an  advan- 
tage that  oneoftheGnnmissioners  should 
have  previously  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject. The  Government  ful^  recognized 
the  importance  of  Christ's  Hospital,  and 
its  strong  claims  on  pubhc  sympathy, 
and  he  believed  the  Bill  would  not,  in 
the  eli^teet  degree,  endanger  its  inte- 
rests. He  could  not,  therefore,  consent 
Amendment  excluding  it  &om  its 

operation. 

LoED  OTEIRSTONE  thought  it  not 
jnreasonable  that  the  suggestion  that 
Christ's  Hospital  should  be  filled  by 
competition  should  excite  alarm,  because 
the  institution  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
maintained  by  donations  by  which  the 
individuals  acquired  or  purchased  right  of 

Sresentation  to  the  school.  Many  of  the 
onations  were  given  in  early  life,  so  aa 
to  secure  a  long  succession  of  appoint- 
ments ;  and,  if  the  principle  of  compe- 
tion  were  introduced,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  would  become  of  ihe  inte- 
rests of  such  contributors- 

Eakl  GfiAKVILLE  said,  he  believed 
that  the  13th  clause  would  meet  that 
part  of  the  case- 

Tbe  Uabodebs  of  SAMSBURY  said, 
the  Government  seemed  to  desire  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton)  to  perform  a 
psychological  dissection  of  himself  of  a 
remarkable  character.  They  wished  him 
to  destroy  all  consciousnesa  of  former 
opinions,  and,  as  though  he  had  never 
had  any,  to  exercise  a  discretion  on 
matters  with  which  those  opinions  were 
deeply  concerned.  Now,  whatever  power 
of  self-involution  or  evolution  the  noble 
Lord  might  have,  be  would  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  perform  that  operation,  and  he 
hoped  he  would  not  be  offended  by  being 
compared  to  a  man  very  distin^dshed 
in  the  history  of  this  country,  hfr.  Beales. 
Mr.  Beales  having  strong  opinions  in  re- 
ference to  political  matters,  and  being 
also  a  Hevism^  Barrister,  was  called  upon 
to  give  decisions  in  matters  in  which 
those  opinions  were  involved.  But  the 
Lord  Chief  Ju^ce  being  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Beales  was  incompetent  to  act 
jndicislly  and  impartially  in  the  decision 
of  those  questions,  removed  him  &om  his 
ofEtce  9f  Revising  Barrister.  This  some- 
what applied  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  in  a 
greater  degree  to  Mr.  Hobhouse — for  he 


such   provision  in  the  Public  Schools  couldnot  seewbatchanceannnfortunate 
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eohool  would  have  that  got  into  Mr. 
Hobhouee's  clutdies.  Coneidering  the 
known  c^nione  of  two  out  of  the  three 
CommiBetoners,  it  would  be  necesear^  to 
watch  very  jealously  the  large  powers 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  intrust  to 
them. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  House  in  Commit- 
tee accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  7,  incluuTe,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  (Saving  of  certain  schoolfi). 

V.k-ai.  NELSON  said,  that  the  clause, 
as  it  stood,  exempted  the  elementary 
schools  receiving  grants  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Councfl  on  Education  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  That  he  did  not  ob- 
ject to.  But  the  clause  went  fiirther,  and 
exempted  also  the  endowments  of  these 
elementary  schools.  He  held  that  no 
endowments  had  failed  more  than  these 
small  endowments  of  elementary  schools. 
He  knew  an  instance,  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood, in  the  case  of  a  school  over 
which  a  master  and  mistress  were  placed 
who  were  quite  unfit  for  their  positions. 
He  was  unable  to  secure  the  assent  of  a 
majority  of  the  Governors  to  the  removal 
of  these  persons ;  from  an  idea  that  the 
endowment  was  suffleient  nobody  but 
himself  subscribed  to  the  school.  Ulti- 
mately, under  the  threat  of  appointing 
another  master  and  mistress  to  assist 
them,  they  withdrew  on  a  pension,  and 
as  soon  as  a  better  class  of  education  was 
attempted  lai^e  subscriptions  were  g;iven, 
and  EloTemment  Grants  obtained,  and  a 
good  school  for  both  sexes  established. 
He  wished  to  see  a  connection  estab- 
lished between  the  elementary  schools 
and  the  higher  schools,  and  he  thought 
that  if  the  endowments  of  these  elemen- 
tary schools  could  be  appropriated  to 
scholarships  in  middle-class  schools,  they 
would  be  the  means  of  enabling  a  clever 
boy  of  the  labouring  class,  at  all  events, 
to  rise  out  of  hie  class,  and  perhaps  ulti- 
mately to  go  to  a  University.  A  ladder 
had  been  referred  to  by  Mr.  Forster, 
but  it  was  essential  that  the  lowest  step 
of  the  ladder  should  be  secured. 

Amendment  moved,  lines  14  and  15,  to 
Uave  out  ("  or  to  the  endowment  there- 
of.")—(^ii  .fiw/  Xehon). 

Earl  DE  GEET  an>  EIPON  swd, 
he  would  support  the  Amendment. 

The  Dckb  or  MAELBOHOUGH  re- 
marked that  at  present  the  amount  of  the 
endowment  was  often  deducted  from  the 
Tht  MargiMttt  of  Saliihwj/ 


Parliamentary  Grant.   If  this  wan  ahan- 
doned  he  should  not  object  to  the  Amend- 

LoBD  CAIRNS  pointed  out  the  unfair- 
ness of  bringing  within  the  Bill  a  class 
of  schools  which  had  no  notice,  and  as  to 
which  Parliament  possessed  no  infor- 
mation. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clauses  9  to  11,  inolunve,  afriad  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  12  (Schemes  to  extend  benefit 
to  girls), 

LoBD  LTTTELTON  proposed  aa 
Amendment  for  the  purpose  of  extend- 
ing more  Ailly  to  girls  the  benefit  of 
certain  endowments.  So  far  as  the  two 
sexes  were  concerned  there  was  no  rea- 
son why  endowment  should  not  apply 
to  both,  and  that  it  should  be  dealt  out 
as  fully  to  one  aa  the  other. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  Otause 
12,  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the  follow- 
ing clause : — 

"In  fraoiing  aohemea  under  this  Act,  proriiion 
gfaall  be  made  for  axCending  to  girla  the  Imd»- 
fit  of  eDdovmentt  on  equal  termi  with  boji,  m 
hx  u  Ibe  oiroufntlanoei  of  tbe  esM  ibsll  admit.'* 
—(The  La-d  LytUlton.) 

Earl  DE  GEEY  amd  RIPON  said, 
he  preferred  the  clause  as  it  stood.  It 
was  not  desirable  to  unnecessarily  tie  up 
the  hands  of  the  CommisaionerB. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Saving  of  interest  of  foun- 
dationer, master,  governing  body,  fto.). 

The  Ddze  op  SOMERSET  thought 
that  due  respect  has  scarcely  been  paid 
to  vested  interests.  It  was  not,  for  in- 
stance, fair  to  say  to  the  Governors  of 
Christ's  Hospital  that  their  privileges 
should  be  taken  frt>ni  them  on  the  plea 
that  they  had  in  times  past  received  more 
than  the  value  of  their  money. 

Earl  DE  GEET  and  RIPON  said, 
be  could  not  consent  to  regard  the  Go- 
vernors of  these  institutions  as  possessing 
the  same  Mnd  of  rested  interest  in  the 
schools  that  the  shareholders  in  a  com- 
pany did  in  their  property.  Any  repre- 
sentations, however,  made  with  reforejice 
to  any  particular  case  would  receive  the 
attentive  considerfltioii  of  Hrar  Miyes^s 
Government. 
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Thb  Dukb  of  OAMBBIDGE  agreed 
-with  That  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  8omer8et)with 
ference  to  ChriBt'a  Hoepital.  The  yalue 
of  the  presentations  consieted  in  the 
privil^e  which  the  holder  exercised,  and 
not  in  their  money  value. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

GlauBB  14  {Saving  for  modern  endow- 
ments, cathedral  schoolB,  4e,) 

The  MAEQUEsa  of  SAU8BUET  de- 
sired to  restrict  tie  area  over  which  the 
destructive  action  of  his  noble  Friend 
was  to  range.  Settlements  were  daily 
made  which  extended  over  the  fifty  years 
provided  in  this  clause ;  and  he  believed 
the  action  of  benevolent  founders  would 
be  seriously  discouraged  if  it  were  un- 
derstood that  their  bequests  might  be 
diverted  from  the  objects  for  whicn  they 
were  made  within  fifty  years  of  their  death. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ("  less 
than  fifty  years  before  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act.")— {Tie  Metrgueu  of 
8ali»bwj/.) 

Eael  DE  grey  AMD  ETPON  said, 
that  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
seriously  impair  the  working  of  the  Bill, 
He  beheved  that  in  many  instances  be- 
nevolent persons  who  had  witnessed  the 
evil  results  of  a  too  strict  adherence  to 
the  intentions  of  testators  would  be  de- 
terred from  leaving  their  money  for 
benevolent  purposes  if  thw  knew  that 
under  no  circumstances  whatever  could 
the  mode  of  employing  the  money  be 
altered  for  at  least  a  centuir.  Fifty 
years  was  the  period  fixed  in  the  Oxford 
University  Act,  and  no  complaint  had 
been  made  against  the  working  of  that 
Act.  The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  not  only  to  exclude  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  all  the  schools 
founded  between  fifty  and  100  years  ago, 
but  to  withdraw  from  the  more  ancient 
Institutions  all  those  endowments  which 
had  been  made  during  these  fifty  years. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  in  his  desire  to  maintain  the 
inviolability  of  the  rights  of  founders 
had,  he  feared,  overlooked  the  import- 
ance of  making  their  foundations  useful 
for  the  purposes  of   education  in  the 

S resent  day.  A  bad,  lazily,  and  jU-con- 
ueted  endowed  school  was,  not  only  an 
evil  in  itself,  but  tw)  frequenUy  had  the 
effect  of  preventing  the  foundation  of 


LoBD  CAISNS  eaii,  that  the  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  £arl  the  Lord  Fresi- 
dent,  based  upon  the  importance  of  in- 
terfering in  cases  where  endowed  schools 
were  ill-conducted,  was  just  as  appli- 
cable in  cases  where  the  schools  had 
been  founded  within  the  last  fifty  years 
as  it  was  in  the  case  of  schools  founded 
at  an  earlier  period.  It  should  be  re- 
membered, too,  that  if  fbunders  desired 
that  their  intentions  should  be  subjected 
to  Parliamentary  inquiry  or  action,  no- 
thing could  be  easier  than  that  they 
Id  state  the  wish  distinctly  in  the 
est.  He  quite  concurred  in  the 
soundness  of  the  principle  of  laying  down 
certain  rules  by  whicn  founders  might 
know  for  certain  how  long  their  inten- 
tions would  be  respected ;  but,  in  ex  poet 
faeto  legislation  of  the  kind  they  were 
now  adopting,  they  ought  to  exercise 
great  care  and  to  offer  no  interference 
without  grave  and  sufficient  cause. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  in  the 
course  of  fifty  years  two  generations  in 
the  way  of  education  passed  away,  and 
those  connected  with  uie  management  of 
these  schools  rarely  kept  pace  with  the 
times.  It  was,  for  instance,  fifty  years 
since  he  left  a  publio  school,  and  until 
within  the  last  fire  years  the  course  of 
management  had  remained  unaltered.  A 
change,  however,  was  then  made  against 
the  wi^  of  the  master ;  but  the  advan- 
tage was  so  great  and  so  generally  re- 
cognized that  the  number  of  scholars 
increased  immediately  from  200  to  300, 
and  the  master  himself  was  one  of  the 
earliest  converts  to  the  importance  of  the 
change  that  bad  been  effected. 

Eabl  FOETESCUE  said,  that  it  was, 
no  doubt,  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
endowments,  by  being  made  useftil, 
should  be  relieved  frxtm  discredit ;  but  it 
was  also  of  great  importance  that  care 
should  be  t^en  that  the  confidence  of 
founders  should  not  be  shaken  by  undue 
interference  with  their  wishes  and  in- 
tentions. Some  distinction  ought,  in  his 
a,  to  be  drawn  between  cases 
money  had  been  given  purely  for 
educational  purposes  and  where  money 
had  been  given  for  purposes  which  were 

The  Akchbishop  op  YORE  said,  he 
could  testify,  from  personal  knowledge, 
that  no  comt^aint  had  been  made  gainst 


an  efficient  private  school  in  the  neigh-    the  Oxford  University  Act  on  account  of 
bourhood.  the  time  having  been  fixed  at  fifty  ia- 
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Btead  of  100  years.     He  Bhould,  there- 
fore, Bupport  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

The  Masquehs  of  8A1J8BUEY  said, 
he  would  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
aud  substitute  another,  coafimng  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  endowments 
founded  prerioualj  to  the  year  1800. 

Amendment  tetthdrawn. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ( ' '  less 
than  fifty  years  hefere  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act")  and  insert  ("  since 
the  year  1800")  —  {The  Marquees  of 
Saluburv) :  On  Questioti,  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause  ? — Their  Iiordships  divided : — 
Contents  42 ;  Not-Conteuts  29 :  Ma- 
joritf  1 3. 

CONTENTS. 
Hktberlsj,  L.(£.  Chan-    London,  Bp. 

etUor.) 
Tork,  Archp.  Bo;le,  L.  (C.  Cork  and 

D«TODahire,D.  Camojs,  L. 

Sfttnt  Albnnt,  D.  Cburehill,  L. 

Sonwrtet,  D.  Clsndeboje,  L.  (i.  Dvf- 
ferin  and  Cbneitjie.} 

AilmbnTj,  M.  De  Table;,  L. 

Linsdowne,  H.  Eburjr,  L. 

Nonnwbj,  M.  Foley.  L.    [TtUer.-] 

AirltB,  E.  Leigh,  L. 

Camperdoirn,  E.  Lurgan,  L. 

ChiolwaWr,  E.  Ljitekon,  L, 

Cowpvr,  K.  Huredjtb,  L.  [L.  Ath- 

De  firoy,  E,  JumiKy.) 

Do  L*  Warr,  E.  Melbucn,  L. 

Fortoaouo,  E.  Monion,  L. 

Graniille,  E,  Pomonby,  L.  {S.  Beit- 

Klmberlej,  E.  borvugh.)    [TeUer:] 

LishSsld.  E.  Seaton,  L. 

Morler.  E-  SuOeld.  t. 

Sundridgs,  L.  (D.  At- 
Sjdmr.  V.  gyii.) 

VernoD,  L. 
BuDgor,  Bp.  Wrottealef,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 
Uulborongb,  D.  Smibsllui,  V. 


Amhsrat,  E.  Clarina,  L. 

Beauohamp,  E.  Coloheater,  L. 

CadogBD,  E.  ColTJIle  of  Culrou,  L. 

Carnarion,  E.  Denman,  L. 

DoTon,  E.  Hflton,  L. 

Eellis,  E.  OTerttono,  L. 

Muia&tld,  E.  Redeidale,  L. 

Romnof,  E,  Sianlo^orAlderlaf,  L. 

TknkmUlB,  E.  Tredegar,  L. 
Wjoford,  L. 
Umrden,  V. 

Setched  in  the  Negative. 

Clause  agretd  to. 


1%4  Arehiithi^  of  Tork 


Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Clause  IS  (Geligious  education  in  day 
schools). 

The  T^-^ht.  of  BEAUCHAMP  moved 
to  omit  the  words  "on  a  religious  sub- 
ject," with  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
parent  the  power  to  object  to  Ms  child 
receiving  religious  instnictioii  at    any 

Lord  LTTTELTON  said,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  carry  on  a  school  satisfao- 
tonly  if  such  a  power  of  minute  inter- 
ference were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 


Amendment  negatived. 

The  Bishop  of  LOKDON  moved  to 
insert  in  line  39  the  words,  "  on  the 
ground  of  his  dissent  &om  the  autho- 
rized religious  teaching  of  such  school." 
He  objected  to  the  dause  as  it  stood, 
because  the  former  part  of  it  main- 
tained unduly  the  liferly  ^ven  to  pa- 
rents in  reference  to  removing  children 
&om  religious  teaching,  and  the  lat- 
ter part  incidentally  limited  very  mudi 
the  liber^  of  teasers.  Anyone  who 
had  been  connected  with  a  school  would 
know  lliat  the  withdrawing  of  children 
for  any  object  whatever  was  a  great  evil 
in  reference  to  the  management  of  the 
school.  Further,  if  this  clause  stood  in 
its  present  form,  an  idle  boy,  with  a 
careless  father  or  a  too  indulgent  mother, 
might  raise  objections  to  attendance  on 
rehgious  lessons,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  attend  any 
lessons  of  any  kind. 

Eabl  de  GRET  AifD  BIPON  said,  he 
regai-ded  the  wording  of  the  clause  as  a 
very  fair  compromise  of  a  very  difBcult 

auestion,  and  trusted,   therefore,   that 
le  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 
Amendment  negatived. 

Thb  Bishof  of  L0NIX>N  then  mctod 
to  leave  out  the  latter  section  of  th« 
clause,  which  gave  power  to  the  parents 
in  cases  where  the  master  shall  "  teach 
persistently  any  particular  religious  doc- 
trine disapproved  of  by  the  parent,"  to 
make  a  complaint  in  writmg  to  the 
Ooveming  Body,  and  aald  that  if  the 

e>wer  were  given  as  proposed  in  the 
ill,  it  would  cause  serious  annoyance 
to  teachers. 

The  Duke  of  MAHLBOEOUGH 
thought  that  the  clause  would  have  Uie 
effect  of  carrying  the  Consdenoe  Clauw 
to  an  unhe^-of  extent,  and  for  his 
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part  he  did  not  see  how  the  provisiona 
could  be  carried  out,  unless  parents  had 
the  right  to  be  present  at  all  lesBons. 
If  the  children  themselves  were  to  raise 
ohjectionB,  many  of  them  would  be  sore 
to  oe  of  a  very  erroneous  character.  In 
his  opinion  the  matter  had  better  be  left 
upon  the  footing  of  the  Conscience  Clause, 
that  any  child  might  be  withdrawn  dur- 
ing the  hours  of  religious  instructjon. 

The  Eam.   of   HAEROWBT  said, 
that  the  clause  as  it  stood  would  be  ex- 


some  of  the  best  schoolmasters  in  the 
country. 

RuiL  DE  GREY  amd  EIPON  said, 
he  could  not  consent  to  this  portion  of 
Ihe  clause  being  struck  out.  llie  subject 
had  been  veij  carefully  discussed  before 
it  had  been  included  in  the  Bill.  The 
object  was  to  make  those  great  schools, 
where  there  was  only  one  in  a  district, 
as  available  as  possible  for  the  benefit 
of  all  the  inhabitants.  It  was  right  that 
the  parent,  if  he  showed  to  the  Govem- 
ine  Body  that  Mb  objection  was  reason- 
able, should  have  power  to  object  to  any 
persistent  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
master  to  introduce  into  the  secular  les- 
sons religious  doctrines  repugnant  to  the 
religious  opinion  of  such  parent.  He 
could  not  consent  to  the  omission  of  the 
section. 

Thb  Bishof  of  BLT  said,  they  must 
take  care  they  were  not  introducing,  by 
means  of  tbu  clause,  a  religious  difS- 
culty  where  none  existed.  There  was  a 
strong  feeling  in  the  country  in  iavour 
of  reUgious  teaching.  The  parents  of 
children  ought,  no  doubt,  to  have  a  right 
to  object  to  the  f^ecial  doctrinal  lessons. 
The  provisions  of  the  clause  would, 
however,  seriously  interfere  with  the 
freedom  of  schoolmftsters,  who  might 
accidentally  render  themselves  liable  fo 
be  brought  before  the  Governing  Body. 
These  schoolmasters  were  frequently 
very  sensitive  men,  and  it  was  scarcely 
&ir  to  hold  this  provision  over  them 
in  ttrrorem. 

LoKD  LYTTELTON  said,  the  clause 
was  founded  on  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commissioners,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
support  it ;  but  he  did  not  attach  much 
importance  to  the  clause.  The  Bill 
would  work  as  well  without  as  with  the 
clause. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  and 
BRISTOL  said,  there  ought  to  be  some 
provision  against  a  sort  of  illicit  teach- 
ing of  the  worst  kind,  and  he,  for  one, 
could  not  tolerate  that  sort  of  proselytiz* 
ing.  He  thought  the  word  "persist- 
ently "  was  not  strong  enough.  "  Reli- 
gious doctrine  disapproved  of  by  the 
parents"  were  loose  words,  and  as  it 
was  desirable  that  honest  men  should  be 
guarded  as  much  as  possible,  he  would 
more  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  syste- 
matically and  persistently  teach,"  and 
remit  him  back  as  to  what  he  disap- 
proved to  the  original  protest  under 
which  he  claimed  exemption. 

Eahl  DE  GREY  amd  BIPON  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Amendments. 

Amendments  agrttd  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  16,  17,  and  18,  agr»td  to. 

Claiise  19  (Schools  excepted  from  pro- 
visions as  to  religion). 

The  Bishop  of  ELY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, exempting  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  wiUi  respect  to  religious  teach- 
ing— 

"  Kaj  lohool  or  edautional  andovment  irhiah, 
on  tbe  prinoiplei  laid  down  b;  reoent  deeiiiont 
in  the  courts  of  Equity,  voold  ippcnr  riom  the 
nitare  of  iti  foandatioD  dee<la  and  Ihe  time  at 
whioh  it  wai  founded  to  be  a  uhaol  or  eduoa- 
tionsl  endowment  Cor  tbe  teiohing  of  tobalari  in 
the  principles  of  t,oj  particalar  obnrob,  sect,  or 
deDomiuatiun." 

Eajl  DE  GEEY  ahd  EIPON  op- 
posed the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Gommit- 
tee)  withdrawn. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  the  parenthesis  in  the  clause 
relating  to  the  attendance  of  day  scholars 
at  the  offering  of  prayer,  and  at  the 
time  of  religious  instruction. 

Eajil  DE  GREY  iXD  RIPON  thought, 
it  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
Church  herself  if  some  of  these  cathedral 
schools  should  be  made  more  generally 
available  for  the  benefit  of  the  children 
of  the  inhabitants. 

The  Makquess  op  SALISBUEY  gave 
notice  that  he  should  revive  the  question 
on  a  future  occasion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Transfer  of  jnriedictioB  of 
Visitors). 
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The  Bishop  op  ELY  proposed,  in 
page  7,  line  32,  after  ("rentes,")  to  in- 
sert — 

("  ExMpt  in  tba  uub  ofoithedral  ind  other 
lehooli,  or  ednc&tioDal  endowmflnti  msnlioned  ' 
CUdih  19,  irhere  the  rilitor  or  riiilors  mar  bx' 
bmn  appointed  bf  (ba  originil  fouadation  dud, 
with  apecial  reterenco  to  ths  religioiu  cbarMter 
of  the  uhiKili  or  endoviDent*.") 

Eahl  DE  obey  ahd  RIPON  said, 
he  would  accept  the  Amendment  if  con- 
fined to  oatheiL^  Bchoolfi. 

The  Bishop  of  ELY  aesented. 

Amendments  made. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  to  29,  inclusiTe,  agreed  to, 
with  verbal  Amendments. 

Clause  30  (Application  to  education  of 
non-educational  charities). 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that 
this  clause  provided  for  the  application 
of  "  doles  in  money  or  kind  "  and  other 
gifts  to  educational  purposes.  ~. 
moved  to  leave  out  "  with  the  consent  of 
the  Gtoverning  Body,"  those  doles  being 
in  most  cases  mischievous  and  demoral- 
izing. 

EiBL  DE  LA  WAEE,  as  a  member 
of  a  Ooveming  Body,  supported  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  of  the  mis- 
chievous character  of  the  doles. 

Earl  BEAUCBAMP  objected  to  the 
Amendment.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
where  the  charity  was  mischievous  it 
would  be  easy  to  obtain  the  consent  of 
the  Ooveming  Body. 

The  Mabquebs  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  had  long  ago  formed  the  opinion  that, 
though  there  wore  many  (Dareputable 
things  in  this  Bill,  there  was  only  one 
thoroughly  wicked  clause,  and  that  was 
the  present  one.  It  was  proposed  to 
take  away  from  poor  men  certain  doles 
which  had  been  left  to  them.  It  was 
eaid  that  such  doles  were  demoralising 
— that  they  discouraged  men  from  work- 
ing. Was  it  demoralizing  that  the  poor 
diould  live  without  excess  of  work  f  The 
poor  man  might  retort  that  it  was  de- 
moralizing to  noble  Lords  to  have  such 
an  income  that  it  was  not  required  that 
they  should  work  at  all.  He  did  not 
know  anything  more  likely  to  create  dia- 
satiefaction  than  Uie  proposal  to  divert 
Bueh  money  as  this  to  other  purposes. 
The  feeling  seemed  to  pervade  modern 
society  that  the  poor  should  be  left  al- 
ways to  work,  and  that  it  was  a  mis- 
fortune to  have  anything  that  would  re- 


lieve them  from  it.  If  power  were  ^ven 
to  the  Commissioners,  without  obtaining 
the  consent  of  anybody,  to  sweep  away 
all  these  charities,  such  power  would  be 
an  enormous  one.  No  doubt  education 
was  a  good  thing,  but  eating  was  a 
better,  and  they  ought  not  to  devote 
these  funds  to  education,  which  would 
no  doubt  be  valuable  to  full  men,  but  a 
mockery  to  those  who  were  empty. 

The  Eabl  of  EOMNEY  also  opposed 
the  Amendment.  He  maintaineif  that 
there  were  cases  in  which  those  charities 
did  good. 

LoED  LYTTELTON  said,  that  to  leave 
this  clause  as  it  stood  woidd  be  simply 
to  allow  a  scandal  and  disgrace  to  con- 
tinue. 

The  Eaw.  of  AIRLEE  supported  the 
Amendment.  These  charities  were,  for 
the  most  part,  great  abuses,  and  did  no- 
thing but  mischief.  He  should  like  to 
propose  to  strike  out  the  words  "Go- 
verning Body  "  and  insert  in  their  place 
"Chanty  Commissioners." 

Eaul  DE  GREY  and  RIPON  said, 
that  though  agreeing  with  what  had 
been  stated  as  to  the  abuses  of  these 
charities,  yet,  as  the  clause  was  the  re- 
sult of  a  compromise,  he  must  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Tee  Eabl  of  HAREOWBY  said, 
that  many  poor  people  thought  they  had 
a  chartered  right  in  the  charities,  and 
therefore  they  ought  to  be  tenderly  dealt 
with. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) viithdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  31  to  41,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  (Exception  as  to  schemes 
for  endowments  under  £lOO). 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH 
moved  in  page  15,  line  20,  to  leave  out 
from  "  endowment"  to  "  tie"  in  line  26, 
his  object  being  to  secure  uniformity  of 
action  under  the  Bill  by  having  the 
schemes  affecting  even  the  small  chari- 
ties submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.  There  were  about  200 
small  endowments,  averaging  £ld  a 
year,  and  bringing  in  a  total  income  of 
£3,000,  and  he  thought  it  objectionable 
that  so  large  a  sum  should  be  disposed 
of  by  the  Commissioners  and  the  Tioe 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Coimcil 
without  requiring  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. 
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Eabl  DE  OBET  urn  ETPON  said,  if 
the  opinion  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  ho  should  not  op- 
pose it. 
Amendment  agretd  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agrtti  to. 
Clausea  43  to  52,  induaive,  agrttd  to. 
On  the  If  otion  of  the  Bishop  of  London 
a  new  clause  vas  added  (School  chapels 
appropriated  for  religious  worship  free 
fnun  parochial  jimsdictiati). 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  2\iMdatf  next;  and  Bill  to 
hepritiitdaa  amended.  (No.  192.) 

HmuB  sdjonrncd  atEleTan  o'slook, 
tUl  To-moTroir,  b*lf  put 

Ten  o'clmk. 
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H0TT8B    OF    COMMONS, 
7Kwfi%,  lithJuIg,  1669. 

WNDTES.]— PcBuc  Bills— &CDN<I  Reading 
— Drninaja  ind  Improvement  of  LiDilt  (Ira- 
I«nd)  Aot  (1863)  AineKdinenl»[20B];  lUrit- 
■bla  Right! '[SOI]!  Nitro  Qljcsrine  •  [311]. 

Commillee  "  fieport — Poor  Lnw  (Ireland)  Ajoend- 
mrot  (No.  8)  (re-totnm.)  •  [173]. 

Ctntidtred  ai  amendtd — Courts  of  Jaitioe  SaU- 
riea  and  Funda*  (96-318]. 

Larit'  Amtndmenti  Contidered  —  Irish  Churoh 


SC0TL4ND— TRUCK  ACT.— QDESTION. 

Sm  DAVID  ■WEDDERBtmN  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Stat«  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  reports  in  the  "  North  British  Daily 
MaU,''  as  to  the  systematic  infringements 
or  evasions  of  the  "  Truck  "  Act  in  the 
mining  districts  of  Scotland  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  those  reports  uro  accurate,  he 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  enforce  the 
Law,  or  otherwise  to  remedy  the  state  of 
things  complained  of? 

Me-  BEUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
had  received  the  reports  to  which  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  referred. 
He  would  not,  however,  vouch  for  the 
accuracy  of  those  reports  as  they  bore 
on  each  particular  case.  There  appeared 
to  be,  however,  very  little  doubt  that 
there  was  a  very  wide  and  fTstematic 


infringement  of  the  Tmok  Act  in  Soot- 
land.  He  would  take  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  with  the  Lord  Advocate  as  to 
the  expediency  of  taking  any  steps  in 
connection  with  the  subject. 

SCOTLAND— WATERNISH  CHURCH, 

ISLE  OF  SKI  E.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  MILLEB  said,  he  would  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  state  of  the  Church  of 
the  quoad  sacra  parish  of  Watemish, 
Isle  of  Skye,  in  respect  that  the  attend- 
ance in  that  Chorch  consiata  of  only  two 
old  men,  the  one  nominally  clerk  to  the 
Kirk  Session  and  the  other  the  headle, 
while  the  remainder  of  the  population, 
in  number  of  about  1,200,  are  adherents 
of  a  Church  of  another  denomination  ; 
and,  now  that  the  Church  has  become 
vacant  by  the  death  of  the  late  in- 
cumbent, whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
(Government  to  fill  up  the  vacancy,  and 
thereby  continue  as  a  burden  on  the 
Count^  the  annual  payment  of  £120, 
the  amount  of  stipend  Iiitherto  paid  txom 
a  Parliamentary  Grant  ? 

Mr.  BEUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
beheved  the  statement  of  facts  referred 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  accurate. 
The  parish  was  one  of  those  which 
were  formed  under  the  Act  of  George 
IV.,  and  he  thought  that  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  were  not  to  exercise  his 
power  of  appointing  for  six  months, 
the  appointment  would  lapse.  The  sub- 
ject was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  but  the  decision  involved  a 
great  deal  more  than  the  mere  appoint- 
ment of  a  minister  to  one  particular 
parish. 

REPAIRS  OP  BRIDGES.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HEEBEBT  CBOFT  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther a  county  is  bound  to  take  to  the 
repairs  of  bridges  on  lines  of  roads  which 
have  now  ceased,  by  the  expiration  of 
their  several  Acts,  to  be  Turnpike  Beads  ? 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
said,  in  reply,  that  it  was  not  the  custom 
the  duty  of  the  Home  OfG.ce  to  give 
opinions  upon  disputed  points  of  law, 
but  he  would  readily  ^ive  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  which  he  beheved  to  be  the 
correct  view — namely,  that  if  a  bridge 
on  any  line  of  road  which  had  ceaaed  to 
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telong  to  a  turspike  trust  had  been 
heretofore  repaired  by  tbe  cotmty  in 
wbicb  it  was  situated,  the  same  Uability 
would  continue  to  attach  to  it.  With 
respect  to  the  abolition  of  turnpike 
trusts,  generoll}',  the  liabilities  which 
hod  attached  to  such  trusts,  passed,  on 
their  cessation,  to  the  local  authorities 
of  the  district,  and  the  case  of  bridges 
repaired  by  such  trusts  would  probably 
come  within  the  same  category. 

PARUAMENTART  RETURNS. 
QDESTIOIT. 

Mr.  peek  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether  there  is  any  objection  to  Be- 
tuma  not  of  sufBcient  general  importance 
to  be  supplied  at  the  pubhc  expense 
being  granted  to  Uembers  of  Parliament 
willing  themselves  to  bear  the  cost  of 
printing,  say  a  hundred  copies  ? 

Uk.  ATHTON  said,  in  reply,  that  in 
cases  where  tbe  question  had  arisen 
whether  the  Betums  asked  for  involved 
general  public  interest  or  any  special  in- 
terest, those  who  desired  uie  Betums 
had  settled  the  question  by  paying  for 
the  printing ;  but  if  the  expense  of  ob- 
taining the  Betums  were  referred  to, 
that  was  a  matter  which  had  not  been 
considered,  and  there  would  be  great 
difficulty,  probably,  in  the  House  order- 
ing a  B«tum  whidi  was  not  tliought  of 
general  interest,  unless  the  Member  ask- 
ing for  the  Betum,  or  those  interested, 
undertook  to  pay  the  expense. 

REGISTRATION  OP  VOTERS. 
QUEBTIOIT. 

Mb.  COLLINS  said,  he  wonld  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  City,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  a  draft  of  the  Beport  of  the  Coi 
mittee  on  the  Begistration  of  Voters  for 
Boroughs  has  appeared  in  the  "Liverpool 
Mercury"  before  it  has  been  printed  by 
this  House  ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  is  aware 
how  that  newspaper  became  possessed 
of  it?  

Mr.  VEENON  HABCOUET  said,  in 
reply,  that  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
draft  of  the  Beport  had  appeared  in  tl 
paper  named  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  An  article  had,  however,  ap- 
peared in  it  which  conveyed  to  him  the 
mipreseion  that  the  writer  must  have 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  draft.    If  a  draft 
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of  the  Beport  had  been  obtained  for  the 
Liverpool  Mercury  he  was  not  aware 
how  possession  of  it  had  been  obtuned. 
The  publication  referred  to  had  taken 
place  after  the  Committee  had  reported, 
and  the  Beport  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House. 

ARMT— COLONELS  IN  THE  IKDUN 
ABMT.— QUESTION. 

OoLDNEt.  NOBTH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  course  is  proposed  to  be  taken 
with  regard  to  the  supersessions  of  the 
Colonels  of  the  Queen's  Army  b^  those 
of  the  late  East  India  Company's  Army  ? 

Ma.  CABDWELL :  Sir,  the  House  is 
aware  that  when  the  two  Armies  were 
united  the  relative  position  of  officers 
promoted  from  the  rank  of  Colonel  to 
that  of  Major  Ooneral  was  defined  by  a 
Boyal  Warrant,  called  the  Warrant  of 
1862.  After  the  publication  of  that 
Warrant,  it  was  regarded  by  the  Indian 
officers  as  unjust  to  them,  and  at  vari- 
ance with  the  Parliamentary  guarantee 
which  had  been  given  them  in  two  Acts 
of  Parliament, — the  Act  of  1858,  which 
vested  the  government  of  India  in  the 
Crown,  and  the  Act  of  1860,  which  pro- 
vided for  the  union  of  the  two  Armies. 
Discussion,  consequently,  arose  in  this 
House,  and  eventually  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion was  appointed,  of  which  the  late 
Lord  Cranworth  was  Chairman,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of 
Oxford  was  one  of  the  Members.  la 
consequence  of  the  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mission, the  Warrant  of  1862  was  can- 
celled, and  a  new  Warrant — the  Warrant 
of  1864 — was  sanctioned  in  Its  place. 
Under  the  Warrant  of  1864  it  has  been 
found  that  officers  of  junior  rank  as 
Colonels  in  the  Indian  Army  take  prece- 
dence as  Majors  General  of  many  who 
were  their  seniors  as  Colonels.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  grievance  felt  by  the 
officers  of  the  British  Army,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  who  pre- 
ceded me  as  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
examine  the  case.  The  Beport  of  that 
Committee  has  been  laid  on  the  Table. 
Among  its  recommendations  was  a  pro- 
posal Uiat  forty-five  Colonels  should  be 
munediately  promoted  to  be  Generals,  at 
the  cost  of  nearly  £12,000  a  year  to  the 
Britiah  Troasury.  I  could  not  concur  in 
the  proposal,  and  was  unable  %o  recom- 
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mend  it  to  tlie  Treosuiy.  A  gnat  deal 
of  correspondence  baa  passed  on  the 
subject  between  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  and  myself,  and,  now,  with 
the  consent  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  we  propose 
to  appoint  another  Committee,  of  whom 
one  member  shall  be  an  eminent  lawyer, 
and  the  other  members  shaU  be  officers 
of  the  two  services  of  too  high  a  rank  to 
be  themselres  personally  interested  in 
the  case.  The  reference  to  them  will 
oonaist  of  one  single  point — namely,  the 
proper  relative  position  of  the  officers  of 
tike  two  services,  and  they  will  have  no 
power  to  make  any  proposals  which  in- 
ToIto  a  chaiKC  upon  the  Treasury.  My 
noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  ArgyU)  has 
undertaken  that  the  Indian  QoTemment 
shall  not  make  any  more  promotions 
pending  this  inquiry. 

Colonel  KOBTH  said,  he  should 
withdraw  the  Notice  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  upon  this  subject  till  the  Com- 
mittee nad  reported. 


THE  WEST  IND1ES.-(IUESTI0N. 

8m  CHARLES  ADDEELEY  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
project  of  the  late  Oovemment  to  com- 
bine all  the  Leeward  and  Windward 
Islands  under  one  government  is  being 
carried  out,  and  whether  tlie  Packet 
Station  in  the  West  Indies  is  settled  on ; 
and,  if  so,  where ;  and,  whether  the 
International  Ocean  Telegraph  New 
York  Company  have  made  arrangements 
with  the  .Tamaica  Qovemment  for  land- 
ing their  cable  &om  Panama  on  that 
island? 

Ur.  MONSELL  :  In  answer.  Sir,  to 
the  first  Question  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
I  beg  to  inform  him  that  as  the  process 
of  combination  of  the  Windward  Islands 
would  have  been  much  impeded  and  de- 
layed by  some  of  them  not  being  Crown 
Colonies,  Her  Majesty's  present  Govem- 
meotdecidedtoseekto  bring  about  a  union 
of  the  Windward  Islands  into  one  group, 
and  the  Leeward  Islands  into  another — 
the  latter  combination  may,  I  hope,  soon 
be  aocomphahed.  With  regara  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  bare  to 
say  that  the  Treasury  have  decided  that 
the  packet  station  shall  remain  at  St. 
Thomas ;  and  as  to  the  remainder  of  the 
Question,  wo  have  not  yet  received  any 
information  as  to  the  arrangement  be- 
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tveen  tho  Government  of  Tanuioa  and 
the  Telegraph  Company. 

MR.  GLADSTONE   AND   THE   INDEPEN- 
DENT   OEANGE     ASSOCIATIOK. 

QUEflTIOH. 

Ma.  HENNTOIB-MAJOB  said,  he 
rose  to  give  notice  that  ho  would  to- 
morrow ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  correqrandence  whicli 
has  appeared  in  the  papers,  purporting 
to  be  Between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's secretary  and  a  so-called  Inde- 
pendent Orange  Association  of  Ireland, 
was  genuine ;  if  so,  to  ask  him  whether 
he  could  state  when  this  Association  was 
formed,  what  principles  it  professed  to 
uphold,  when  its  meetings  were  held, 
and  whether  its  chief  officers  had  any 
connecTtion  with  Ireland  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  wiU  save 
the  hon.  Member  the  trouble  of  asking 
this  Question  to-morrow.  I  received  a 
letter  &om  an  association  under  the 
title  of  the  Independent  Orange  Associ- 
ation of  Ulster,  and  caused  an  answer 
to  be  sent  to  that  association,  as  it  la 
my  business  and  duty  every  day  to  cause 
scores  of  answers  to  be  sent  to  persons 
with  whom  I  have  never  had  any  other 
relation.  Therefore,  I  cannot  gratify 
the  curiosity  or  desire  for  information  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the 
association,  but  with  respect  to  the  senti- 
ments contained  in  the  answer,  I  am 
taJlj   and  exclusively   responsible   for 

POOB   LAW  —  ITARBERTH   UNION- 
TREATMENT    OF    HEFRACTOBT 
VAGRANTS— ftUESTION. 

Ma.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tho  Poor  Law 
Board,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Narberth  Union  have  re- 
solved to  continue  the  practice  of  putting 
refractory  VEuraats  in  sacks,  notwiUi- 
Btanding  his  declaration  that  such  con- 
duct not  only  contravened  the  spirit  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  but  was  repugnant 
to  the  feelings  of  common  humanity  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  in  reply,  that 
it  was  true  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
had  resolved  to  continue  this  practice. 
The  sacks  were  common  sacks,  and  tho 
vagrants  were  inserted  in  them  by  a 
hole  ripped  through  the  bottom.  Be- 
monstrances  had  been  addressed  to  the 
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GttardiRnB,  but  had  failed,  and  the  Foot 
Lair  Board  would  now  bold  the  maeter 
of  the  workbouBe  roBponsible  for  the 
supply  of  sufficient  clothing  to  all  classes 
of  vagranta  under  bis  care,  and  he  would 
be  remored  &om  bis  post  if  be  fiuled  to 
do  bis  dut;  in  that  respect. 
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{Mr.  Dadtim,   Mr.  QlaiMtom,  Mr.  Jthn  Bright 

Mr.  CUehetUr  Fortutue,  Mr.  Attorney 

Qtneralfor  Ireland.) 

LOBDS'   AlCENDMESTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Cousideratioa  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  rising  to 
more,  Sir,  that  the  House  do  proceed  to 
consider  tjie  Lords'  Amendments  to  the 
Iridi  Cbuich  Sill  I  shall  designedly, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  and 
tat  other  reasons,  avoid  making  any 
general  statement  of  the  cbaraoter  of 
those  Amendments,  which  might,  noe- 
eibly,  be  the  occasion  of  debate;  but, 
of  course,  I  do  not  presume  to  interfere 
witb  the  discretion  of  other  Members. 
I  think,  however,  it  will  be  for  the  con- 
Tenience  of  the  House  that  I  should, 
Tery  briefly,  and  in  the  way  of  Parlia- 
mentary notice,  run  over,  not  the  whole 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  other 
House — which  are  necessarily  very  nu- 
merous, and  some  of  only  secondary  im- 
portance— but  the  ]>riitcipal  ones,  and 
that  I  should  describe  tae  course  the 
Government  propose  to  take  upon  them. 
The  first  Is  the  Amendment  in  the  Pre- 
amble, and  I  shall  move  to  disagree 
from  that  Amendment,  and  to  replace 
it  b;  the  original  words.  The  second 
Amendment  refers  to  the  date  at  which 
the  Bill  shall  come  into  operation,  and 
I  shall  move  to  replace  the  date  adopted 
by  this  House.  The  third  is  the  Amend- 
ment with  regard  to  curates,  and  I  shall 
move  to  disagree  &om  that  Amendment 
as  it  stands,  but  shall  propose  a  substi- 
tute, which  will  be  a  modification  of  the 
plan  as  it  went  from  this  House.  "With 
r^ard  to  the  fourth  Amendment,  as  to 
the  tax  on  the  clerical  income  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Cbiirch  Body,  I  shall 
move  that  it  be  not  agreed  to.  The  fifth 
Amendment  provides,  in  the  30th  dauee, 
for  the  protection  of  annnitanta— a  sub- 
ject which  was  not  disposed  of  in  this 
House,  and  I  shall  move  that  that  should 
be  agreed  to,  with  Amendmenta.  The 
Mr.  Qotchen 


sixth  Amendment  is  the  fourteen  years* 
clause,  or  commutation  clause,  and  I 
shall  move  to  disagree  from  that  clause ; 
but  I  shall  propose,  by  way  of  amend- 
ment ta  the  original  plan,  an  addition 
to  the  clause,  the  nature  of  which  I  will 
state  at  the  proper  time.  The  seventh 
Amendment  relates  to  the  glebe  and 
house,  and  removes  all  conditions  on 
the  possession  of  them  and  girea  them 
without  paymMit.  I  shall  move  to  dis- 
agree &om  that  Amendment.  The  eighth 
.^nendment  relates  to  what  is  called  the 
Ulster  glebes,  or  what  are  more  properly 
described  as  the  Boyal  grants.  I  shall 
move  to  disc^ree  from  that  Amendment. 
The  ninth  Amendment  relates  to  the 
deduction  of  the  poor  rate  from  the  price 
of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  I  shall  move 
to  disagree  &om  that.  The  tenth  Amende 
ment  relates  to  the  residuary  property, 
and  witb  respect  to  that  I  shall  move 
an  Amendment  consequential  on  the 
Amendment  in  tbe  Preamble,  and  shall 
propose  to  insert  words  to  provide  gainst 
the  loss  by  Parliament  of  the  control  of 
the  suiplua  in  the  interval  which  might 
elapse  before  further  legi^ation.  There 
is  another  consequential  Amendment  in 
rerpect  to  the  restoration  of  worda  in 
the  Preamble — I  mean  the  Amendment 
witb  respect  to  the  danse  "imJig  at 
what  is  called  concurrent  endowment; 
I  shall  move  when  the  time  comes  to 
strike  out  that  clause.  I  now  move,  8ir, 
that  we  consider  the  Lords'  Amendments. 
Mr.  DI8BAEU  :  Sir,  I  feel  leas  sur- 
prise, After  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement,  than  I  otherwise  should  have 
done  that  he  has  offered  to  us  so  short 
an  explanation  of  the  course  be  intenda 
to  pursue,  because  I  learn  with  sorrow 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
is  going  to  advise  the  House — as  I  infer 
from  bis  statement — to  disagree,  gene- 
rally speaking,  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments. Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  position 
more  difficult  at  all  times  in  our  Parlia- 
menta^  life  than  when  the  two  Houses 
of  the  Legislature  are  not  in  aocord  upon 
matters  of  great  public  moment;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  is  exactly 
the  position  which  requires  from  this 
House  great  forbearance  and  temperate 
feeling  in  discussing  the  points  on  which 
the  two  Houses  differ.  Before  proceed- 
ing to  consider  the  Amendments  of  the 
Lords,  I  would  remind  the  House  that, 
though  there  may  be  differences  of  opi- 
nion between  this  and  the  other  House 
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of  Parlismeat  on  many  points  in  respect 
to  this  Bill,  those  differences  have  oc- 
onired  Tinder  ciroumst&noee  vMch  do  not 
for  a  moment  justify  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  the  two  Houses  towards  each 
other  being  described  as  one  of  a  hostile 
obaracter.  There  have  been  occasions 
when  the  two  Houses  hare  differed,  and 
differed  nnder  oiroumstancea  which  made 
it  impossible  that  it  should  not  be  felt  in 
this  House  that  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament had  taken  with  respect  to  us  a 
position  of  defiance  and  extreme  an- 
tagonism. That  cannot  be  said  in  the 
present  case.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  I  do 
not  know  what  might  be  the  feeling  of 
tiie  other  House  u  they  heard  those 
sounds  ;  but  I  am  sure  they  give  us 
credit  for  being  willing  to  consider  these 
grave  matters  with  the  responsibility 
thai  becomes  our  position.  I  say  that 
there  is  not  on  this  subject  that  spirit 
of  hostility  and  antagonism  which 
upon  some  important  occasions  has  un- 
fortunately existed  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament.  Because,  we 
must  remember  this,  that  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  commenced  its  la- 
bours on  the  Bui  by  a  very  signiEoant 
testimony  to  it,  which  showed  that  it  was 
their  desire  to  act  in  no  hostUe  spirit 
towards  this  House.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  great,  or  a  considerable, 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  other 
House  were  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  and  to  the  polic?  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  in  deference 
to  what  they  believed  to  be  the  opinion 
of  the  country,  and  seeing  that  the  poKcy 
of  the  Government  was  approved  by  a 
commanding  m^'ority  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  other  House  did,  by  no 
insignihcant  majority,  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  measure.  And  many  of 
those  who  did  accept  the  principle  of 
the  measure  were  themselves  opposed  to 
it.  That  is  significant  testimony  that 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  was  ansi- 
ons,  if  possible,  to  come  to  an  under- 
standing on  tbis  important  subject  with 
the  House  of  Commons.  Under  these 
circumstances — though  I  do  not  say  that 
this  House  ought  to  relinquish  its  opi- 
nions— ^yet  we  are  bound  to  admit  Uiat 
the  Amendments  of  the  Lords  are  en- 
titled to  peculiar  attention.  In  refer- 
ring to  the  position  —  the  painful  and 
penloua  position  in  which  the  two  Houses 
are  always  necessarily  placed  when  dif- 
ferences occur  between  them — I  must  say 


that  I  attribute  that  position  to  two  causes- 
In  the  first  place  the  righthon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  when 
he  adopted  a  course  which  X  am  willing 
to  admit  (and  X  have  given  unequivocal 
proof  of  the  sincerity  of  my  opinion  in 
this  respect)  the  nation  adopted  and  the 
House  of  Commons  supported,  made 
certain  declarations  which  form  one  of 
the  causes  of  the  misconception  which 
has  occurred  in  respect  of  this  matter, 
and  of  the  difficult  position  in  which  we 
find  ourselves  placed  in  i:eference  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  reference  to  a  mea- 
sure of  an  important  poEtical  matter, 
and  of  a  most  complicated  nature, 
made  a  declaration  of  certain  abstract 
principles.  Now,  I  do  not  think  it  pos- 
sible to  treat  successfiiUy  pohtical  mat- 
ters of  any  kind  by  the  application  of 
abstract  principles,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  can  have  any  better  proof  of  this 
than  what  has  occurred  in  the  cose  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for,  having 
announced  his  abstract  principles,  we 
found  the  moment  he  introduced  the 
measure  he  deviated  from  those  abstract 
principles  in  evei?  instance.  For  example 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  as 
one  of  his  abstract  principles  on  which 
the  measure  was  to  be  founded  that 
there  should  be  complete  and  perfect 
ecclesiastical  equality.  "Well,  that  was 
an  abstract  principle,  no  doubt,  of  much 
pretoDsion ;  but  when  the  Bill  was  in- . 
troduced,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  to  deal  practically  with  the  ques- 
tion, he  found  it  necessary  to  deviate 
from  that  principle.  He  made  a  pro- 
posal that  did  not  establish  complete 
ecolesiastical  equality.  He  proposed  that 
churches  and  glebe  houses  should  be 
possessed  by  the  ministers  of  one  Church, 
but  he  did  not  profess  to  give  them 
to  those  of  any  other  Church.  That 
is  an  instance  lowing  that,  though  it 
may  be  easy  to  lay  down  abstract  princi- 
ples in  political  matters,  it  is  not  so  easy 
to  abide  by  them.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman announced  another  chief  prin- 
ciple of  this  measure,  and  that  was 
that  no  part  of  the  confiscated  fiinds 
of  the  IVotestant  Episcopal  Church, in 
Ireland  should  be  appliM  to  any  reli- 
gious purpose.  Yet  in  the  Bill,  as  in- 
troduced, we  found  a  remarkable  devia- 
tion from  that  principle.  There  are  other 
instances,  whicn  I  cannot  recollect  at  this 
moment,  but  which,  no  doubt,  will  recur 
3  P  2  ILordi' 
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to  the  minda  of  thoM  who  take  an  interest: 
in  this  subject,  of  deviations  from  what 
irere  said  to  he  the  leading  piindplee  of 
the  Bill ;  but  what  I  wish  to  impress  upon 
the  House  is  that  the  great  majority  of 
t^e  Lords'  Amendments  are  not  any  de- 
Tiation  from  the  pohcy  laid  down  in  the 
BilL  They  may  be  deviations  &om  the 
abstract  principles  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  in  his  speeches,  and 
which  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  some- 
tunes  quote  in  yindication  of  their  votes ; 
but  I  say  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
Amendments  only  cany  out  to  a  greater 
degree  the  abstract  principles  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  for  example,  proposes 
that  the  Froteatant  Episcopal  Church 
shall  have  her  churcnea  and  glebe 
houses ;  the  House  of  Lords,  considering 
the  question,  have  indicated  their  opi- 
nion that  something  more  should  be  done 
in  the  same  direction,  and  that.  Sir,  is  a 

Siestion  of  degree  between  the  two 
ousea.  Lt  fact,  so  far  as  the  great  ma- 
jority of  these  Amendments  are  con- 
cerned, it  is  a  ^estion  of  degree,  and 
therefore  it  a,  X  a^rehend,  a  ques- 
tion to  which  the  House  should  ad- 
dress itself,  whatever  may  be  indi- 
vidual opinions,  with  a  temperate  feel- 
ing, and  with  some  desire  to  arrive  at  a 
common  conclusion.  There  is,  to  my 
mind,  no  opposition  to  the  prindples  on 
whii^  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
.  tleman  is  founded  in  any  of  these  Amend- 
mente ;  they  m^«ly  pursue  the  policy 
he  introduced  and  recommended  to  a 
greater  degree  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  recommended  in  the  Bill 
which  passed  this  House.  I  think,  there- 
fore, we  have  arrived  at  some  of  the  dif- 
fimilties  we  experience  in  this  matter  be- 
cause, having  introduced  a  measure 
foimded  on  abstract  principles  which  the 
House  accepted,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  carrying  them  into  effect  neces- 
sarily, as  in  all  political  matters,  in  order 
to  bring  about  a  particular  result,  was 
obliged  to  deviate  from  those  abstract 
principles.  The  question,  then,  for  us 
to  consider  is  whether  the  deviation  he 
proposes,  or  that  suggested  in  these  mat- 
ters by  the  House  of  Lords,  is,  on  the 
whole,  the  most  satisfactory.  There  is 
another  reason  why  I  think  we  have  ar- 
rived at  a  leas  ^reeable  position  than 
we  might  have  held  in  this  matter,  and 
that  is  from  the  very  slight  and  imper- 
fect manner  in  wludi  the  details  of  tiie 
Mr.  Ditratli 


measure  have  been  debated  is  this 
House.  TJnqnestionahly  there  was  a 
very  fair,  and,  I  will  say,  adequate  dis- 
cussion of  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
It  was  not  more  thui  an  adequate  dift- 
cuBsion — it  was  not  an  excessive  discos' 
aion.  I  myself  endeavoured,  as  {ax  as  I 
could,  to  prevent  it  from  reaching  an 
extravagant  point,  becanse  I  thought  it 
was  of  importance  to  the  Government, 
and  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  country, 
that  before  Easter  we  should  come  to 
some  decasion  upon  the  measure.  Bnt 
no  one  can  pretend  that  time  was  wasted, 
or  the  attention  of  the  House  extrava- 
gantiy  or  unreasonably  appealed  to,  bo 
tax  as  Regards  the  discussion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.  I  do  not  oomplain 
of  that ;  I  think  there  was,  if  not  an  ex- 
cessive, an  adequate  discussion  of  the 
prind^e;  but  when  we  oome  to  the 
Committee,  I  do  not  consider  that  there 
was  a  fair  and  complete  diacuBaion  of  the 
provisions  of  the  measure.  So  &r  as 
we  are  concerned  on  this  aide  of  the 
House — although  we  highly  objected  to 
the  prindple  ofthe  measure,  yet  looking 
to  the  great  majority  by  which  the  se- 
cond reading  was  carried,  we  did,  so  far 
OS  we  could,  in  all  sincerity  propose  a 
variety  of  Amendments  carrying  into 
effect  a  policy  not  dissmilar  in  prindple 
to  that  adopted  by  tiie  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man,  but  which  carried  out  that  policy 
to  a  fiirther  extent,  and  which  we  be- 
lieved would  have  mitigated  many  evils, 
and,  perhaps,  removed  them.  But  on 
all  these  Amendments  there  was  no  real 
discussion  so  far  as  the  body  of  the 
House  is  concerned.  The  Amendments 
were  brought  forward  either  by  myself 
or  by  one  of  my  Friends,  and  they 
were  immediately  answered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  or  one  of  his  Friends; 
but  we  never  could  get  at  the  opinion 
of  independent  Members  of  the  House. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  That  is  m^  impression. 
I  have  had  some  experience  in  this 
House.  I  may  he  mistaken,  but  if  it 
is  a  mistake  on  my  part  it  is  shared  by 
a  great  many  Gentleman  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  I  think  it  would  have 
been  very  advantageous  if  these  pro- 
positions had  been  well  discussed  in 
Committee.  If  we  could  have  obtained 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
more  completely  on  these  matters  the 
Bill  would  have  gone  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords  probably  in  a  different  shape, 
and  there  would  have  been  leas  cause 
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fat  disouanon  cpm  the  Amendments 
noir  be&re  ub.  well,  Sir,  I  liave  Ten- 
tnred  to  make  theee  obseiratioiia.  I 
think  these  are  the  two  caueee  which 
hare  conduced  to  place  ub  in  the  diffi- 
cult— certainly  not  agreeable — poaition 
in  which  we  find  ouTBelveB.  Following 
the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  I  will  not  now  enter 
into  any  general  diBCUBsion  upon  the 
policy  which  has  been  pursaed  by  the 
Qoremment  with  retfiect  to  these  Amend- 
ments. It  will  be  more  convenient  that 
we  should  enter  into  their  diacusmon  as 
the  different  Amendments  are  brought 
forward.  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  at  once 
proposes  to  come  to  the  consideTation 
of  the  Amendment  in  the  Freamble ; 
because  it  seems  to  me  that'  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  Preamble  involves  almost 
all  the  important  considerationB,  and  I 
should  hope  that  the  division  on  that 
subject  may  probably  prevent  us  from 
trespassing  more  than  is  necessary  upon 
the  indulgence  of  the  House.  With 
these  observations  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Amendments  »eriat«n. 

Lords'  Amendmento  aumdtrt^. 

The  first  Amendment,  in  page  1,  lines 
8  to  IS,  to  leave  out  the  wordo— 

"  Held  »nd  kp^ied  Ibr  tb«  admitagB  of  tba 
Irlrii  paople,  but  not  (or  iho  maintcDuioa  of  knjr 
Cburob  or  cler^  or  other  miDiUty,  nor  for  the 
tAiohing  of  religion  :  And  it  ii  further  eipedienC 
that  the  laid  propertj,  or  the  prooeeds  thereof, 
■bould  be  appropriated  mainly  to  the  relief  of 
BiUToidable  oakamitf  aod  •uttering,  yet  lo  at  not 
to  cancel  or  impair  the  obligatiom  Dow  attaehed 
to  property  under  the  Acta  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor,"  and  insert  the  irorda  ''applied  in  luoh 
manner  as  Puliament  ahmll  hereafter  direct," 
— read  a  second  time. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  I  now,  Sir,  pro- 
pose that  the  Lords'  Amendment  to  the 
Freamble  be  considered ;  and  I  must  beg 
the  House  to  remember  the  announce- 
ment I  formerly  made  was  merely  in- 
tended to  siniify  OUT  intontione  as  to  the 
points  that  should  be  raised  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  and  I  have  not, 
ftuiher  than  my  words  absolutely  im- 
plied, indicated  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  the  precise 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  subjects.  In- 
deed, I  wish  now  to  repair  one  omission 
I  mtide  with  respect  to  the  Boyal  grants 
or  Ulster  glebes.    Our  iiitenti<ai  is  to 


move  that  the  House  do  disagree  frcan 
that  Amendment ;  but  I  ought  to  have 
prefaced  that  with  the  statement  that  we 
pnmose  to  agree  to  the  Amendment 
which  gave  the  sum  of  £500,000  as  the 
estimato  made  by  Ch)vemm8nt  for  the 
private  endowments  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  Amendm.Gnt  in 
the  Preamble,  the  first  words  struck  out 
by  the  Lords  are  these — (after  satisfying, 
so  far  as  possible,  upon  principles  of 
equally  as  oetween  the  several  religious 
denommations  in  Ireland,  all  just  and 
equitable  claims,  the  properly  of  the 
said  Church  of  Ireland,  or  the  proceeds 
thereof,  should) — now  follow  the  words 


"  Be  held  and  applied  tar  tbe  advantage  of  tb« 
Iriah  people,  but  not  for  the  maintenance  o(  any 
Church  or  clergy  or  other  miniatry,  nor  for  the 
teaching  of  religion  :  And  it  ii  further  expedient 
that  the  uid  property,  or  the  proceeda  thereof, 
ahould  be  appropriated  mainly  to  the  relief  of  nn- 
avoidable  calamity  and  aaSering,  yet  ao  aa  not  to 
cancel  or  impair  the  obligationa  now  attached  to 
property  under  the  Aoti  for  the  relief  of  the  poor." 

These  are  the  words  which  were  struck 
out  of  the  Preamble  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  I  shall  endeavour  briefly,  and 
without  raising  more  than  I  can  help, 
points  of  controversy,  in  the  spirit,  if  I 
may  say  so,  of  busineBs  rather  than  of 
rhetoric,  or  even  of  general  argument, 
to  state  the  considerations  which  bind  us 
with  r^»rd  to  the  course  we  mean  to 
take.  The  first  portion  of  the  words 
struck  out  by  the  Lords  raises  at  once, 
as  has  been  properly  obBerved  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  question  of 
what  is  commonly  termed  concurrent  en- 
dowment. Now,  I  shall  not  discuss  the 
Preamble  with  reference  to  the  principal 

Sropositions  of  the  clause  inserted  in  the 
■ill  by  the  Lords,  which  is  the  27th, 
dealing  with  ecclesiastical  residences ; 
but  I  shall  consider  the  question  gene- 
rally, and  endeavour  to  appreciato  the 
position  of  this  House.  Now,  I  would 
first  of  all  observe,  with  reference  to 
concurrent  endowment,  that  the  House 
must  remember  that  the  concurrent  en- 
dowment proposed,  talked  of,  discussed, 
and  recommended  by  anyone  within  the 
last  few  weeks  or  months  is  not  the  plan 
or  policy  which  in  other  times  received 
the  sanction  of  great  statesmen,  and 
which  we  chained  it  on  the  Government 
of  last  year — I  will  not  say  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly — that  they  appeared 
to  contemplate.  When  Mr.  Pitt  spoke 
of  concurrent  endowment,  he  meant  to 
[Zorii'  Atatndamti. 


Irith 


{OOUMONS] 


create  a  real  Boman  Catholic  Ghiurch 
EstabliBhineDt  by  the  side  of  the  Estab- 
lifibed  OhuTch  in  Ireland ;  and  that  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  Establishment  was 
to  correspond  with  what  has  always  been 
held  fimdamental  in  this  country  — 
namely,  an  Establiehment  which,  on  the 
one  hand,  should  be  endowed  by  the 
State,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  be  con- 
trolled by  the  State.  These  two  ideas 
have  never  been  separated,  either  in  the 
minde  of  our  great  statesmen,  or  at  any 
moment  in  our  history.  But  the  con- 
current endowment  now  recommended  is 
Bomethinr  totally  and  absolutely  new. 
As  r^aros  endowment,  indeed,  it  is  un- 
doubtedly reduced  to  very  modest  dimen- 
sions,  for  the  funds  at  command  do  not 
admit  of  much  more ;  but,  as  regards  its 
essence,  control  there  is  none.  Endow- 
ment is  to  be  given,  and  the  responsi' 
bility  on  the  part  of  the  State,  which 
cannot  be  wholly  separated  from  endow- 
ment, is  to  be  incun«d ;  but  there  is  to 
he  no  exercise  of  control  or  direction  on 
the  part  of  the  State.  Now,  whether 
that  policy  be  a  good  or  a  bad  policy,  it 
is  wholly  distinct  &om  that  of  tbe  great 
men  of  former  timee ;  and,  in  m^  opmion 
the  attempt  to  identify  the  opmiona  of 
those  men  with  it,  and  to  publish  and 
propagate  them  to  the  world,  as  if  only 
the  adherents  of  this  doctrine  were  the 
eancere  followers  of  those  men,  is  not 
worthy  of  a  more  honourable  description 
than  that  it  is  a  piece  of  pure  pohtical 
superstition.  I  will  not  debate  whether 
tlus  mode  of  endowment  is  good  or  bad, 
or  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  its  ab- 
stract merits,  la  the  Committee  of  this 
House,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  instituted  a  very  slight  and  inade- 
quate examination  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  myright  hon. Friends  and  myself  sat 
not  less  than  nine  or  ten  unbroken  nights 
in  the  constant  and  minute  discussion  of 
every  line  of  the  measure,  giving  it,  if 
it  were  measured  by  time,  about  twice 
or  three  timee  the  amount  of  time  whidi 
it  received  in  "  another  place."  Ono 
reason  for  that  may  have  been  that  the 
subject  of  concurrent  endowment  was 
never  mentioned,  I  think,  until  the  Be- 
port,  and  with  regard  to  this  matter  we 
spent  rather  less  tmie  upon  the  measure 
toan  was  otherwise  necessary,  because  it 
was  not  necessary  to  go  back  or  to  re- 
verse our  own  proceedings.  Some  allow- 
ance must,  therefore,  be  made  for  that. 
Concurrent  endowment  was,  I  think, 
Mr.  Gladttone 


proposed  in  the  first  place  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  (Sty  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Pim),  and  being  proposed 
by  him  on  the  Beport,  I  toink  w« 
were  precluded  absolutely  by  what  we 
had  (ume  in  Committee  from  even  en- 
tertaining or  aipiing  the  question.  My 
meaning  was  this,  ^at  our  last  act  in 
Committee  was  to  seal  the  Bill  by  at- 
taching to  it  the  Preamble— the  Pre- 
amble which  contains  this  solemn  and 
momentous  declaration.  ConsequMitiy, 
from  that  time  forward,  it  appeared  to 
me  undoubtedly  that  this  House — the 
Goversment  had  been  preclnded  before ; 
but  from  that  time  I  was  prepared  to  con- 
tend  that  this  House  was  precluded  by 
its  own  deliberate  act  from  entertaining 
the  question  of  concurrent  endowment. 
So  far  as  its  merits  are  oonoemed,  I  fully 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Qentieman 
that  the  niatter  was  very  slightly  con- 
sidered. I  doubt,  indeed,  whether  more 
than  an  hour  was  spent  in  discussing 
it  on  the  Report  of  the  Bill.  I  can  very 
well  appreciate  and  sympathize  with  this 
feeling  which  has  led  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  each  side  of  the  House ;  utd,  is 
what  I  have  to  state  on  concurrent  en- 
dowment, I  do  not  aspire  to  be  the 
arbiter  or  to  express  the  sentiments  of 
one  side  of  the  House  exclusively.  The 
difficulty  is  one  which  is  just  as  ntuch 
felt  on  that  side  of  the  House  as  on  this, 
and  Uiat  will  be  disclosed  if  ve  come  to 
close  quarters  on  this  question  of  con- 
current endowment.  I  say  I  sympathize 
with  those  who  think  that,  after  what 
has  happened  in  Ireland,  the  winding  up 
of  this  great  question  should  Bup^;eat 
subsidiary  and  collateral  proceedings 
which  should  leave  kindly  and  genial 
reooUections  in  the  minds  of  all  parties  in 
that  counttT.  Apart  from  this,  however, 
much  may  be  said  against  this  descrip- 
tion of  partial  and  limited  endowment. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  people  can  be  made  good  sub- 
j  ecte  by  the  possession  of  these  littie  bits 
of  land.  Treat  them  with  equity  and 
justice,  and  they  will  be  good  subjects 
whether  they  are  suppllwl  with  little 
bits  of  land  or  not.  It  is,  however, 
material  to  consider  that  there  has  been 


conflict  between  the  friends 


lappy 

and  enemies  of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood  and 
the  Presbyterian  cler^  have  maintained 
a  steady  testimony  on  behalf  of  law  and 
order  durii^;  all  the  Fenian  agitation 
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ftiid  unoertainty,  and  while  tiie  d^vei- 
ance  they  made  to  theix  flocka  waa  per- 
feotly  unbought  and  independent.  I  am 
by  no  means  certain  that  the  ciedit  of 
that  teetimoDy  and  the  weieht  of  that 
aathorlty,  either  in  the  one  body  or  the 
other,  would  be  so  great  and  bo  indu- 
bitable if  once  they  had  received,  in 
whatever  ehape,  a  gift  from  the  State. 
But,  as  I  BBid,  it  ^peare  to  me  that 
this  question  is  nairowed  for  us  in  such 
a  way  that  we  are  shut  out  from  the 
broad  field  of  discusaion  in  which  it 
might  be  met.  Let  us  consider  how  we 
stand.  Suppose,  for  argument's  sake, 
that  when  we  met  together  in  February, 
and  when  in  March  we  addressed  oar- 
selves  to  the  consideration  of  this  great 
Bubjeot,  we  had  been  &ee  ae  a  Parlia- 
ment representing  the  people,  and  &ee 
to  give  effect  not  only  to  its  own  convic- 
tions, but  to  what,  before  the  people,  we 
had  declared  to  be  also  our  own  convic- 
tions, suppose  we  had  been  free  at  that 
tune  to  have  included  provisions  such  as 
we  are  now  considering  in  the  measure 
we  were  about  to  seim  to  the  House  of 
Xiords.  Is  it  possible  for  any  impartial 
man  not  to  see  that,  in  the  main,  first  of 
all  the  Chjvemment,  and  after  the  Oo- 
vemment  the  House,  placed  its  own 
authoritative  interpretation  upon  the  na- 
ture of  the  mission  it  had  received  from 
the  nation  by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Qovemment,  and  after- 
warde  sanctioned  by  the  House  ?  Even 
had  we  been  &ee  on  the  1st  of  Uarch  to 
£iune  a  Bill  on  Uie  principle  of  pro- 
miscuous endowment,  my  affirmation  is 
that  our  proceedings  in  the  face  of  the 
country,  and  the  convictions  we  have 
mnce  then  conveyed  to  the  ooimtrjy,  as  to 
the  nature  of  our  views  and  the  con- 
struction of  our  duty  would  have  put  it 
out  of  the  question  to  entertain  this 
matter.  But  I  must  go  &rther.  I  do 
not  dwell  simply  upon  the  &ct  that  four 
or  five  months  had  elapsed  before  the 
very  idea  of  ooncurrent  endowment  had 
been  placed  before  the  popular  mind.  I 
think  1  may  say  that  during  the  circum- 
stances to  which  I  have  referred  it  was 
bardly  presented  to  the  popular  mind, 
and  not  at  all  in  this  House,  until  it 
arises  at  the  dxtietii  minute  of  the 
twelfth  hour  of  the  day.  And  so  tar 
the  declarations  and  acts  of  the  last  Far- 


on  both  sides,  are  concerned,  they  never 
were  &ee  to  base  their  measure  upon 
the  principle  of  concurrent  endowment. 
Now  what  occurred  last  year?  The 
noble  Earl  then  Minister  for  Ireland 
(the  Earl  of  Mayo) — I  am  not  going  to 
make  anything  in  ^e  nature  of  a  charge, 
or  to  endeavour  to  extract  political  credit 
from  anything  I  may  say,  but  to  place 
an  impartial  narrative  before  the  House 
— the  noble  Earl,  I  say,  and  the  i^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment (Mr.  Disraeli),  were  under- 
stood by  us,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
to  declare  that  their  intention  was  not 
to  take  to  pieces  the  present  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  but  to  found  in  some 
manner  or  degree  other  Churches  by  its 
ude.  One  universal  burst  of  condemna- 
tion and  resistance  came  from  the  whole 
Liberal  party ;  and  not  only  so,  but  the 
construction  we  put  upon  those  speeches 
was  indignantly  resented  by  the  other 
side.  This  was  the  case  in  every  town  in 
the  kingdom,  in  every  county  in  the  coun- 
try, and  on  every  hustings.  I  see  oppo- 
site to  me  the  Qentlemen  who  have  the 
honour  of  representing  South-west  Lan- 
cashire, and  who  had  the  honour,  not  of 
overturning  me,  but  of  being  the  fa- 
voured candidates  when  I  was  unhappy 
enough  to  undergo  a  great  defeat — and 
I  should  like  to  know  what  their  position 
would  have  been,  or  what  would  have 
been  the  position  of  any  of  those  trium- 
phant Lancashire  ConservatiTeB,  had 
they  travelled  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  that  county  with  the  Danner 
of  concurrent  endowment.  [CA«r«  and 
laughier.'J  I  am  d^ighted  to  draw  forth 
a  more  sympathetic  response  to  my  ap- 
peal from  them  than  it  is  sometimes  my 
good  fortune  to  obtain.  But  I  am  only 
treating  of  things  patent  and  within  the 
everyday  knowledge  and  recollection  of 
every  hon.  Member  of  this  House.  We 
all  went  to  the  country  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple— some  to  defend  the  Established 
Church,  and  others  saying  that  they 
would,  if  possible,  bring  its  condition  as 
an  Establishment  to  an  end.  But  with 
rare  individual  exceptions — I  know  there 
were  such,  and  there  was  one  conspicuous 
exception  within  Lancashire  itself^we 
were  all  agreed  that,  whether  we  main- 
tained the  Irish  Chxirch  or  not,  to  concur* 
rent  endowment  we  were  opposed.    And 


e  concerned,  and  so  far  as  tiie  there  is  a  larger  question  than  concur- 
aots  and  declarations  of  the  great  ma- '  rent  endowment  involved  in  this  matter 
jority  of  the  Members  of  this  House,  I  — ^namely,  whether  the  nations  that  in- 
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habit  theBe  islanda  ore  to  be  enabled 
and  encouraged  to  believe  the  pledges  of 
those  Tho  represent  them  in  FarHs^ent. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  strike  the  fatal 
blow  at  public  confidence  whi(^  would 
be  struck  if  we  were  to  adopt  such  a  plan. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
says,  truly,  that  we  ought  to  approach  in 
a  spirit  of  reepen^t  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Lords.  As  I  come  to 
discuss  them,  I  shall  endeavour,  and  my 
Colleagues  I  am  sure  will  do  the  same, 
to  conform  to  that  rule.  We  can  hardly 
expect  of  the  House  of  Lords  that  they 
should  appreciate  the  humble  considera- 
tions which  govern  the  special  relations 
between  eatSi  Member  of  Parliament 
and  the  portion  of  the  British  people 
ihat  he  represents.  From  the  great 
eminence  upon  which  they  sit  they  can 
BO  more  discern  the  minute  particulars 
of  our  transactions  than  a  man  in  a 
balloon  can  see  all  that  ispaseing  on  the 
earth  below.  Had  the  House  of  Lords 
gone  through  the  ezperience  of  such  an 
election  as  the  last  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  for  them,  as  honourable  poli- 
ticians, to  have  consented  to  the  clause 
which  they  have  put  into  this  Bill. 

Now,  Sir,  in  this  discussion  I  have 
spoken  shghtly  of  policy,  and  more  of 
good  faith.  I  have  not  adverted  to  ttiat 
which,  at  the  same  time,  is  a  very  im- 
portant consideration,  and  which  may 
be  settled  in  a  sentence — it  is  impossible. 
Sir,  to  carry  concurrent  endowment. 
We  should  not  only  be  faithless  to  our 
pledges,  but  should  prove  ourselves  to 
be  tot^y  nn&t  for  tiie  solemn  charge 
laid  upon  us  of  conducting  the  admima- 
tration  or  the  legislation  of  this  country, 
because  we  would  show  that  we  are 
wholly  incapable  of  appreciating  facts 
clear  and  glaring  as  the  sun  at  noonday. 
As  to  the  tale  of  re-action  upon  this  sub- 
ject, I  will  ask  anyone  who  has  been  in 
contact,  within  the  last  few  days,  with 
those  great  communities  which  have  so 
much  to  do  in  leading  public  opinion  in 
this  countij — I  will  alk  them,  and  I  will 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whether 
they  think  that  the  bulk  of  their  con- 
stituents, of  whatever  class  or  shade  of 
opinion  they  may  be,  would  be  fonnd 
disposed  to  array  themselves  in  support 
of  such  a  policy.  Sir,  the  convictions 
of  this  nation  are  absolutely  opposed  to 
the  adoption  of  such  a  principle.  There 
are  hiuier  considerations  in  my  mind 
than  that  of  a  mere  snbmission  to  the 
Mr.  Oladttow 


necessity  of  f^cts,  which  absolutely  point 
out  the  course  that  we  should  pursue  on 
this  important  subject.  But,  both  on 
the  one  ground  and  the  other,  the  Go- 
vernment have  no  choice,  and  I  think 
the  House  will  support  us  in  replaciju; 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  words  whim 
we  regard  as  expressive  of  a  solemn 
covenant  which  we  are  not  prepared  to 
tamper  with.  Then  comes  Uie  second 
question  in  the  Preamble,  the  declaration 
that  the  proceeds  of  the  property  shall 
be  devoted  mainly  to  the  rebef  of  una- 
voidable calamity  and  distress.  And  I 
must  say  a  very  few  words,  partly  for 
the  purpose  of  explanation  and  partly 
likewise  in  order  to  remove  a  misappre- 
hension as  to  the  possibi£4y  of  a  misap- 
propriation of  those  funds,  which  was,  I 
think,  due  to  one  of  the  circumstances 
noticed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite. Undoubtedly,  when  we  came  to 
the  consideration  of  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus,  the  subject  did  receive  very 
slight  discussion  in  this  House.  We,  of 
the  Government,  may  consider  that  as 
a  testimony  to  the  prudence  of  the  plan 
that  we  recommended;  but  the  fact  ii 
nnqueatjoned,  that  on  a  point  which 
many  may  regard  as  essential,  the  na- 
ture of  the  plan  has  not  been  observed 
or  understood.  It  has  been  taken  for 
granted  In  "another  place,"  and  by 
some  who  are  not  un&iendly  to  the  pro- 
posal, that  the  terms  of  the  Bill  as  mey 
stood  when  it  went  &om  this  House  ap- 
propriated not  only  the  income  of  the 
property,  but  the  capital  of  the  pro- 
perty to  the  objects  designated  in  the 
68th  clause.  That  is  an  entire  mistake. 
There  is  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  a  dis- 
tinction drawn,  and  it  is  declared  that — 
it  is  expedient  that  the  said  property, 
r  the  proceeds  thereof,  should  be  appro- 
priated." In  the  68th  clause  it  wiU  be 
found  that  there  is  no  power  of  appro- 
priation given  to  Her  Miajesly's  Govern- 
ment, except  with  reelect  to  the  income 
of  the  prcmerty.  This,  although  it  may 
seem  at  &^t  eight  shadowy,  is  a  very 
important  distinction,  and  it  is  very  de- 
sirable that  the  scope  of  its  operation 
should  be  understood,  because  there  are 
two  dasses  of  plans  which  have  been 
conceived  and  suggested  for  dealing  with 
the  property  of  £e  Irish  Ohurch.  The 
one  plan  proposes  to  dispose  of  the  in- 
come for  the  purposes  of  education,  and 
the  other  would  employ  the  ino(mie  for 
the  purposes  of  re-j^oduction.     If  I 
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might  judge  I  ahould  eay  the  pUns  for 
beattmuig  the  income  upon  education 
have  not  been  met  with  tmour.  The 
plans  which  have  met  with  most  favoar 
nave  proposed  to  employ  the  income  as 
a  ^d  to  be  made  ase  of  as  loans  in 
Ireland  for  some  useful  public  purpose. 
I  am  not  going  to  enter  upon  a  discuB- 
don  of  those  plans,  but  wuL  simply  say 
that,  as  far  as  they  are  concerned,  they 
are  not  in  the  slightest  degree  exduded 
by  the  Bill  as  it  stood  when  it  passed 
through  this  Hotue.  It  would  be  entirely 
oonaiBtent  with  the  BUI  as  it  passed 
through  this  House  if  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament  should  recommend  that  this 
money  should  be  employed  in  loans, 
whether,  as  some  OenUemen  would 
wish,  for  Shannon  navigatioQ — [Colonel 
Fb£MGe  :  Hear !] — or,  as  others  would 
wish,  for  sea  fisheries,  or,  as  others 
might  wish,  for  harbours  or  drainage. 
There  are,  in  fact,  a  multitude  of  public 
purposes  to  which  the  soiplus  might  be 
aiKilied,  but  none  of  which  are  reconcil- 
able with  ^6  Preamble  of  the  Bill  as  it 
left  this  House.  Thus  much  I  would 
say  with  r^ard  to  the  nature  of  onr 
plan,  but  objection  has  been  taken  to  it, 
and,  acting  in  the  spirit  I  have  described, 
we  have  endeavoured  to  see  whether  we 
could  meet  that  objection.  It  is  said  that 
an  extravagant  amount  of  discretion  was 
vested  in  the  Executive  Government  by 
the  Bill  as  it  left  this  House,  and  that  in 
the  room  of  my  right  hos.  fViend  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  some  £7,000,000 
might  be  disposed  of.  Now,  we  do  not 
feel  that  there  is  great  force  in  that  ob- 
jection, because  we  think  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  effectually  controlled 
the  Executive  in  the  application  of  the 
money.  Still  we  have  to  ask  ourselves 
whether  we  can  advance  a  step  in  order 
to  meet  the  fair  jealousy  on  the  subject 
which  may  be  entertained  by  any  portion 
of  either  House  of  Parliament.  I  shall 
therefore  propme,  when  we  oome  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill,   that   a  discretionaiT 

riwer  shall  be  reserved  in  a  shape  which 
had  better  at  once  describe,  because  it 
is  material  to  the  consideration  of  this 
portion  of  the  Preamble.  It  will  be  re- 
coUected  that  the  power  to  be  vested  in 
the  Government  is  to  be  given  by  means 
of  an  Order  in  Council.  Now,  I  intend 
>  propose  a  proviso  to  the  following 


— for  porposes  dlrecdi^;  the  mode  of 
application — 

"  titrj  Orilar  in  Connotl  u  appropriating  tha 
inooma  oF  lueh  ptoptttf  ahsll  ba  laid  befon  both 
Houses  of  Parlismsnt  within  fourtiHa  da.;!  aller 
the  making  thereor,  if  Farliamant  is  then  ailting, 
or  if  Parliament  be  not  aitttDg,  then  within  four- 
teen dafs  aftsr  ths  commincBment  of  their  next 
aaasion ;  and  snch  order  shall  not  tw  of  any  ra- 
lidity  until  the  oxpiration  of  forty  days  after 
tha  same  has  bean  so  laid  before  balh  Houaes  of 
Parliament,  nor  shall  it  be  of  any  ralidily  at  all 
if  within  anah  period  of  forty  days  an  address  be 
presanted  to  Her  Majeity  by  both  Houses  of 
forliament  praying  Her  M^eaty  to  reiolu  suob 

That  will  limit  the  discretion  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. I  have  pointed  out  to  the  House 
what  I  hope  may  be  sufficient  to  obviate 
a  very  serious  misapprehension  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  plan  itself,  which  has  no 
effect  whatsoever  in  obstructing  any 
measure  which  may  be  adopted  for  the 
intermediate  investment  or  use  of  the 
capital  in  a  reproductive  manner.  With 
regard  to  the  plan  itself  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  proposed,  I  believe  that 
observations  have  been  made  upon  it 
and  weapons  have  been  aimed  at  it  which 
it  does  not  deserve.  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  lunatics,  the  blind,  the 
deaf  and  dumb,  and  the  rest  of  the  ob- 
jects for  whose  relief  the  proceeds  were 
reserved,  were  not  the  most  appropriate 
objects  for  the  exercise  of  the  otherwise 
charming  and  genial  gifts  of  the  noble 
critic.  The  plan  has,  at  all  events,  been 
condemned  apparently  in  the  House  of 
Lords ;  but  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
make  myself  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  Assembly  I  find  myself 
at  liberty  to  observe  that  the  sort  of 
criticism  which  was  there  indulged  in  is 
very  much  like  what  is  knowa  as  the 
negative  system  in  philosophy.  There 
are  an  immense  number  of  people,  I 
may  odd,  who  try  to  pull  Christianity  to 
pieces ;  but  no  one,  as  far  as  I  know, 
has  been  able  to  succeed  in  setting  np 
anything  effectual  in  its  stead.  Much 
the  same  state  of  things  I  find  prevails 
with  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Ohurch.  No  man  has 
sufficient  confidence  in  his  own  views, 
nor  has  any  number  of  men  been  foond 
to  nnite  in  the  adoption  of  any  one 
view,  to  replace  this  plan  of  relieving 
distress  of  certain  kinds  by  any  scheme 
whatsoever.  Tbis,  I  would  remind  the 
House,  is  not  a  new  proposal.  Tha 
original  author  of  the  proposition  was 
iir.  O'OonneU ;  and  the  time  when  he 
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Tong^y  eketelied  it  out  was  about  five- 
and-tturfy  years  ago.  We  are  charged 
with  having  borrowed  our  Bch^ne  from 
my  hon.  Friaud  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Miall),  who,  I  believe,  propa- 
gated BOme  Buch  appropriation  of  Church 
property  a  few  years  ago;  but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  such  a  scheme  was  sha- 
dowed out  by  Mr.  O'Ccmnell  at  a  much 
earlier  date.  I  wish  to  point  out  one 
other  misapprehension.  It  is  said  that 
this  plan  is  merely  intended  to  reUeve 
the  ^d  and  the  real  property  of  Ire- 
land from  biirdena  to  which  it  is  properly 
subject.  If  that  were  so,  I  should  be 
diipoeed  to  say,  looking  at  all  the  ques- 
tions which  are  pending  with  respect  to 
the  land  in  that  count^,  you  might  do 
wisely  and  equitably  to  regard  them  as 
a  whole,  and  that  there  would  not  be 
in  my  mind  conclusive  objecttons  even 
to  that  proposition.  The  statement  is, 
however,  I  submit,  in  the  main,  not 
true,  but  untrue.  What  are  the  obli- 
gations in  reez>ect  of  the  relief  of  distress 
to  which  lana  or  real  property  are  com- 
monly, by  the  laws  of  civilized  Christian 
Gountriee,  held  to  be  subject  ?  They  are 
these — You  are  bound  to  deal  with  the 
destitute  and  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
destitute  as  fiir  as  necessity  can  be  said 
to  exist,  but  not  beyond.  Hospitals  in 
this  country  are  not  established  for  the 
destitute.  They  are  intended  for  that 
largo  margin  of  the  population  which 
lies  between  opid^kce  and  destitution. 
In  what  country  in  the  world,  I  would 
ask,  is  adequate  provision  made  for  the 
sick  by  its  land  or  real  property  ?  Nay, 
more,  it  is  not  owing  to  any  unworthy 
shrinking  on  the  part  of  the  owners  of 
real  property  from  the  performance  of 
their  duty  that  this  is  the  case.  I  deny 
that  it  would  be  right  or  just  to  impose 
on  the  real  proper^  of  a  country  by  the 
compulsory  machinery  of  the  law  the 
burden  of  making  general  provision  for 
the  relief  of  the  sick  in  the  sense  and 
within  the  social  margin  embraced  by 
the  ho^itale  in  England.  Ireland,  un- 
happily, has  not  g^eraUy  speaking,  got 
such  hospitals.  Her  hospitals  are  for 
the  most  part  supported  by  a  countr 
cess ;  but  that  county  cess  is  optional. 
^Colonel  FaEscH :  1  beg  your  pardon  ; 
it  is  imperative.  It  is  levied  by  the 
Krand  jury.1  Not  for  lunatic  asylums '~ 
["Yes.  1  I  need  not  press  the  point 
nirther,  because  I  have  ample  materials 
for  the  purposes  of  my  argument.  There 


is  no  law,  either  in  Ireland  or  in  any 
other  country,  which  declares  that  per- 
sons of  unsound  mind  generally  diaU 
have  a  right  to  receive  that  treatment 
which  their  peculiar  state  of  mind  re- 
quires. The  Poor  Law  imposes  no  suoh 
obhgation.  The  Poor  Law  obliges  you 
to  relieve  the  destitution  of  a  lunatic,  but 
no  more.  ["Yes,  yes!"]  Well,  thelaws 
in  force  in  this  country  compel  you  to 
relieve  lunatics  only  as  you  relieve  othw 
pra-sons,  and  to  prevent  them  from  doing 
mischief;  but  it  does  not  require  you  to 
apply  to  their  case  the  difficult  and 
costly  processes  to  which  recourse  is  had 
in  those  most  benevolent  instdtutaons, 
the  lunatic  asylums.  I  believe  I  am 
stating  that  which  is  strictly  the  toot. 
["No,  no!"]  Then  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  can  by-and-by  state  their  own 
views  on  the  matter.  Is  there,  I  would 
ask,  in  any  countay  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment making  its  property  liable  for  the 
cure  of  the  blind?  If  so,  why  is  not 
that  done,  and  why  are  they  left  en- 
tirely dependent  for  the  costly  processes 
necessary  in  their  case  to  voluntary  con- 
tributione  P  What  is  the  state  of  tilings 
in  Ireland  at  this  moment?  What  is 
the  number  of  persons,  who  being  c^ 
unsound  mind,  are  now  in  the  woric- 
houses  of  that  country  P  I  want  to  see 
how  these  things  work.  The  number  <^ 
persons  in  Ireland  who,  at  this  moment 
being  lunatics,  are  in  workhouses  is 
2,742 ;  in  workhouses,  r^nember,  not  in 
lunatic  asylums.  But  the  number  c£ 
lunatics  at  lai^e  in  Ireland  is  6,564.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  all  these  are 
persons  who  ought  to  be  provided  for  by 
legal  provision ;  but  I  do  mean  to  say 
that  legal  provision  is  not,  and  I  believe, 
with  dl  respect  to  those  who  may  dis- 
sent &om  me,  that  legal  provision  was 
not  intended  to  be  made,  uid  cannot 
indeed  be  made,  applicable  in  general 
to  those  descriptions  of  distress  which 
require  costly  relief.  And  for  this  plain 
reason — that  a  legal  provision  must  be 
raised  i^m  classes  of  society  which  go 
down  to  the  verge  of  destitution  them- 
selves, and  you  would  inflict  ii^justice  if 
you  trusted  to  the  law  solely  for  the  re- 
lief of  this  kind  of  calamity.  If  yoa 
look  into  this  matter  you  will  find  that 
as  far  as  £250,000  a  year  is  concerned — 
which  I  believe  to  be  the  outside  amount 
of  the  fund  with  which  we  are  now 
dealing — there  ia  ample  room,  without 
removing  any  part  of  the  burden  now 
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impooed  upon  property,  fin  the  bene&cial 
application  of  that  fiioA  to  the  relief  of 
distreu  which  undoabtedlj  ought  to  he 
relieved,  but  vhich  at  the  same  time  is 
not  roiiered,  and  the  relief  of  which  3rou 
cOQIiat  secure  by  the  mere  operation  of 
the  law.  These  are  the  consideratiDiis 
vhich  I  urge  with  respect  to  the  par- 
tioulaz  plan  we   have  proposed-     The 


merits  of  the  plan  we  have  proposed 
will,  I  believe,  bear  beinz  placed  in 
eomparison   with   those   of  any    other 


),  bat  I  cannot  say  that  that  is  the 
ooly  object  which  we  hare  had  in  view. 

When  I  Tentured  to  submit  this  mea- 
Bura  originally  to  the  House  it  was  with 
the  statement  that,  as  r^ards  the  resi- 
duaiy  property  of  the  Ohuroh,  any  plan 
which  was  to  be  satisfactory  must,  in 
OUT  judgment,  be  of  a  final  character. 
It  must  be  final,  that  is  to  say,  in  this 
sense — that  it  must  diut  out  from  our 
doors  for  ever,  as  tax  as  lies  within  our 
poww,  the  risk  of  a  revival  of  those 
painful,  agitating,  and  dangerous  con- 
bOTiMBiee  which  for  centuries  have  been 
connected  with  the  state  of  reli^ou  in 
Ireland.  We  are  unwilling  to  be  respon- 
able  for  the  revival  of  those  controver- 
sies. We  have  undertaken  a  grave  re- 
sponsibility in  raising  this  question.  We 
liave  never  attempted  to  oisguiBe  or  to 
diminiBb  that  responsibility.  With  a 
great  object  in  view,  and  with  an 
adequate  plan  iae  the  attainment  of  it, 
human  strengUi  and  human  oonrage 
xuy  well  bear  such  a  responsibiUty  as 
Uiat.  But  the  responsibility  of  re-open- 
ing these  questions  without  closing  them 
— the  r«Bponsibility  of  aggravating  tat 
tiie  moment,  as  probably  we  have  aggra- 
<rated,  the  bitterness  of  those  oontrover- 
sies,  without  at  the  eame  time  finding  a 
means  whereby  they  may  be  finally  ex- 
tingnished  and  set  aside — that  is  a  re- 
qHUudbility  which  we  dare  not  under- 
take. It  must  be  for  the  couolusive 
judgment  of  Parliament,  and  not  for  onr 
judgment,  to  adopt  a  legislative  pro- 
vision which  we  think  so  unwise.  If 
better  plans  can  be  devised  we  are  in  a 
position  to  consider  them,  not  only  as 
nx  as  details  are  concerned,  but  also  the 
bases  of  those  plans.  But  I  entreat  the 
House,  after  having  now  spent  two  years 
of  the  life  of  the  naticm  mainly  in  the 
consideration  of  this  great  and  vital 
queetioi),  not  to  hand  down  to  those  who 
are  to  follow  us  the  evil,  perilous,  and 
destmctive  policy  of  renewed  contmLtions 


respecting  the  ultimato  disposal  of  Uie 
surplus  of  the  Irish  Ohurch  property. 
Some,  idly,  perhaps,  yet  not  nnnatimdly, 
cherish  the  fond  idea  that,  by  a  Parlia- 
ment of  a  different  colour,  it  may  be 
restored  to  those  who  are  now  (lie  Estab- 
lished Church;  others,  with  a  dreamy 
longing  and  yearning  for  the  renewal 
of  the  visions  of  two  generations  ago, 
ftiiTiV  that  the  time,  though  it  has  not 
yet  come,  may  possibly  arrive  when  the 
people  of  ikigland,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land will  become  enamoured  of  concur- 
rent endowment ;  while  others,  again, 
are  determined  to  make  the  disposal  of 
the  surplus  a  battle-field  on  which  they 
can  di^lay  their  theories  and  views  m 
denominational  or  unseotarian  education. 
Let  us,  however,  do  what  lies  within 
our  power  to  mt^e  this  great  measure, 
which  has  necessarily  been  attended 
witli  strife,  a  means  of  allaying  strife. 
Do  not  let  us  voluntarily  leave  ourselvee 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  hand- 
ing down  BO  much  fo(>d  for  fiiture  debate, 
so  much  fuel  for  future  con£(^rations 
with  regard  to  Irish  questions ;  and  do 
not  let  us  cause  the  first  of  our  great 
experiments  in  the  work  of  paci^dnf 
and  satisfying  Irriand  to  be  a  iaiS- 
ure,  not  only  in  a  negative  sense,  but 
in  the  SMise,  more  pain&lly  pomtive  and 
real,' of  lasuring  and  necessitating  the 
continuance  in  future  years  of  the  very 
conflicts  which  it  is  our  main  ol^eot  to 
put  an  end  to.  I  beg  now  to  move  that 
the  House  disagree  witii  the  Lords' 
Amendment  in  One  8,  page  1,  of  the 
Preamble  to  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  ^sagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Jfr.  QladtUme.) 

Hb.  DI8EAELI:  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  House  ought  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment  made  in  the  Preamble  by 
the  House  of  Lords.  It  is  very  import- 
ant, Sir,  that  the  House  should  blearif 
understand  the  nature  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  what  is  really  under  their 
consideratiou.  I  do  not  find  any  fault 
with  the  right  hon.  Glentiemanfor  intro- 
ducing subjeotson  which  we  are  not  now 
called  upon  specifically  to  decide  byagree- 
ing  to  me  Amendment  before  us,  because 
I  think  that  matters  whioh  are  not  in- 
duded  in  this  Amendment  have  been  so 
mixed  up  in  the  debates  in  "  anotlier 
place  "  u|)OD  the  Amendment,  and  have 
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been  so  associated  in  the  public  mind 
one  with  the  other,  that  it  was  quite  fair 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  advert 
to  the  BUDJect  on  which  he  has  dwelt  at 
some  length,  and  which,  indeed,  formed 
a  principal  part  of  his  speech  —  that 
which  is  commonly  caUed  bj  the  name 
of  concurrent  endowment.  But  I  would 
call  upon  the  House  to  remark  that  they 
are  not  called  upon  in  any  way  to  decide 
that  question  on  this  Amendment.  And 
let  me  also  remind  them  that  the  Peer  in 
Parliament  who  moved  this  Amendment 
(Lord  Caima)  is  much  opposed  to  concur- 
rent endowment,  and  that  he  gave  Notice 
of  the  Amendment  before  that  question 
was  originated  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  a  political  Friend  and  sup- 
porter of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But, 
as  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has  touched 
upon  the  question  of  appropriating  part 
of  the  confiscated  property  of  the  Pro- 
testant Episcopal  dbuTch  in  Irdand  to 
the  relief  of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy, 
I  wish,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  in 
order  that  our  views  on  the  subject  may 
not  be  misunderstood. 

Now,  Sir,  if  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  is  disestablished  in  Ireland,  if  its 
estates  are  confiscated,  and  if  Parliament 
is  of  opinion  that  the  proceeds  of  those 
estates  should  be  appropriated  to  Irish 
purposes,  I  do  not  think  it  is  open  for 
anyone,  as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned, 
to  oppose  the  appropriation  of  a  portion 
of  the  proceeds  of  tiiose  confiscated  es- 
tates to  the  reUef  and  support  of  any 
clei^  or  any  body  of  men  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  think  that  hereafter,  if  the  Pro- 
testant Chumh  is  disestablished,  it  will 
be  open  to  anyone,  as  far  as  Ireland  is 
concerned,  to  object  in  a  pubhc  capacity 
to  what  he  calls  the  endowment  of  error. 
As  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned  there  will 
be  no  standard  of  religious  truUi  or 
knowledge  maintained  by  the  State ;  and 
in  a  pubhc  capacity  I  do  not  see  that  any 
person,  as  for  as  Ireland  is  concerned, 
can  object  to  any  appropriation  of  that 
properly  on  the  ground  of  endowment 
of  religious  error.  He  may  have  his 
private  opinions  and  conscientious  con- 
victions ;  but  I  do  not  think  that,  as  far 
as  Ireland  is  ooncemed,  an  objection  on 
the  score  of  the  endowment  of  religious 
error  could  any  longer  be  held,  because, 
by  the  poHcy,  of  this  Bill,  no  standard  of 
religious  truth  is  acknowledged  as  far  as 
Ireland  is  concerned.  Therefore  objec- 
J6-.  LitrtuU 


tions  on  that  ground  could  certeinly  no 
longer  be  urged  with  any  effect.  But 
whatever  mi^t  be  the  opinion  of  any 
Gentleman  upon  such  grounds,  whatever 
might  be  hie  objection  to  appropriating 
any  portion,  for  example,  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  confiscated  property  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  to  the 
maintenance  or  the  support  in  any  de- 
gree of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy,  it 
still  would  be  open  to  that  Gentleman — 
if  forced  to  decide  between  such  a  pro- 
posal, as  is  called  concurrent  endowment 
m  this  case,  and  the  proposition  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  for  the  appropriatioil 
of  the  surplus — it  would  stOl  be  oimi 
for  him  to  decide  which  was  the  plan 
which,  on  the  whole,  would,  in  his  judg- 
ment, be  the  least  offeneiye  to  his  private 
convictions,  and  he  might  then  decide  in 
favour  of  concurrent  endowment.  But 
on  neither  of  these  grounds  do  I  wish  to 
support  this  Amendment.  The  Amend* 
ment  of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  favour 
of  what,  for  convemenoe  sake,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  concurrent  endow- 
ment, appears  to  me  to  come  down  to  us 
under  circomstances  which  do  not,  on 
the  whole,  entitle  it  to  the  confidence  of 
this  House.  The  House  of  Lords  them- 
selves changed  their  opinion  on  the  suV 
ject.'andin  neither  oaae  was  their  decision 
supported  by  a  large  majority.  In  that 
respect,  I  beheve,  they  very  much,  and 
periiaps  justly,  represented  the  publio 
feelings  and  opinions  of  the  United 
Eingtbm.  It  is  a  subject  which  public 
opimott  is  not  ripe  in  any  way  to  decide, 
and  I  certainly  shall  not  feel  myself 
called  upon  to  support  an  Amendiaent 
expressing  the  opinions  of  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  question  of  policy  of  so  grave 
a  character,  and  one  on  which  they 
themselves  have  arrived  at  contrary  con- 
clusions, and  which  on  neither  occasion 
has  been  supported  by  a  commanding 
majority.  Therefore  I  shall  decline  sup- 
porting, under  any  circumstances,  the 
pohcy  of  what  is  called  concurrent  endow- 
ment. But  IwanttheHouaeclearlyto  un- 
derstand that  we  are  not  now  called  upon 
in  any  way  to  give  a  decision  on  that  sub- 
ject. There  may  be  a  subsequent  op- 
portunity for  doing  that;  but  we  are 
called  upon,  in  the  language  of  this 
Amendment,  to  postpone  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  surplus  that  will  remain  after 
the  various  provisions  of  this  BUI  have 
been  comphed  with,  and  to  leave  it  to 
be  applied  in  audi  manner  aa  Farlia- 
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ment  ehall  hereafter  direct.  That  is  an 
Amendment  vhich  was  brought  forward 
by  one  who  is  opposed  to  the  scheme  of 
oonciurent  endowment,  and  which  has 
been  supported,  let  me  say,  in  "  another 
place"  by  the  most  eminent  members 
of  all  partiee ;  and  it  has  been  sent  down 
here  by  a  commanding  majoriiy  of  70, 
which,  at  least  entitles  it  to  our  respect- 
^  conBideration.  I  say  it  was  supported 
hy  the  leading  men  of  all  parties,  be- 
cause, with  the  exception  of  those  abso- 
lutely representing  the  Ministry,  there 
is  hardly  a  class  of  political  opinions  in 
the  House  of  Lords  which  by  its  dis- 
tinguished adherents  did  not  accede  to 
this  Amendment.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  In  the  first  place,  felt  the 
difSculty  of  the  case,  because  he  has  a 
new  combination  to  meet  it.  Heproposes 
a  proviso,  and,  doubtless,  he  has  oon- 
solted  authorities  before  proposing  it; 
but  otherwise,  so  far  as  I  could  collect 
from  hearing  it,  it  is  not  an  Amendment 
<m  the  Lonu'  Amendment ;  and  I  can- 
not clearly  understand  how  it  can  now 
be  introduced.  That  is  a  technical  ob- 
jection ;  and  if  there  be  anything  in  it 
it  will  find  its  way.  If  there  be  nothing 
in  it,  of  course  that  difficulty  will  be  re- 
moved. But  I  have  more  than  a  t«ch- 
nical  objection  to  it.  The  whole  purport 
of  his  argument  and  his  declamation  is 
this — that  we  must  finally  conclude  our- 
eelves.  Well,  what  is  this  proviso  ?  That 
a  scheme  shaU  be  laid  on  the  table  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  which  may 
be  discussed  and  probably  rejected,  and 
thas  give  an  opportnni^  for  every  other 
scheme,  perhaps,  to  be  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  this  House.  Therefore  I  say 
that  the  proviso  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, even  if  he  can  introdnce  it,  of 
which  I  have  doubts,  is  one  that  ought 
not  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Hoose,  nor 
would  it  remedy  the  evils  of  which  he 
is  conscious. 

Let  us  come  to  the  great  considera- 
tion which  induced  the  House  of  Lords 
to  propose  that  this  appropriation  should 
be  postponed  until  public  opinion  should 
be  matured  as  to  the  best  manner  in 
which,  and  the  purposes  for  which,  the 
surplus  should  be  appropriated,  and  that 
this  should  be  left  for  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament  hereafter  to  decide.  Now, 
I  apprehend  that  what  induced  the  House 
of  Lords  to  adopt  this  Amendment  was 
certainly  not  a  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  in  iavour  of  what  is  oaUed 


Goncnrrent  endowment,  but  a  desire  to 
prevent  the  precipitate  waste  of  Irish 
property.  When  this  BiU  was  under 
consideration  in  this  House  we  had  an 
estimate  from  the  Ministerial  Bench 
that  the  surplus  would  probably  reach 
£400,000  a  year.  To-night  it  is  reduced 
to  £200,000.  [Mr.  Gr-ATSTONB dissented.] 
I  will  not  enter  into  any  controversy 
about  the  amount ;  but  I  am  under  the 
impression  that  a  greater  sum  than 
£200,000  a  year,  which  is  a  consider- 
able sum,  is  the  question  at  issue.  I 
have  listened  wiUi  attention  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  te-night;  and  of 
course — perfectly  aware  that  this  was 
a  point  on  which  the  country  required 
considerable  satisfaction — he  has  given 
to  it  his  utmost  ability  and  consider- 
ation. Well,  I  ask  the  House,  did  he 
satisfactorily  meet  the  objection  taken 
to  the  appropriation  made  under  the 
Bill,  on  the  groimd  that  it  is  vague  and 
indefinite,  that  it  will  lead  to  waste- 
fulness, and  that  it  will  fulfil  duties 
which  ought  to  be  fulfilled  by  property 
at  present  f  Were  the  circumstances 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alleged 
at  all  of  a  liaracter  to  bring  conviction 
or  give  satisfaction  to  the  House?  I 
did  not  understand  him  really  to  main- 
tain that  the  pauper  lunatic  in  Ireland 
has  not  at  this  moment  the  same  claim 
on  the  land  as,  in  consequence  of  the 
wise  statutes  passed  by  Parliament, 
he  possesses  also  in  England.  I  am 
necessarily — as  every  gentleman,  par- 
ticularly if  connected  with  a  county, 
must  be — aware  of  the  effect  of  recent 
legislation  for  England  as  to  pauper 
lunatics,  and  I  know  the  great  cost 
which  every  county  is  put  to  for  their 
benefit.  I  did  not  know  that  Ireland 
was  an  exception  to  that,  and  I  have 
not  heard  from  any  Irish  gentleman  that 
it  is  an  exception.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says — "Take  the  case  of  the 
rr  blind  man ;  how  is  he  provided 
? "  Why,  the  blind  pauper  is  pro- 
vided for  in  Ireland  by  the  Poor  Law. 
But  I  ask  the  House,  are  they  satisfied 
that,  in  a  manner  so  vague  as  is  sug- 
gested by  the  Bill,  so  large  a  portion  of 
the  property  of  Ireland,  which  certainly 
we  all  agree  is  to  be  allotted  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  country,  should  be  left 
in  the  loose  and  unbusinesa-like  way  in 
which  it  appears  in  the  measure  that  we 
are  caUed  on  to  pass  f  This  I  conceive 
to  have  been  what  impressed  itself  on 
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the  attention  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  House  of  Lords  may  be  in  a  balloon. 
They  may  be  in  the  eminent  position 
which  those  who  wish  to  apeak  of  them 
with  respect  so  picturesquely  describe. 
But  I  apprehend  that,  althoueh  in  a 
balloon,  the  House  of  Lords  nave  in 
this  matter  set  an  exam^e  to  the  House 
of  Commons;  and  that  we,  the  House 
of  Commons,  who  will  not  vote  a  £5 
note  without  a  precise  knowledge  of 
what  it  is  Intended  for,  how  it  is  to  be 
raised,  how  it  is  to  be  appropriated,  and 
bow  audited  —  that  we  should  take  a 
great  portion  of  the  property  of  the 
Irish  nation  and  pass  a  proviso  which, 
as  far  as  I  can  form  an  opinion,  would 
lead  only  to  endless  ana  competitiTe 
jobbery,  is  a  conclusion  at  which  I  can- 
not bruig  myself  to  believe  we  ahall 
arriTe. 

We  have  now  a  limited  issne  before 
OS.  We  must  g^et  rid  of  all  those  schemes 
of  concurrent  endowment  which  have 
been  introduced  into  the  discussion  of 
this  measure  by  the  political  friends  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  by  ua ; 
and  we  must  not  allow  any  prejudice  to 
be  raised  against  a  businesB-nke  Amend- 
ment, like  that  which  the  House  of 
Lords  hare  passed,  to  prevent  wasteful- 
neae  and  secure  the  wise  appropriation 
of  national  funds,  by  discussions  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  intro- 
duced. We  have,  I  say,  a  simple  issue 
before  us,  and  it  is  this  —  whether  it 
would  not  be  wiser,  as  there  is  no  satis- 
factory proposition  made  to  us  with  re- 
gard to  the  appropriation  of  the  surplus, 
to  allow  that  appropriation  to  rest  until 
the  matured  opinion  of  the  country,  and 
especially  of  Ireland,  shall  have  decided 
to  what  purpose  it  may  be  most  benefi- 
cially applied  ?  That  is  the  only  issue 
that  we  have  before  ua.  I  thmk  the 
Amendment  of  the  House  of  Lords  is 
an  excellent  Amendment — that  it  is  lull 
of  good  sense;  I  believe  it  commends 
itsdf  to  public  opinion.  It  has  come 
down  to  us  support«d  by  the  opinions 
of  the  leading  men  of  all  politi<^  par- 
ties in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sup- 
ported, not  like  the  question  of  concur- 
rent endowment,  ambiguously  and  equi- 
vocally by  a  small  majority  of  7,  but  by 
a  majority  of  70  ;  and  therefore  I  think 
it  is  fairly  entitled  to  the  respectful  con- 
sideration of  this  House.  I  trust  it  will 
receive  that  consideration,  and  that  the 
House  will  ad<^  it. 


Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  now  wish  to 
explain  one  point,  as  I  did  not  like  to 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  G«ntleman.  I 
said  tliere  was  a  great  margin  of  dis- 
tress in  the  shape  of  sickness  which  was 
above  absolute  destitution  and  yet  below 
abundance ;  and  I  stated  that  hospitals 
and  infirmaries  in  Ireland  were  not  com- 
pulsorily  supported  by  law.  That  I  un- 
derstood to  be  contradicted.  ["No,  no!"] 
I  have  no  doubt  there  is  a  legal  ma- 
chineiy  with  respect  to  lunatic  asylums 
in  Ireland;  but  what  I  pointed  out  is 
that  it  is  applicable  to  only  a  portion  of 
the  lunatics.  So  in  regard  to  infirmaries, 
I  very  glad  to  hear  there  is  no  legal 
compoision  on  grand  j  uries  to  levy  county 
cess  for  the  support  of  the  sick  in  Ire- 
land, for  that  maJiea  out  my  case. 

Mn.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  ahhou^ 
thoroughly  disapproving  the  measure, 
both  in  its  principle  and  its  details,  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  faim  to  t^ree 
to  the  whole  of  the  Lords'  Amendments. 
He  could  not  agree  to  the  striking  out 
of  those  words  "  be  held  and  apfdied  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Irish  people,  bnt 
not  for  the  maintenance  of  any  Church 
or  clergy  or  any  other  ministry."  It 
would  be  grosdy  inconsistent  on  his 
part,  after  ttie  objections  he  had  raised 
to  the  endowment  granted  to  Uaynooth 
College,  on  the  very  ground,  that  the 
Government  were  pledged  not  to  appro- 
priate the  Ainda  taken  from  the  Irish 
Church  to  the  maintenance  or  dissemi- 
nation of  any  other  religion  —  it  would 
be  grossly  inconsistent  on  his  part,  and 
also,  he  ventured  to  think,  on  the  part 
of  all  who  vot«d  with  him  in  those  divi- 
sions— if  they  were  now  to  sanction  the 
excision  of  those  words,  which  precluded 
the  application  of  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Protestant  Church  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  any  other  religion.  He  lamented 
the  course  taken  by  the  House  of  Lords 
in  this  matter.  He  lamented  that  they 
did  not  at  once  object  to  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Protestant  religion  in 
Ireland.  He  thought  they  were  actuated 
by  an  apprehension  of  some  democratic 
outbreak,  which  he  was  convinced  was 
totally  unfounded ;  he  feared  their  Lord- 
ships had  not  yet  recovered  from  the 
panic,  which  they  seemed  to  have  taken 
after  the  passing  of  the  Beform  Act. 
The  Amendment  which  the  House  was 
now  considering  seemed  to  indicate  that 
the  majority  of  the  Peers  were  inclined 
from  fear  to  lean  for  support  upcm  tJie 
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Boman  Catholic  clergy.  He  hoped  he 
vas  mistaken  in  that  interpretation  of 
tiie  action  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but 
this  he  hnev,  that  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  of  Conunoos 
were  deeply  pledged  against  concurrent 
endowment.  He  excepted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Bucking- 
hamshire,  for  he  had  distinctly  spoken 
tn  &Toar  of  concurrent  EstabUshineuts 
in  1843 ;  and  again  in  1844,  he  spoke  in 
fiiTOur  of  tlttt  idea.  He  differed  &om 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then,  and  he 
differed  ttimi  him  now;  and  the  more 
Bbvngly,  because  this  concurrent  endow- 
ment was  to  be  tendered,  jnst  as  the 
Kaynooth  endowment  was  originally 
tendered  in  1845,  without  oonditionB, 
and  without  communication  with  the 
Boman  Catholic  authorities ;  and  he 
asked  the  House  whether  they  had  any 
great  reason  for  s&tiafaction  with  the  re- 
sult of  the  Mayuooth  endowment.  When 
had  there  been  a  period  marked  by  a 
blacker  catalogue  of  crime  aud  outrage 
in  Ireland,  for  many  jjreceding  years, 
than  signalized  the  passing  of  i£e  May- 
nooth  Act  of  1846  P  Had  Ireland  been 
more  peaceable  since  then  ?  No ;  Par- 
liament passed  the  Maynooth  endow- 
ment, and  there  was  an  abiding  convic- 
tion in  the  country,  that  they  had  made 
a  great  mistake.  The  noble  Lord,  who 
made  this  proposal  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment, appealed  to  the  action  of  Ux. 
Pitt,  and  he  ought  to  know  what  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt  was,  for  he  was  his 
biographer ;  and,  in  his  biography,  be 
strove  to  excuse  and  to  explaiii  away 
^e  fact,  that  Mr.  Fitt  offered  to  take 
Office  within  a  year  after  hie  proposal 
for  the  payment  of  the  Boman  CaUioho 
dergy  and  to  enfranchise  the  Boman 
Catholics  was  rejected  by  the  King  and 
the  nation.  Lord  Stanhope,  in  his  his- 
toiy,  excused  Mr.  Fitt  for  what  he  con- 
sidered gross  inconsistency.  But  who 
first  suggested  the  proposals  which  Mr. 
Pitt  adopted?  Lord  Comwallis,  of  whom 
8ir  George  Lewis  said,  that  he  was  a 
man  eminent  for  anything  but  states- 
manlike perspicuity,  though  a  good  man 
of  business  as  a  subordinate.  And  by 
whom  was  Lord  Comwallis  supported  ? 
By  Lord  Castlereagh,  then  a  very  young 
man.  There  was  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  Mr.  Canning  was  not  right,  when 
he  said  that  Mr.  Fitt  had  not  ^1 
because  the  proposal  for  the  payment  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  priesthood  was  op- 


posed, but  because  he  knew  that  his  po- 
sition in  the  Cabinet  would  thereby  be 
altered,  and  that  he  should  virtually  be 
placed  in  an  infraior  position  if  he  re- 
mained in  Office.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
knew  that  there  was  evidence  to  show 
that  Mr.  Fitt  had  found  that  he  could  not 
obtain  those  which  he  deemed  the  re- 
quisite safeguards,  if  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic priests  were  not  to  be  endowed,  aa 
was  now  proposed,  but  for  giving  them 
Htipendg.  Ur.  Fitt,  therefore,  vutually 
receded  from  his  proposal,  and  he  len 
Office ;  not  so  much  on  account  of  the 
rejection  of  his  proposal,  as  on  account 
of  the  altered  jiosition  in  which  he  would 
have  found  himself  in  the  Government. 
He  was,  therefore,  as  much  surprised  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Premier 
that  the  authority  of  Mr.  Pitt  should 
have  been  cited  in  favour  of  uncondi- 
tdonal  endowment,  when  Mr.  Pitt's  pro- 
posal never  went  beyond  the  granting  of 
stipends  to  the  Boman  Catholic  priests ; 
and  on  this  condition,  that  if  they  should 
officiate  without  hcense  from  the  Crown, 
they  should  be  immediatoly  subjected  to 
perpetual  banishment.  So  far,  therefore, 
aa  his  vote  could  go,  no  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  shoidd  be  appropriated  to 
the  maintenance  of  any  other  form  of 
religion.  Mr.  Fitt  never  made  that  pro- 
posal ;  he  proposed  that  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church  should  be  maintained, 
but  that  the  payment  of  the  Bimian  Ca- 
thoUo  priests  should  come  out  of  the 
public  tunds.  Mr.  Pitt  would  never  have 
sanctioned  such  a  proposal  as  had  been 
made  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sent 
down  to  that  House — he  must  say  with 
little  consideration  for  the  pledges,  which 
it  was  well  known  that  the  majority  of 
that  House  had  given  against  any  such 
endowment.  This  was  a  most  dangerous 
measure.  He  hoped  the  controversy 
whidt  it  had  raised  might  soon  cease, 
although  he  did  not  at  all  expect  that  it 
would ;  but  if  anything  could  aggravate 
that  controversy,  it  was  the  kind  of  sur- 
reptitious act — if  the  Lords'  Amendment 
to  that  effect  were  adopted — by  which 
the  property  of  the  Irish  Chorch  would 
be  transferred  to  other  denominations, 
and  particularly  to  the  Boman  Catholics, 
because  they  had  it  on  the  authority  of 
Bishops  of  that  persuasion  —  he  would 
cite  for  one,  that  of  Dr.  Qoss  of  Liver- 
pool— that  any  such  proposal  must  be 
submitted  to  the  Pope  before  it  oould  bo 
accepted;  and,  therefore,  when  the  House 
[Zoriia'  Amendments. 
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of  Lords  thought  they  were  dealing  with 
the  Bomau  Catholio  priesthood  only — 
they,  in  the  House  of  Gommone,  knew 
that  they  were  dealing  with  that  Power 
which,  at  thifi  moment,  had  proved  iteelf 
revolutionary  in  every  country  in  Eu- 
rope. It  was  now  known  that,  notwith- 
standing  the  most  ample  provision  made 
for  the  Boman  Catholic  priesthood  in 
Poland — because  the  B,uesian  Gloveni- 
ment  asked  for  a  Concordat  such  u 
France  had  with  the  Holy  See,  a  rebel- 
lion was  stirred  up  by  the  Pope  in  Po- 
land. They  knew,  also,  that  so  lately  as 
1865,  notwitiistanding  the  existence  of 
the  Concordat  between  France  and  the 
Holy  See,  the  Pope  issued  directions  to 
the  Archbishop  of  Paris  to  disregard 
and  violate  the  terms  of  the  Concordat 
and  the  tiindamental  laws  of  France, 
which  the  Archbishop,  as  a  Senator  of 
France,  had  obeyed  and  defended.  Hia 
Holiness  condemned  this  conduct  on 
part  of  the  Archbishop,  and  told  him 
that,  as  he  was  so  unfaithful  as  to  think 
himself  bound  to  obey  the  laws  of  hii 
country,  he  would  not  allow  him  to  visit 
the  Dominicans,  the  Franciscans,  the 
Jesuits,  or  other  Regulars,  whom  the 
Pope  claimed  as  his  own  peculiar  agents. 
For  hia  own  part,  he  would  never  con- 
sent to  the  transfer  of  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church  to  any  other  body. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  swd,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  question 
as  to  a  point  of  Order,  but  he  conld  not 
help  saying,  in  the  first  place,  that  they 
were  in  danger  of  dividing  on  a  totally 
false  issue.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  put  the  matter  in  such  a  way  that 
the  votes  to  be  given  on  the  question 
might  be  misconstrued  by  the  constitu- 
encies which  they  represented.  Now, 
differing  as  he  did  totally  from  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  reasons  for  touclung  the 
property  of  the  Irish  Church  at  al^  and 
from  the  conclusions  which  he  drew  as 
to  the  differences  between  the  Church 
of  the  majority  and  the  Church  of  the 
minority,  he  had  always  said,  both  in 
that  House  and  out  of  it,  that  the  only 
l<^cal  conclusion  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  anybody  eke  could  draw 
from  his  premises  was  that  he  ought  to 
hand  over  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church, 
or  the  greater  part  of  those  funds,  to  the 
Church  of  that  majority  ;  and  the  only 
reason  why  he  did  not  do  so,  and  dared 
not  do  so,  was  that  it  wae  that  F.nglJBli 
Mr.  NtiDitgaU 


ascendancy — it  was  that  very  Protestant 
ascendancy  which  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
professed  to  be  seeking  to  destroy — which 
prevented  liini  from  applying  the  funds 
in  the  only  logical  way..  In  the  qyeech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  in- 
troduction of  the  measure  he  argued  that 
public  opinion  was  against  it,  and  the 
words  that  had  fallen  from  him  to-night 
confirmed  hiT"  in  the  statement  that  it 
was  English  feeling  and  Scotch  feeling 
that  prevented  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaii 
from  coming  forward  with  a  scheme  for 
concurrent  endowment.  In  giving  their 
votes,  therefore,  on  the  question  before 
the  House,  he  hoped  it  would  be  under- 
stood that  they  were  not  voting  for  that 
concurrent  endowment.  There  wag 
another  question  upon  which  they  would 
very  shortly  have  to  vote,  and  upon 
which  they  might  fairly  give  an  opimon, 
and  the  reasons  upon  which  they  should 
vote.  Since  the  scheme  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  surplus  brought  forward 
by  the  Government  not  a  single  man 
had  lifted  up  his  voice  in  favour  of  it. 
The  whole  Press  waa  against  it,  and  not 
a  single  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords 
had  a  word  to  say  for  it.  Waa  it  not 
wise,  therefore,  to  say  that,  for  the  pre- 
sent, they  would  postpone  their  judg- 
ment, as  to  the  distribution  of  the  sur- 
plus? When  the  question  was  before 
that  House  on  a  former  occasion  there 
was  an  objection  made  to  the  application 
of  the  surplus  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  aaid  that  if  they  adopted 
that  mode  of  distribution  it  would  be  a 
practical  endowment  of  the  Eoman  Ca- 
thoho  Church  in  another  form.  The 
question  which  he  wished  to  ask  waa 
whether  it  was  not  competent  to  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  to  move  that  the 
division  on  this  matter  should  be  taken 
in  two  parts,  and  that  the  question  of 
the  surplus  might  be  postponed  and  a 
separate  vote  be  taken  upon  it  after  the 
first  part  of  the  Preamble  had  been  dis- 
posed of.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
they  would  have  no  funds  to  apply  for  a 
space  of  about  ten  years.  ["No."] 
Well,  then,  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
[An  hon.  MdCBER;  One  year.]  It  would 
certainly  be  about  ten  years  oefore  the 
Commissioners  woidd  get  the  whole  of 
the  funds.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  to  force  the  House  to  hia  o*n 
conclusions,  and  to  do  that  which  no 
Prime  Minister  ever  did  before — namely, 
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to  make  a  sort  of  polilioal  will  u  to  hov 
Parliameat  Bhould  deal  with  these  lunds 
long  after  the  Kinietry  on  those  Benches 
should  have  oeased  to  exist.  He  wished 
to  oak  whether  it  was  in  Order  to  move 
that  the  propoeition  be  divided,  and^that 
the  Question  be  put  as  to  .the  first  port, 
stoppingat  the  word  "religion?" 

Mr.  BFEAXEB;  It  is  possible  to 
more  an  Amendment  upon  the  proposi- 
tion before  the  House,  and  if  the  lion. 
Ifember  proceeds  to  more  an  Amend- 
ment such  as  he  has  suggested,  it  may 
be  done  without  infringing  the  Bules  of 
Order. 

Sm  GEORGE  GEET :  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  last 
spoken  that  we  are  inrolred  in  a  great 
difficulty  in  discussing  this  Amendment 
as  a  whole,  and  that  great  inoonre- 
nience  arises  &om  discussing  the  Pre- 
amble at  all  at  this  stage.  When  we 
are  in  Committee  on  a  Bill  we  post- 
pone the  Preamble,  because  we  r^ard 
it  as  a  flexible  statement  of  the  objects 
of  the  enactment,  to  be  altered  at  the 
olose  of  the  Committee  ao  as  to  corre- 
spond to  the  clauses  as  they  stand  in  their 
amended  form.  But  I  believe  the 
strict  rule  of  the  House  has  been  to  take 
the  Amendments  sent  down  from  the 
Lords  as  they  stand  upon  the  Paper,  and 
I  suppose  we  must  foUow  it  in  this  case, 
notwithstanding  the  inconrenience  of 
discussing  Amendments  in  two  clauses 
not  before  us,  and  without  haring  our 
attention  specifically  called  to  what  the 
terms  of  those  Amendments  are.  Yet, 
if  we  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  Prime 
Uinister,  and  disagree  from  the  Lords' 
Amendments  in  the  Preamble,  we  shall 
insert  words  in  the  Preamble  which 
will  virtually  decide  the  Amendment  on 
Clause  27  ;  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment, 
we  absolutoly  determine,  without  con- 
sidering the  precise  Amendment,  that  the 
appropriation  of  the  surplus  shall  be  poet- 

rned  for  an  indefinite  period.  Now,  Sir, 
know  that  mj  opinions  differ  ftoia 
those  of  most  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  are 
sittine  around  me  —  I  do  not  know  that 
they  oiffer  &om  the  indiridual  opinions  of 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment—  I  havestrong  convictions  upon  this 
subject,  and  I  am  bound  to  assert  my 
Opinion  that  the  Amendment  introduced 
into  the  27th  clause,  from  the  considera- 
tion of  which  we  shall  be  excluded  if 
we  disagree  altogether  with  the  Lords' 
TOL.  OXOVn.    [thied  sieies.] 


Amendment  in  the  Preamble,  is  wise  and 
politic.  The  question  has  been  unjustly 
prejudiced  by  naving  the  words  "con- 
current endowment"  applied  to  it.  The 
term  "concurrent  enaowment,"  as  ex- 
plained by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  applies 
to  the  scheme  originaUy  proposed  by  Mr. 
Pitt,  and  sanctioned  by  a  later  Hesolu- 
tiou  of  the  House  of  Commons — namely, 
the  endowment  of  the  Roman  Cathouo 
<>lorgv,  setting  them  up  side  by  side  with 
the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  and 
nving  the  State  some  control  over  them. 
That  plan  would  hare  resulted  in  the 
estabhshment  of  two  Churches,  an  ut- 
terly impracticable  plan  now;  but  I 
think  Mr.  Pitt  was  wise,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances be  was  placed,  in  the  view 
he  then  took ;  and  if  his  plan  had  been 
carried  out  we  should  not  now  be  driven 
to  the  necessity,  in  order  to  do  justice 
between  the  various  denominationB,  to — 
I  will  not  say  disestablish,  because  it 
might  be  right  in  any  case  to  destroy 
the  political  ascendancy  of  the  Protestuit 
Church  in  Ireland  as  connected  with  the 
State — but  to  disendow  the  Established 
Church,  which  I,  for  one,  regret.  I  am 
now  obliged  to  advert  to  this  Amend- 
ment, because  my  right  hon.  Friend,  after 
having  stated  the  distinction  between 
concurrent  endowment,  as  generally  un- 
derstood, as  proposed  by  Mr.  Pitt, 
and  as  advocated  by  many  statesmen 
since  Mr.  Pitt's  time,  and  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  the  Amendment  sent 
down  &om  the  Lords,  ai^ed  against 
concurrent  endowment  generally  in  the 
abstract,  as  if  we  were  asked  by  the 
Lords'  Amendment  to  sanction  what 
iscBlIed"concurrentendawment."  Ifwe 
were  discussing  this  Amendment  now, 
it  would  be  easy  to  show  that  the  term 
"  concurrent  endowment"  is  improperly 
applied  to  it,  and  that  the  Amend- 
ment really  gives  effect  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  that  of  establishing  religious 
equality  among  the  various  religious 
bodies.  But  it  goes  further  than  we 
originally  did  in  acting  up  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Preamble,  and  satisfying 
those  principles  of  religious  equality  by 
dealing  justly  between  the  different  re- 
ligious bodies.  Sisendowmeut  will  bo 
only  partial  under  this  Bill;  it  must 
necessarily  be  so  owing  to  the  private 
endowments  of  the  Church  and  to  the 
consideration  which  must  be  giren  to 
private  interests.  But,  independently 
of  that,  refeirii^  for  a  moment  to  the 
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clause  nhtiBs^  to  the  ^bes,  u  the  Bill 
Tent  from  this  House  these  glebes  were 
not  to  be  Kiven  to  the  clercy,  but  the 
Church  Body  were  to  hare  the  right  to 
pre-emptios  of  the  reeidenoee  and  the 
ouTtila^eB  sntrotrndiBg  them,  and  they 
had  Buoh  nght  of  pre-emption  at  a  fa- 
Tourable  rate.  Now,  what  will  be  the 
reBuH,  either  if  the  Bill  stands  as  we  ori- 
ginallv  passed  it,  op  as  it  stands  now,  with 
regard  to  the  glebes  for  the  Protestant 
clergy,  without  the  Amendment  for 
providing  parsonage  houses  for  other 
denominations?  The  ineritable  result 
will  be  that  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  after  the  life  interests 
are  extinguished,  will  remain  in  perma- 
nent possession  of  those  houses;  and, 
perttaps,  in  many  cases,  with  a  very  tri- 
lling congregation  —  while  the  Boman 
Catholic  priest  or  Freebyteri&n  minister, 
attending  to  the  ^iritual  wants  of  the 
bulk  of  the  population  of  the  parish,  will 
be  housed  in  a  wretched  hut,  unfit  for  a 
minister  of  religion.  Now  the  proposi- 
tion is,  that  a  oertain  sum  of  money,  not 
from  the  Consolidated  Fnnd,  but  to  be 
realized  by  dieesdowment,  should  be  de- 
Toted,  in  acoordanee  with  justice,  to 
proriding  for  the  clergy  of  the  three 
denominations  into  which  the  pec^le 
of  Ireland  are  divided,  decent  reei- 
denees.  Would  pnblie  opinion  support 
a  Protestant  landed  proprietor,  having 
his  estate  ooonpied  by  Boman  (>tholion, 
in  withholding  sites  for  Soman  CaUiolio 
prieets  ?  Would  not  public  t^nion  ra- 
ther sanction  his  giving  out  of  his  es- 
tate sites  for  those  residences,  and  sren 
contributing  to  the  building  of  the  re- 
sidences, without  suspecting  him  for  a 
moment  of  having  oompromised  himself 
in  the  matter  of  religious  consistency 
by  so  doing.  From  a  statement  made 
"elsewhere,"  we  know  that  course  has 
been  adopted  by  a  nobleman  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  although  he  has  not  himself 
told  us  so,  one  of  the  results  of  his 
generosity  has,  no  doubt,  been  an  in- 
creased feeling  of  respect  and  attachment 
to  himself — bat  he  did  say  the  result  had 
been  that,  instead  of  the  animosity  and 
hatred  which  too  often  prevail  between 
the  different  secte  in  Ireland,  a  feeling 
of  harmony  and  good  fellowship  had 
arieen  among  the  people.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  is  made,  the 
result  will  be  a  permanent  inequality 
between  the  Protestant  clergy  and  the 
ulergy  of  the  Presbyterians  and  the  Bo- 
9ir  0»<>iy*  Orvy 


man  Catholics ;  and  not  only  so,  tnit  an 
equali^  whioh  will  meet  the  eye  every 
day,  I,  therefore,  thinh  we  shoatd  do 
very  wisely  if  we  agreed  to  tiiis  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords,  I  deeply  regret  &at 
the  Government  opposes  it ;  for  I  sumoee, 
as  the  right  .hon.  Gentleman  speaks  in 
the  name  of  the  party,  thei«  is  very  littl* 
ohanceof  the  House  agreeing  to  it;  but, 
judging  by  the  speediee  which  we  have 
read,  ooming  fr«m  the  M«nbws  of  th« 
Goveroment,  and  even  frtna  what  we 
hare  heard  to-night,  I  cannot  help  £»«l- 
ii^  that  the  Members  of  ^e  GovenuBent 
are  individually  in  favour  of  this  sohema, 
but  that  they  think  tb^  are  bound  in 
honour  to  the  country  not  to  assent  to  it. 
If  we  had  this  question  before  us  on  ita 
merits,  I  should  vote  for  agreeing  with 
the  Ijords  in  this  Amendment  to  the  S7th 
clause ;  but  to  the  latter  i«rt  of  tits 
Amendment,  made  in  the  Preamble,  I 
am  opposed ;  and,  in  this  respect,  I  dif- 
fer from  the  hon.  Member  for  SouA* 
west  Lancashire  (Mr.  CroM).  I  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  below,  that 
it  would  be  unwise  to  say  nothing  is 
this  Bill  as  to  the  appropriation  of  the 
fonds,  but  leave  them  to  be  scrambled 
for.  If  we  did  that,  we  should  have 
meetings  all  over  the  country,  suggeet- 
ing  and  discussing  all  Eaannw  ol  A'ppro- 
priation;  and  it  would,  perhaps,  laake 
it  neeeesary  to  bring  in  a  Bill  next  See- 
sion  raising  the  whole  qu«stioa  again. 
I  would  recommend  an  alteration  of  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  raise  the  queetioiifl 
involved  independently  of  each  other. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  desi- 
rous  at  all  to  give  the  hon.  Member  f<M 
South-west  I^ncashire  (Mr.  Cross)  the 
trouble  of  moving  an  Amendment  opOB 
my  Amendment,  I  naturally  moved  to 
disagree  with  the  whole  of  the  Amend- 
ment, the  whole  erf  which  I  disararoved 
of;  but  after  the  wish  expressed  hy  the 
hon.  Member,  I  will  move,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  disagree  with  the  Ameod- 
ment  down  to  the  words  "toadking  of 
religion."  Of  course  I  shall  subse- 
quently move  that  we  disagree  with  the 
rest. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witMravm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  aa 
far  as  the  word  'religion,'  in  line  10, 
inclusive." — (Jfr.  Oladttone.) 
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Db.  ball  said,  the  words  proposed 
by  the  Motion  to  be  restored  to  the  Pre- 
amble were  those  wordi  which  declared 
that  the  surplus  arismg  from  the  dieen- 
dowment  of  the  Church  should  not  be  ap- 
plied to  any  clergy  or  nmuBtry,  or  for 
the  teaching  of  religion.  He  had  ob- 
jected to  the  iusertion  of  these  words 
before,  and  he  now  repeated  that  those 
words  formed  a  declaration  by  this  Houee, 
for  fhe  first  time  in  the  legislatiou  of 
England,  of  a  direct  prohibition  of  main- 
taimng  religious  education  from  publi< 
Bouroes.  The  matter  had  been  heretofore 
debated  as  if  no  question  were  involved 
in  the  retention  of  the  words,  except 
the  Lords'  Amendment  providing  glebes 
for  the  ministers  of  the  three  religions ; 
bat  the  words  were  just  as  much  opposed 
to  exclusive  grants  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  as  to  grants 
for  that  Church  in  conjunction  with  the 
Soman  Catholic  clergy,  If  the  Lords' 
Amendment  were  rejected,  how  could 
they  afterwards  conaietently  make  pro- 
vision in  favour  of  the  Amendment  which 
gave  to  the  Church  the  IJlat«r  glebes  ? 
What  was  that  Amendment  but  an  ap- 
plication of  prt^ertyfor  the  maintenance 
of  the  clert^  and  for  the  teaching  of 
religion?  Hie  insertion  of  the  words 
sought  to  be  restored,  was  absolutely 
eaaential  to  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. For  what  was  that  policy  ?  From 
the  commencement  it  was  what  he 
termed  religious  equality,  to  be  attained 
by  conferring  no  benefit  upon  any  reli- 
gion ae  a  religion.  If  this  policy  were 
Uid  down,  then,  no  doubt,  the  words 
ought  to  be  introduced;  but  every  man 
who  thought  it  the  duty  of  a  nation 
to  make  that  public  acknowledgment 
of  its  obligation  to  a  Supreme  Being 
which  was  involved  in  the  maintenance 
of  a  ministry  to  teach  religion  and 
virtue,  ought  to  be  opposed  to  the  in- 
troduction of  these  words.  He  made 
these  observations  because  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
who  had  totally  misunderstood  the  ope- 
ration of  the  words  to  which  he  ob- 
jected. Did  the  hon.  Member  mean 
to  tell  the  House  that  in  his  opinion  a 
nation  should  not  have  religious  teach- 
ing? [Mr.  Newdeoate:  No.]  Well, 
if  not,  why  record  ostentatiously  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill  a  declaration  that  there 
was  one  mode  of  applying  the  money 
rombited,  and  which 


which  alone  was  prom 


alone  was  pronounced  impossible  and 
unjustifiable,  its  application  tothe teach- 
ing of  religion?  Everyone  knew  why 
the  hon.  Member  woi^d  do  this — be- 
cause he  was  alarmed  and  terrified  lest 
a  particle  of  the  money  should  by  any 
chance  reach  his  £oman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  therefore  he  now  dis- 
carded the  very  principle  of  religioua 
teaching  and  the  acknowledgment  of  re- 
ligious obligation  to  which  he  at  other 
times  professed  to  be  attached.  Now, 
he  (Dr.  Ball)  objected  to  the  restoration 
of  those  words — first,  because  of  the 
alarming  and  extensive  principle  in- 
volved in  such  a  declaration,  and  again, 
with  relation  to  this  particular  Bill  and 
the  Amendments  before  the  House,  be- 
cause if  the  words  were  restored,  they 
would  place  ut  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  powerful  argument 
against  every  subsequent  Amendment 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  It  waa  per- 
fectly consistent  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  restore  the  words, 
because  he  had  announced  that  he  would 
oppose  any  Amendments  conferring  a 
benefit  on  the  Church,  that  is,  a  benefit 
an  institution.  But  the  restora- 
tion of  the  words  was  not  consistent 
with  the  policy  of  the  Conservatives, 
either  those  who  thought  that  there 
ought  to  be  religious  teaching  by  one 
Church  selected  by  the  State,  or  those 
who  thought  the  teaching  should  be  not 
confined  to  one  religious  denomination. 
In  fact,  if  the  words  were  restored  you 
negatived  the  Amendments  of  the  Lords 
in  favour  not  only  of  the  Church,  but  of 
the  Catholics  and  the  Presbyterians. 
Tou  involved  the  whole  in  one  sweeping 
condemnation.  He  was  in  favour  of  sup- 
porting the  Lords'  Amendments,  which 
he  viewed  ae,  when  taken  together,  pre- 
senting a  scheme  of  legislation  as  favour- 
able to  the  Church  as  could,  under  ex- 
isting circumstances,  be  obtained,  and  as 
'et  being  fair  to  other  religious  systems. 
le  hop^  to  be  excused  if  he  added  that 
DO  one  could  charge  him  with  now,  for 
the  first  time,  supporting  the  view  taken 
by  the  House  of  Lords  upon  this  ques- 
tion. He  had  learned  what  principles 
he  held  on  the  subject  &om  the  writings 
of  Mr.  Burke,  and  from  the  study  of 
the  great  statesmen  who  followed  in  his 
footsteps,  and  on  the  first  occasion  on 
which  he  ^mke  in  this  House  be  spoke 
in  favour  of  a  generous  acknowledgment 
of  all  denominationB  of  Chriatiane.  The 
Q  2  [Xonb*  Ammdmattt, 


right  hon.  Oentlemaa  waa  perfectly  right 
in  Baj^ng  that  ibis  vaa  not  the  plaji  of 
Mr.  Pitt ;  that  it  was  not  surrounded  by 
the  vanouB  eafe^arda  by  which  Mr. 
Pitt  surrounded  bis  plan,  or  which  were 
contemplated  when  Lord  Francis  Leve- 
Bon  Cbwer  moved  his  Besolutions  with 
respect  to  the  payment  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  clei^  as  a  measure  which 
ought  to  accompany  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion. But  the  Houss  had  now  before  it 
a  very  limited  matter,  and  not  the  large 
measure  which  was  then  spoken  of ;  and 
it  did  appear  to  him  that  a  person  might 
Tote  for  giving  glebes  to  the  clergy  of 
different  denominations  even  thou^  he 
was  opposed  to  an  extensive  plan 
general  endowment.  For  the  State 
give  land  for  glebes  was  but  a  slight 
extension  of  the  principles  which  induced 
Protestant  proprietors  of  land  to  give  a 
bouse  for  the  use  of  Koman  Catholic 
clergymen.  This  had  often  been  done 
by  those  who  would  wholly  object  to 
Bubscribe  for  their  maintenance.  The 
objection  to  the  Amendment  giving  the 

E'ebes  from  the  Government  surprised 
m.  He  would  name  one  person  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  who  actually  brought 
forward  this  scheme  of  giving  glebes, 
though  he  would  never  have  assented  to 
any  large  scheme  of  endowment.  This 
was  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  in  a  letter  to  the  hon.  Member  foi 
Kilkenny  {Sir  John  Gray),  published  in 
the  second  volume  of  his  speeches,  spoke 
of  the  grant  of  a  house  ana  a  small  piece 
of  land  irom  ten  to  twenty  acres  to  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bright)  estimated 
the  amount  required  at  about  £l  ,000,000, 
and  said  that  from  Scotland,  and  pro- 
bably from  certain  quarters'of  England, 
there  might  be  opposition  to  the  great 
crime  of  handing  over  £1,000,000  ster- 
ling to  the  Boman  Catholics'of  Ireland. 
Many  would  think  it,  he  said,  anationol 
Bin,  and  others  would  honestly  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  such  a  course.  He  (Mr. 
Bright)  then  went  on  to  say  that  he  was 
as  mu(^  opposed  as  any  man  could  be 
to  religious  endowments;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  while  an  enemy  to  es- 
tabhshments,  felt  that  he  could  consis- 
tently support  a  proposal  for  giving  glebe 
houses  to  the  Irish  Catholics,  and  said 
of  any  man  who  could  object  to  it  that 
his  Btatesmanship  "  was  as  wanting  in 
wisdom  as  his  nt>testantism  lacked  the 
spirit  of  true  Christianity."    Now,  when 
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be  (Dr.  Ball)  was  told  that  the  English 
people  had  decided  on  this  question,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  those 
around  him  were  returned  to  carry  out 
no  other  riew  than  one  of  the  total  de- 
molition of  every  possible  endowment, 
and  the  comjdete  isolation  of  the  State 
from  connection  with  every  form  of  re- 
ligion, what  security  had  he  that  the 
constituencies  did  not  return  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  because  they  approved 
of  his  letter  P  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  a  humble  person  whose 
words  were  as  nothing.  And  thie  was 
no  hasty  expression,  but  a  deliberate 


tleman  when  going  to  Ireland  aa  a  mis- 
sionary and  an  apostle  of  the  new  doc- 
trines which  he  was  to  promulgate  for 
the  regeneration  of  the  Irish  people.  It 
was  an  elaborate  and  matured  muiifesto, 
one  which  there  could  be  little  doubt 
Mr.  Pitt  would  have  read  with  approba- 
tion, and  yet  they  were  told  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  return,  among 
others,  proved  conclusively  that  it  would 
be  wrong  to  deal  with  this  question  in 
the  way  which  he  had  himself  su^ested. 
He  (Dr.  Ball)  thought  that  it  was  not 
open  to  this  House,  after  its  legislation 
in  respect  to  Canada  and  Maynooth,  to 
assert  that  the  State  disclaimed  as  ob- 
jectionable in  principle  either  pecuniary 
assistance  or  other  bounty  for  the  bene- 
fit of  Boman  Catholic  clei^ymen.  B»- 
sides,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  well 
observed,  it  was  a  consequence  of  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Church,  that,  aa 
there  was  no  system  of  rehgion  which 
bad  their  preference  in  Ireland,  so  there 
was  no  system  of  reli^on  which  had 
their  condemnation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment made  a  declaration  on  the  subject 
long  since.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  Uie  head  of  the  Government  had  ex- 

grossed  similar  views  aa  those  he  (Dr. 
all)  now  put  forward  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  Maynooth  Grant.  He  abandoned 
Office  in  184don  the  Maynooth  question, 
and  said,  with  reference  to  the  grant  to 
Maynooth — 

"  I  ifn  br  from  ujing  thtt  it  Tirtnallf  dceidM 
opon  the  puTDient  oFthe  Koman  Cubolia  prietla 
of  Irelkod  bj  th«  Sluts  ;  bat  I  do  not  dcnf  that 
it  diapOMi  of  the  religioui  objeotloot  to  *och  a 

He  cited  these  authorities  from  the 
Treasury  Bendi  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
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preBsing  upon  the  House  that  this  par- 
ticular objection  to  the  eourae  which  the 
Lords  hod  pursued,  founded  upon  the 
impropriety  of  an  endomneut  of  Boman 
CathoIiciBUi,  was  an  objection  which  their 
own  legislation  had  controverted  upon 
previous  occasione.  He  (Dr.  BaU)  must 
also  remind  the  House  of  an  old  Act  of 
Parliameat  which  bad  been  very  much 
over-looked  in  the  course  of  these  de- 
bates. At  the  time  of  the  conquest  of 
Canada  there  was  inserted  in  the  Arti- 
cles of  Capitulation  a  provision  that  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion  was  to  he  re- 
spected with  reference  to  its  rights,  and, 
expanding  the  letter  of  this  engagement, 
a  Bill  was  introduced  into  the  British — 
not  the  Canadian — Parliament  U>  endow 
and  establish  the  Catholic  Church  in 
Lower  Canada,  and  that  Bill  was  carried 
in  the  face  of  every  one  of  the  objec- 
tions  urged  on  the  present  occadon  to 
the  Lords'  Amendment  giving  glebes. 
He  did  not  ask  them  to  originate  an  ex- 
tensive scheme  now,  but  here  they  had 
Amendments  by  the  Lords  conceived  in 
the  spirit  towards  the  Bomau  Cathohcs 
of  Ireland  which  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  recommended.  Take  the 
Amendments  as  a  whole,  and  they 
neither  excessive  nor  unfair.      Yot  the 


present  question  it  was  enough  to  say, 
that  no  one  who  respected  the  principle 
of  religious  endowment  could  support 
the  Oovemment. 

Mb.  bright  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
it  unfortunate  that  this  debate  baa 
fallen,  necessarily,  perhaps,  iuto  some 
concision,  because  one  portion  of  it  has 
been  devoted  to  the  question  of  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus,  and  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  distribution  is  whether  it 
should  be  distributed  now  or  at  some 
ftiture  time.  The  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Ball)  has  turned  the 
debate  to  another  point,  which  I  admit 
to  be  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
on  which  I  believe  there  is  a  remarkable 
unanimity  of  opinion  in  this  House.  He 
has  done  me  the  honour  to  appeal  to  a 
letter  which  I  wrote  on  the  subject  about 
eeventeen  years  ago — not  at  a  time 
when,  as  he  said,  I  was  meditating  an 
invasion  of  Ireland,  but  a  little  time 
after  I  paid  a  visit  to  Ireland.  It 
letter  written  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  (Sir  John  Oray>  at  a  time 
when  there  was  about  to  be  neld  in  Dub- 
lin some  conference  of  Irish  Members 


and  other  Irish  gentlemen,  with  a  view 
to  the  general  consideration  of  Irish 
questions.  I  was  invited  to  that  con- 
ference. I  could  not  attend,  and  I  wrote 
a  letter  giving  my  opinion  as  to  the 
Church  question.  I  believe  it  was  a 
wise  letter  at  that  moment.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  adhere  to  every  word  that  was 
in  it.  At  the  same  time  there  can  bono 
doubt  whatever  that  the  proposition  that 
letter  contained  met  with  no  support 
&om  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and 
has  certainly  met  with  no  support  from 
the  great  body  of  the  Protestants  of 
Great  Britain.  I  was  regarding  the 
question  as  one  of  the  most  difficult  that 
could  come  before  the  country  or  the 
Government,  and  I  was  looking  at  it 
merely  as  a  question  of  political  justice 
without  reference  to  the  small  matters  of 
endowment.  I  proposed  that  on  the 
abolitiou  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  there  should  be  given  to  it 
£1,000,000  aa  a  nucleus  for  a  Bustenta- 
tion  fund;  £1,000,000  to  the  Eoman 
Catholics  of  Ireland — about  £1,000  for 
each  parish — to  provide  priests'  houses 
and  some  ten  acres  of  land ;  and 
£1,000,000  to  the  PresbyteriMis  of  Ire- 
land ;  that  the  Maynoom  Grant  and  the 
Regium  Donum  should  thereupon  cease  ; 
and  that  the  whole  of  these  should  in 
future  be  considered  totally  disconnected 
as  religious  societies  from  the  State,  and 
be  in  Uie  same  position  as  the  Wesleyan 
body  in  England  and  the  Free  Church 
in  Scotland.  That  would  have  been  a 
measure  of  great  political  justice — a 
measure  of  politjcal  equality;  but  we 
know  perfectly  well  that  in  this  country 
there  has  grown  up  from  that  time  to 
this  an  increasing  hostility  to  religious 
endowments.  At  this  veiy  moment  we 
hear  by  every  post  that  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  would  rather  go  out  naked  on 
the  hill-side  with  their  Oiurch  than  take 
anything  from  the  funds  they  hitherto 
possessed  and  hand  it  over  to  their  Bo- 
man  CathoUc  fellow-countrymen.  If  I 
were  in  favour  of  religious  endowments 
I  would  be  ashamed  of  uttering  such  a 
sentiment  as  that.  I  find  in  Scotland, 
apart  bam  the  hostility  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion,  that  if  it  were  a.  ques- 
tion to  endow  the  Presbyterians  or  Wea- 
leyans  of  Ireland  there  would  be  a  uni- 
versal cry  of  condemnation  on  the  part 
of  Scotland,  and  I  believe  there  would 
be  an  equally  universal  cij  of  condem- 
nation on  the  part  of  England  and  of 
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Walea.  The  question  offered  for  coa- 
sideratioD  in  my  letter  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  is  not  one  that  it  is 
competent  now  for  any  Member  to  cai^. 
There  has  not  been  in  our  time  any  lU- 
nister  more  powerful  than  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Oovemment; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Home  Secretary  knows,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South-west  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Cross)  knows,  that  all  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  influence  and  power  would 
break  and  ahiver  like  broken  glass  if  we 
were  to  propose  by  these  funds  to  en- 
dow the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  in  Ire- 
land. And  if  that  be  so,  why  should  we 
not  dismiss  that  question  ?  I  do  not 
blame  my  right  boo.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  (Sir  George  Grey)  for  his 
observations.  He  was  one  of  those  who, 
more  than  thirty  years  ago,  was  voting 
upon  this  question  of  money,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  political  equaht^  to  which  he  re- 
fere;  and,  doubtless,  he  sympathizes  with 
his  noble  Friend  who,  on  the  Liberal 
Benches  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
supports  the  principle  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment. But  he  ie  obliged  to  admit 
that  he  cannot  expect  that  support  &om 
either  side  of  the  House ;  and  though  I 
am  not  sure  that  he  said,  I  am  certain 
that  he  will  admit,  that  he  could  not 
look  for  any  kind  of  suppport  &om  the 
country  that  would  enable  any  Minister 
to  carry  such  a  scheme  through  this 
House.  Leaving  that,  let  me,  for  one 
moment,  address  myself  to  the  question 
that  is  before  the  House.  Some  hon. 
Members  want  to  make  it  appear  that 
there  are  two  questions  before  tne  House 
— one  for  delay  in  the  appropriation  of 
the  surplus,  and  the  other  for  endow- 
ment ;  but  the  fact  Is  that  the  one  ques- 
tion depends  upon  the  other.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  say 
to-night  ?  He  said,  if  this  question  were 
determined  against  him,  it  would  settle 
other  propositions  further  on  in  the  Bill. 
He  knows  perfectly  weU  that  the  Pre- 
amble, as  it  stands,  as  it  has  come  down 
to  us  from  the  Lords,  is  tied  up  indis- 
Bolubly  with  other  propositions  in  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
himself,  with  the  qaeetton  of  the  Ulster 
glebes ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  that  it  is  tied  up  with  the  delay 
in  the  distribution  of  the  surplus.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  as  we  are  upon  the  House 
of  Lords  we  are  not  kept  to  that  rigid 
Mr.  Bright 


avoidance  of  mentioning  that  Assembly 
that  we  are  upon  other  occasions.  Yoa 
will  recollect,  when  the  question  came 
on  in  that  House,  how  Lrad  Grey  pro- 
posed an  alteration  in  the  Preamble. 
Why  did  he  do  it  ?  For  the  very  pur- 
pose that  he  might  eliminate  these  words, 
and  that  he  might  leave  the  course  open 
for  his  own  ancient — not  newly  taken 
up — opinions  and  policy,  which  was  to 
distribute  a  portion  of  the  surplus  to  the 
Eoman  Catholic  Church — I  hope  in  pro- 
portion to  the  numbers  of  that  Church 
in  the  population.  Lord  Grey's  view 
has  been  laid  before  the  public  in  a 
letter  which  he  did  me  the  honour  to 
write  to  me  only  last  Session.  He  pro- 
posed to  give  the  Eoman  Catholic  clergy 
what  he  Oiought  their  fair  share  in  pro- 
portion to  the  Eoman  Catholic  popula- 
tion.   He  said — 

"  Let  n>  tike  then  worda  out  of  the  Preamble, 
■nd  wlien  ire  eone  to  the  olauNi  we  will  be  able 
to  giro  what  ve  like  to  tbe  FroteiUnC  Cburah 
tn  Ireland,  aodgive  what  our  opponent*  will  allow 
to  the  AoDian  Catbolio  Charoh  in  Ireland. " 
Therefore  it  is  quite  clear,  and  I  have 
not  the  smallest  doubt,  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  tbe  proposition  for  concurrent 
endowment  no  one  in  the  House  of  Lords 
would  have  proposed  to  delay  and  leave 
undetermined  tiie  distribution  of  the 
surplus.  The  fact  is  that  we  know  per- 
fectlj  well  that  all  the  Whig  Peers  that 
voted  against  the  Government  acted  on 
that  principle,  and  we  know  that  a 
portion  of  the  House  of  Lords  acted  on 
it  when  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
adopted  that  principle.  And  we  know 
also  how  those  who  wished  to  embarrass 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  acted  with 
Lord  Cairns.  The  conclusion  to  which 
I  am  compelled  to  come  is,  that  the  sole 
effect  of  delaying  the  distribution  of  the 
surplus  is  to  leave  that  surplus  in  hand, 
so  that  hereafter,  when  public  opinion — 
which  has  not  yet  begun  to  grow  in  that 
direction — is  right  for  a  more  extended 
endowment,  then  some  future  Minister 
may  take  these  £5,000,000,  £6,000,000, 
or  £7,000,000,  and  make  some  distribu- 
tion of  it  towards  the  teaching  of  tbe 
religion  of  various  sects  in  Lr^and,  to 
which,  I  believe,  the  HAuse  and  the 
country  are  not  ready  to  consent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  this 
question  has  been  BligbUy  discussed. 
All  I  know  is,  that  I  sat  continually  in 
this  House  for  twelve  nights,  &om  four 
o'clock   till  midnight,  umoit   vUhoot 
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leaTins.  I  was  here  a  great  deal  more 
than  uie  right  hon.  Geudemaji.  ~ 
Igoked  to  me  eieeasively  weary  on  many 
occasioas,  and  did  not  sit  out  the  whole 
of  the  discuMione.  The  real  reason  why 
this  question  of  the  distribution  of  the 
surplus  was  not  much  discussed  was  this 
-~tliat  we  could  not  discuBs  it  upon  the 
basia  upon  which  it  was  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  Unless  you  could  say 
in  the  Preamble  that  you  wanted  the 
surplus  for  concurrent  endowment  at 
some  future  time,  that  was  not  open  to 
you  when  you  came  to  consider  the 
actual  plan  in  the  BilL  It  is  easy 
caril  at  it,  as  I  believe  it  vould  be 
any  otherplan ;  but  still,  looking  at  the 
whole  diMcult^  of  the  case,  it  was  a 
measure  iair  m  proposition,  and  you 
were  not  entitled  to  find  fault  with  it, 
Why,  the  interest  of  this  surplus  ia  only 
about  the  income  derived  &om  some  rich 
nobleman's  estate.  I  believe  there  are 
some  half-dozen  great  proprietors  in  this 
country  whose  annual  income  will 
amount  to  as  much  as  the  whole  of  the 
interest  of  this  surplus.  It  is  not  a 
question  that  the  two  sides  of  the  House 
need  very  much  quarrel  about.  Least 
of  all  is  it,  I  think,  a  question  that  the 
two  Houses  of  Fai'liament  ought  to  come 
to  an  irreconcilable  conflict  about.  It  is 
a  matter  of  importance ;  but  I  defy  any 
man  to  show  any  other  mode  of  the  dis- 
bibution  of  the  fimd  which  would  not 
at  least  be  as  liable  to  as  much  objection 
as  can  be  raised  to  this  mode.  As  to 
education  nothing  would  he  more  rea- 
sonable, nothing  would  be  more  proper, 
than  to  apply  the  fund  in  promoting 
education;  but  that  question  is  sur- 
rounded with  difficulties.  They  are 
known  quite  as  much  on  tbat  Bench  as 
on  this.  Tou  mi^ht  use  the  fund  for  the 
puipose  of  making  some  transfer  of 
landed  pToi«rty,  such  as  I  ventured  to 
suggest.  That  is  a  mode  of  distributing 
the  fund  that  would  recommend  itseli, 
as  the  House  may  suppose,  veiy  much 
to  my  feelings.  Indeed,  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  learned  a  little  more 
with  regard  to  this  queetion,  it  is  possible 
that  the  surplus  might  be  employed  for 
that  purpose  without  actually  disturbing 
the  income  from  it.  But  that  is  not  a 
plan  I  am  recommending.  I  am  recom- 
mending what  is  in  the  Bill,  as  it  is  my 
honest  duty,  on  principle,  to  do,  because 
I  believe  that  the  plan  proposed  is  the 
only  ose  which  will  give  relief  to  flnnnns 


to  whom  the  relief  given  by  law  is  a  very 
bare  kind  of  relief.  Let  the  House  re- 
member this — Uiat  all  the  parsons  to 
whom  tbis  rehef  ia  given  are  not  vtdun- 
tary  sufTerers.  There  will  not  be  one 
blind  man,  one  dumb  man,  one  lunatic 
man  the  more  in  Ireland  in  consequence 
of  the  money  that  you  offer  in  charity 
for  their  rehef.  They  are  the  classes  of 
our  fellow-creatures  to  whom  the  law  in 
this  country  as  yet  has  not  adequately 
and  kindly  enough  ministered,  there- 
fore, I  say  that  in  coming  to  a  settlement 
of  this  great  question,  m  doing  some- 
thing that  I  hope  will  tend  to  the  heal- 
ing of  these  three  nations,  we  may  feel 
the  satisfaction  at  the  same  time  tbat  it 
was  done  for  the  purpose  of  giving  un- 
usual relief  to  those  whom  God  has.  per- 
mitted to  be  amongst  the  greatest  suf- 
ferers of  His  creatures ;  and  if  they  are 
unable,  in  their  blighted  and  hopeless 
condition,  to  thank  you,  in  their  hearts 
they  will  do  so,  and  at  least  Heaven 
will  bless  the  distribution  you  make  of 
the  funds  thus  coming  into  your  hands. 
Mr.  CAWLET  said,  he  could  not 
give  a  silent  vote  on  this  question,  par- 
ticularly after  the  direct  allusion  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Lancaahire 
Members  and  to  the  speeches  delivered 
from  the  front  Opposition  Bench.  At 
all  events,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
could  not  give  his  consent  to  concurrent 
endowment,  and  he,  therefore,  could  not 
vote  for  the  omission  from  the  Preamble 
of  the  words  which  the  Lords  had  struck 
out,  because  their  omission  would  leave 
it  open  to  use  the  surplus  for  concurrent 
endowment.  Any  hon.  Member  who 
believed  the  clauses  introduced  by  the 
Lords  were  consistent  with  justice  might 
vote  for  them,  and  atill  vote  for  retain- 
ing the  words  of  the  Fr«amble  having 
teierence  to  the  surplus  hereafter  to  be 
divided,  for  those  words  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  could  refer  to  nothing 
but  the  surplus.  One  word  in  refer- 
ence to  the  endowment  of  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. He  should  be  sorry  if  it  were 
supposed  thtit  he,  for  one,  was  object- 
ing, as  had  been  su^ested  by  some  hon. 
Members,  to  the  endowment  of  error  as 
error.  He  objected  to  the  endowment 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  not  on 
the  ground  of  its  error,  but  on  tho 
ground  of  its  Independent  political  or- 
ganization. He  agreed  that  if  there 
were  to  be  an  endowment  of  religion  in 
any  form  whatever,  the  State  must  re- 
[Lordt'  Amtttdmrntl. 
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tain  its  ooatrol ;  but  the  Bomtm  Catholic 
Church  would  not  brook  the  control  of 
the  State,  and,  therefore,  he  objected  to 
endowing  it.  He  dissented  ^together 
from  the  proposition  that  the  recognition 
of  any  religion  by  the  State  rendered 
necessary  the  recognition  of  all  reli- 
gions; what  he  would  sa;  was,  either 
we  must  have  an  Establuhed  Church, 
or,  if  we  had  none,  ve  must  not  endow 
aaj  religious  body  whatever.  He  was 
thoroughly  opposed  to  the  Bill  j  but  he 
would  not  on  that  ground  consent  to  any 
modification  of  it  which  would  leave  it 
open  hereafter  to  apply  the  surplus  to 
the  endowment  of  the  Boman  Catholic, 
or  of  any  Church  whatever. 

SiaEOTJNDELL  PALMEE :  I  agree 
with  one  remark  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  It 
seems  to  me  that,  even  if  the  Preamble 
be  restored  to  the  exact  and  precise 
shape  in  which  it  left  the  House  of 
Lorae,  there  would  be  nothing  to  pre- 
vent any  Members  of  this  House,  who 
believe  that  the  Church  to  which  we 
ourselves  belong  hasajust  and  equitable 
claim  to  thosfi  terms  which  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Lords  have  con- 
ceded to  it,  voting  for  the  Amendments 
made  in  the  subsequent  clauses.  Nay, 
more,  there  would  he  nothing  to  pre- 
sent those  who  think  that,  under  the 
drcumatances,  the  Soman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  have  a  just  and  equitable  claim, 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  principle  of 
equality  as  between  the  several  religious 
denominations  in  Ireland,  to  that  which 
the  Lords  have  given  them  by  the  27th 
clause,  also  voting  for  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments, even  If  Uie  Preamble  were  re- 
stored to  ita  original  state.  Have  we 
not  over  and  over  ^ain  heard  it  im- 

Euted  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  he 
as  done  tliat  which  was  inconsistent 
with  his  own  Preamble  in  giving  May- 
nooth  College,  out  of  the  property  of  the 
Church,  that  compensation  which  by  the 
Bill  he  proposes  to  give  ?  And  what  has 
always  Doen  the  answer  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  ?  That  the  pledge  against 
giving  anything  to  religious  purposes 
applies  only  to  the  residue  or  surplus 
i^ter  answering  all  just  and  equitable 
claims  ;  and,  therefore,  anyone  who 
thinks  that  the  Boman  Cathoucs,  or  any 
other  body  of  Christians  in  Ireland,  have 
just  and  equitable  claims  which  ought 
to  be  satisfied  in  a  certain  manner,  oer* 
tainly  would   not   be   precluded  firom 
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giving  effect  to  that  opinion,  in  whatever 
form  you  leave  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill. 
I  entirely  asree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  above  me  (Sir  GeoigeOrey), 
and  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  de- 
precating the  course  of  leaving  open  to 
future  discussions  in  ihture  Farhamenta 
the  distribution  of  this  surplus.  I  do 
not  believe  that  that  would  mitigate  any 
evil  effect  which  the  Bill  would  other* 
wise  produce,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  conducive  to  or  promote  any  good 
effect  which  the  supporters  of  ute  Bill 
expect  from  it,  and,  therefore,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords. 

With  regard  to  that  other  largo  and 
important  question  which  has  been  in- 
troduced into  this  discussion,  the  House 
will  permit  me  to  express  candidly  the 
opinion  which  I  entertain.  I  have  never 
been  an  advocate  of  concurrent  endow- 
ment, because  I  have  sympathised  largely 
with  those  who  are  unwilling  to  take 
active  measures  towards  the  endowment 
and  support  of  a  religious  system  not  in 
accordance  with  their  own  convictions. 
Partly  under  the  influence  of  that  feel- 
ing, and  partly  recognizing  the  fact 
which  everyone  must  observe — the  actual 
state  of  public  opinion  on  this  subject — 
I  have  acquiesced — contrary  to  my  own 
sense  of  what  the  logic  and  reason  of 
the  case  would  require,  and  contrary  to 
the  inevitable  result  of  the  views  of  jus- 
tice on  which  this  Bill  is  founded — I  have 
acquiesced  in  what  appears  to  be  the 
determination  of  the  country  not  to  admit 
anything  in  the  shape  of  concurrent  en- 
dowment. But  when  this  Bill  comes 
down  from  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment with  this  Amendment,  intended  to 
give  better  and  fuller  effect  to  tie  state- 
ment in  the  Preamble,  that,  upon  prin- 
ciples of  equality  as  between  all  denomi- 
nations, ail  just  and  equitable  claims 
shall,  aa  far  as  possible,  be  satisfied; 
when,  despite  the  resistance  of  the  friends 
of  the  Iridi  Church,  the  greater  portion 
of  the  property  of  that  C3mrch  is  to  be 
taken  away  from  her — certainly  not  in 
accordance  with  my  sense  of  what  is 
equitable  and  just,  I  find  it  quite  im- 
possible to  refuse  to  the  gr6at  muori^ 
of  the  Irish  people  this  very  moderate 
boon,  which  ttie  Lords  have  proposed  to 
confer  upon  them.  I  cannot  aiunit  the 
assertion,  that  it  ia  contrary  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  Do  not  imuine 
you  make  the  prindi^e  of  th«  Bill  \fj 
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The  real  principle  of  the  Bill 
is  that  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
is   now  to  be  dealt  with  as  the  pro- 

Eerty  of  the  State ;  that  this  property  is 
eld  by  the  State  in  trust  for  the  Irish 
people  ;  that  a^ee  ago  it  was  taken  from 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  for 
whose  religiauB  purposes  it  was  intended, 
and  that  it  ought  now  to  be  devoted  to 
Irish  purposes  on  principles  of  strict 
equality.  This  being  so,  can  anyone 
pretend  that  in  justice  no  portion  of 
the  property  so  taken  from  the  Irish 
Church  should  be  enjoyed  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  for  reli- 
gious purposes?  Let  it  never  be  for- 
gotten that  you  have  not  been  quite  so 
unjust  and  ungenerous  to  the  Irish  Pro- 
testants as  some  persons  in  their  zeal  for 
the  cause  of  the  Irish  Church  seem  to 
imagine.  There  are  traces  of  generosity 
towards  the  Protestants  in  this  Bill, 
considering  always  the  principle  on 
which  the  BiU  proceeds.  On  terms 
very  different  from  those  which  would 
require  the  payment  of  the  ftdl  value, 
it  leaves  them  the  reddenoes  of  the 
clergy;  and  it  leaves  them  &ee  the 
churches  themselves,  including  the  mag- 
nificent cathedrals— these  churches  and 
cathedrals  being  the  most  visible  signs 
on  the  face  of  the  country  of  what  has 
been  as  well  as  what  is  now.  All  those 
things  remain,  because  you  have  not 
been  able  to  steel  your  hearts  to  such 
violent  wrong  as  would  have  been  done 
to  the  Protestants  if  they  had  not  been 
BufTered  to  remain ;  but  having  left  so 
much  to  the  FroteetantB,  you  say  that 
not  even  residences  shall  be  given  to  the 
clergy  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  out  of  the  Ainds  taken  &om 
the  Irish  Church,  and  which  are  no 
longer  to  be  applied  to  their  original  pnr- 
poses.  Now,  what  is  the  principle  on 
which  this  is  refused  P  Is  it  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  you  cannot  consistently  give 
any  portion  of  what  is  State  property  to 
he  used  for  the  religious  purposes  of  a 
majority  of  the  people,  unless  you  agree 
with  that  majority  in  their  religious 
system  i  If  we  are  to  proceed  on  such  a 
principle  as'  that,  are  we  not  telling  all 
who  do  not  ^ree  with  our  own  reli^ous 
system — all  Koman  Catholics  and  Pres- 
byterians—  that  they  are  compromis- 
ing their  religious  principles  hy  per- 
mitting any  portion  of  what  this  Bill 
r^anU  as  public  national  property  to 


which  they  do  not  belong,  either  : 
Scotland  or  England?  It  is  manifest 
that  we  should  not  like  to  have  all  these 
questions  dealt  with  on  such  principles. 
Therefore  I  say,  without  any  violation 
of  conscience,  we  may  be  passive  when 
that  is  done  which,  upon  tne  principles 


which  we  do  not  belong — that,  in  short, 
we  do  in  Lower  Canada,  what  we 
do  in  the  cases  of  our  workhouses  and 
gaols,  and  in  the  more  extreme  case  wher- 
ever we  support  by  law  religious  endow- 
ments among  heathen  nations  over  which 
webearrule.  WeIl,ifthatbeeo,  whatls 
the  real  and  true  reason  why  this  is  now 
impossible  ?  I  do  not  at  all  deny  what 
has  been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that,  perhaps,  it  may  be  impossible; 
but  we  must  look  at  the  fa!ct  in  a 
straightforward  manner,  and  when  we 
come  to  deal  with  the  rest  of  the  Amend- 
ments to  this  Bill,  and  with  the  question 
of  how  you  are  to  treat  the  disestab- 
lished Church,  it  would  be  well  to  tear 
the  masks  from  our  faces,  if  we  have 
been  imagining  that  we  are  proceeding 
upon  different  principles  from  those 
upon  which  we  really  have  proceeded. 
What  is  the  impediment  in  this  case? 
Can  anyone  doubt  that  if  an  Irish  Par- 
liament had  to  decide  this  question,  they 
would  give  the  money,  or  some  part  of 
it,  either  to  these  particular  purposes 
specified  in  the  27tb  clause,  or  to  the 
religious  education  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land? Can  anyone  believe  for  a  mo- 
ment that  if  an  Irish  Parliament,  dealing 
on  Irish  principles,  with  a  view  to  Iriui 
interests,  had  to  dispose  of  this  surplus, 
they  would  affirm  the  principle  that  no 
part  of  it  was  to  go  to  the  maintenance  of 
religion  in  any  shape  or  form  what- 
ever? Those  who  beHeve  that  such 
would  be  the  decision  of  on  Irish  Par- 
liament are,  perhaps,  perfectly  right  in 
opposing  a  proposition  of  this  kind;  but 
I  take  the  liberty  of  saying  that  I  am  of 
an  entirely  different  opinion ;  and  I 
thinh  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  expressed 
an  entirely  different  opinion.  Did  he 
refer  to  the  general  opinion  of  tbe  Boman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  as  an  opinion  which 
would  be  opposed  to  such  a  use  of  these 
fands,  if  they  were  able  to  make  that 
fidal  effects  expected  from  it,  while  it 
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use  of  them  ?  He  referred  to  tlie  opi- 
nioa  of  those  persons  in  Ireland  who 
Tould  rather  go  naked  to  the  hille  with 
tjieir  diseetabluhed  Church  than  eee  a 
Bingle  ahiUing  given  £ir  tJie  endowm^it 
of  ibs  Boman  Catliolic  religion.  He 
referred  to  the  opinion  of  those  Orange- 
man of  Ulster,  whose  address  lately 
received  a  veiy  oourteons  answer  from 
the  Prime  Uiuister.  He  referred  to  the 
opinion  of  thoeo  in  Scotland  and  in 
^gland,  who  put  an  absolute  veto  on 
that  pl(ui,  whion  he  himself  said  was  in 
its  principles  just,  which  he  himself 
^opounded  seventeen  years  ago,  and 
whKh,  unless  my  memory  deceives  me, 
he  has  in  substanoe  repeated  much  more 
recently.  W^,  then,  what  is  the  real 
impediment  ?  It  has  receired  a  name, 
Bad  its  true  name,  &om  Ihe  boa.  Mem- 
ber for  South-west  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Croee).  It  is  Proteetant  ascendancy,  and 
nothiiig  else.  That  may  be  a  very  good 
thing  and  a  very  right  thing  in  the  eyes 
of  aoai6  persons ;  but  I  am  sure  my  right 
hon.  Fnend  at  the  head  of  the  GJovem- 
ment  is  not  willingly  acting  in  acoordanos 
with  its  spirit.  He  told  us  that  Pro- 
testant ascendancy  was  a  upas  tree  which 
ought  to  be  extirpated  from  Ireland, 
as  Doing  the  cause  of  all  the  evils  re- 
garding the  Church,  the  land,  and  edu- 
cation. If  that  be  80,  are  we  really 
acting  on  those  principles  of  equality 
which  we  profess?  Are  we  truly  dis- 
posing of  this  fund  as  an  Irish  fiind,  for 
Irish  purposes,  and  upon  Irish  prin- 
ciples ?  It  was  Protestant  ascendancy — 
by  which  I  mean  the  power  of  Pro- 
tostantiam  in  Qreat  Britain,  as  opposed 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  persuasion, — 
which  set  i^  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland,  which  enacted  the  Penal 
Laws  formerly,  and  which  is  now  dio- 
tatio^  the  specific  form  and  character 
of  this  BilL  We  must  not  disguise  that 
from  ourselves.  Of  the  advocates  of  the 
voluntary  system  I  have  always  spoken 
with  the  greatest  respect.  They  would 
apply  to  themselves,  and  to  all  other 
]^otestBiits,  as  well  as  to  the  Boman 
Catholics,  the  principle  that  there  should 
be  no  public  endowments,  and  no  Es- 
blished  Church.  There  is  nothing  in- 
consistent on  their  part  In  endeavour- 
ing to  apply  to  Ireland  that  principle 
wMch  they  would  not  shrink  from 
applying  anywhere  else.  In  England, 
Scotland,  Ireland,  It^y — wherever  there 
ia  a  religious  EstablishmMt,  they  would 
Sir  S(MmdM  Palaur 


apply  tiiat  principle  impartially.  X 
honour  them  for  it ;  and  Z  do  not  pre- 
tend to  say  they  cannot  justify  the  «g- 
phcation  of  their  princifdes  to  Ireland 
without  setting  up  Proteetaot  ascend- 
ancy ;  but  I  say  that  without  that  ma- 
jority in  these  countries,  whidi  is  to  be 
attributed  not  to  their  principle,  but  to 
the  principle  of  Protestant  ascendancy, 
the  advocates  of  voluntaryism  would  not 
have  been  able  to  imprint  upon  this  Bill 
the  oharacter  which  it  now  bears.  Again, 
the  Boman  CathoUcs  of  Ireland,  adopt- 
ing a  pohcy  which  they  have  often  acted 
on  beicffe,  are  on  this  occasion  Hhnlring 
hands  with  Protestant  asoendaa<7  is 
order  that  success  may  be  secured  in  a 
battle  against  the  Irish  Church.  Those 
who  do  not  want  to  see  the  principles  <tf 
voluntaryism  established  in  England  and 
Scotland  join  with  the  voluntaries  to  pro- 
duoe  this  effeot.  Together,  they  dictate 
the  form  of  the  Bill.  Do  you  suppose  it 
will  not  be  understood  when  it  is  all 
done  why  it  has  been  done,  and  that  this 
will  not  have  sMue  effeot  upon  the  uM- 
mate  ends  which  you  have  in  view?  Will 
you  really  have  produced  the  equally 
of  which  you  talk,  or  have  ore^ed  in 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  a  eenee 
that  full  justice  has  been  done  to  all 
equitable  claims ;  or,  on  the  other  hand, 
will  the  sentiments  expressed  in  the 
strcmg  terms  of  a  pamphlet,  which  I 
road  Uiis  morning,  by  an  Irish  Protestant 
clergyman,  ably  advocating  the  doctrine 
of  concurrent  endowment,  be  likely  to  be  ' 
felt  very  widely,  not  merely  among  those 
who  are  the  immediate  sufferers  by  the 
BiU,  but  also  among  thoee  to  whom  you. 
will  have  refused  even  the  small  boon 
of  houses  and  ^bes?  The  writer 
says— 

"  Tour  Gonrnment  hu  iaiiiled  tbkt  both 
Hddui  oT  PirliamtDt  ihall  ooncMttrata  tbair  Kt- 
(entioB  on  ft  lingle  Bil),  and  ihnll  pau  it  witb 
bijb-banded  huta  ;  B  Bill  wliloh  poonm  noM 
ol  ibe  attributes  hs  hoped  for  ;  but  ia  in  the  Inat 
degree  anll-Irlih,  illiberal,  and  intolerant ;  which 
conlen  no  boon  on  anj  one  oIbh  ot  the  Iriik 
people,  exoepC  the  iLau  of  abnnteea,  irrpovor- 
iahing  and  dcapoiling  all  lb«  reit;  a  Bill  whieli 
builda  nothing,  enlargea  nothing,  reronna  nothing, 
improiei  nothing,  and  encouragea  nothing,  bat 
onlj  deitroja  and  diaaipstea  the  partial  good  wa 
have,  and  b;  oonBaoating  and  TSHJiitributing  ooT 
maun  leana  it  oat  of  jonr  own  power,  or  tbo 
power  of  anjone,  to  n-oonurnot,  eioept  M  tba 
expenae  of  alill  larger  canflaoatioaa  and  denog^ 

I  have  always  been  apprehensive  that 
this  Sill  would  not  produoe  the  bene- 
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must  necessarily  produoe  great  irritation 
on  tlie  class  with  whom  it  proposes  to 
deal.  The  question  is,  vill  the  merely 
deetonctiTe  and  negative  boon  which  Her 
Hajesty's  Government  propose  to  give  to 
the  majoril;  of  Irish  people  have  ^e 
effect  of  conciliating  them  ?  I  think  it 
will  not :  and,  therefore,  I  shall  feel 
compelled,  on  this  subject,  to  give  my 
vote  for  assenting  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 

Me.  GATHOBNE  HAEDT:  Sir,  I 
do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House  for 
more  than  a  few  moments.  I  entirely 
differ  &oni  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nori;h  Warwickshire  (UJr. 
!Newdegate),  inannuch  as  he  appears  to 
me  to  put  an  altogether  erroneous  inter- 

ntation  upon  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill. 
Iso  differ  &om  the  view  taken  of  the 
matter  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
west Lancashire  (Mr.  Cross),  because  I 
believe  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  teach  religion,  and  therefore  I  have  no 
desire  to  be  a  party  to  restoring  the 
words  in  the  Preamble  which  hare  been 
Btrack  out  by  the  Lords'  Amendment. 
Upon  the  Amendment  proposed  upon  the 
fieport  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Pim),  I  should  feel  at  liber^  ^ 
vote  against  die  clause  itself  which  deals 
with  file  question  of  conferring  the 
glebes,  as  T  expressed  my  opinion 
against  it  when  the  hon.  Member  origi- 
nally brought  it  forward  ;  noi  can  I  con- 
ceive upon  what  possible  grounds  the 
hon.  Member  for  South-west  Lancasfaire 
has  thought  it  reasonable  to  replace 
those  words  in  the  Bill,  because  that 
hon.  QenUeman  was  against  the  clause 
afterwards  to  be  voted  upon.  By  sug- 
gesting to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
fiiose  words  should  be  restored  simply, 
he  has  put  .the  House  in  an  entirely  false 
position,  because  he  himself  entertains 
as  strongly  as  myself  the  behef  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  teach  religion. 
I  hope  that  on  the  question  of  the  re- 
servation of  the  suiplus  effect  may  be 
given  to  the  prinaple  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  teach  religion.  I 
shall  vote  against  the  restoration  of  the 
words  struck  out  by  the  Lords'  Amend- 

Mn.  NEWDEGATE  rose  to  address 
the  House,  but  was  intemipt«d  by  cries 
of  "  Spoke  !"  "  Spoke  !" 

Mb.  8P£A£££  said,  that  this  being 
a  new  Question,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wanriokahire  was  perfeoUy  in 
Order. 


Mn.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Dr.  BaU),  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  die 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  G.  Hardy), 
that  he  had  not  the  slightest  intention  of 
voting  against  the  devotion  of  the  fonds 
to  be  taken  &om  the  Irish  Church  for 
the  purpose  of  teaching  religion,  and  in 
proof  of  his  holding  a  contrary  opinion 
be  begged  to  move  the  omission  of  all 
the  words  it  was  proposed  to  restore  be- 
fore the  word  "  nor  "  in  the  10th  line  of 
the  Preamble,  which  would  then  run— 
"  the  proceeds  tliereof  shall  be  for  the 
teaching  of  religion." 

Me.  AS8HM?0N  CROSS  also  ex- 
plained that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  was  mistaken 
in  supposing  ttiat  he  objected  to  the 
funds  to  be  taken  &om  the  Irish  Ghnrob 
being  applied  for  the  teaching  of  re- 
ligion. 

The  Amendment]  not  being  seoonded, 
was  not  put. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dieided: — Ayes  346  ;  Noes 
222:  Majority  124. 

ATES. 

Aolnnd,  T.  D.  B«*riog,  E.  A. 

AdHir.  H.  E.  Bred?,  J. 

Akrojd,  E.  Brand,  ncbtbon.H. 

Allen,  W.  S.  Brand,  H.  R. 

AmcotU.  Col.  W.  C.  Brawej,  H.  A, 

Amorj,  J.  H.  Brasaay,  T. 

Aodernn,  G.  Braxer,  Dr. 

Anitrutber,  Sir  R.  Bright,  rt.  ban.  J. 

Antrobu),  E.  Bright,  J.  ( MknohMtw) 

ArmiliMid,  G.  Brlnokmln,  C>pt. 

AfrtoD,  A.  S.  Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 

Ajlonn,  R,  S.  Brogdeo,  A. 

Bagwell,  J.  BrOwD,  A.  B. 

Bainoi,  E.  Bruoe,  Lord  0. 

Baker,  R.  B.  W.  Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.A. 

Barolmf,  A.  0.  BrjUD,  G.  L. 

Ban-T,  A.  B.  S.  Buller,  Sir  E.  H. 

Baaa.  M.  A.  Bui«er,rt.bn.Sir  H.  L 

Bua,  M.  T.  Barf,  Vitoonnt 

Baxter,  W.  E.  Cadogan,  hoD.  F.  W. 

Bailej .  T.  Ckllan,  P. 

Boaeb,  W.  W.  B.  Oampbcll,  H. 

Beaumont,  Capt.  F.  Oaodliab,  J. 

Beaamont,  B.  F.  Cardoetl,  rt.  bon.  E. 

Beaumont,  S.  A.  Caringlon,  bn.  Cap.  V. 

Bcagmont,  W.  B.  Camegls.  bon.  C. 

Bontall,  E.  B.  Carter,  Mr.  Aldennin 

Biddulph,  M.  Cartiright,  Vf.  C. 

Blake,  J.  A.  Cutlerosta,  VUconnt 
Blennarbaiietl.  Sir  R.      Cave,  T. 

Bolokow,  U.  W.  F.  Caiandiafa,  Lord  F.  C. 
BoaTcrio,  rt.  bon.  E.  P.    CaTeodiab,  Lord  O. 
^Lords'. 
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Cftwlej,  0.  E. 

GUditone,  W.  H. 

LjtteltoD.  hon.  C.  0. 

RcMlen,  W.  S. 

Chnmher^  M. 

Gower,  hon.  E.  P.  L. 

M'Arthnr,  W. 

R<.thachi1d.Bm.L.Tf,da 

Chamber!.  T. 

Gower,  Lord  R. 

M-Clenn,  J.  R. 

Roth>chJlJ,Br-n.M,A.da 

Childeri,rt.hn.H.O.E. 

Goichen.  rt.  bon.  G.  J. 

.M'Clure.  T. 

Rothachild,  N.  M.  de 

Cholmelej.  Capt, 

Gouplej,  E.  T. 

MnoEvoT,  E. 

Ru,,d\.  A. 

Ch«lm«lof,  Sir  M. 

Graham.  W. 

MaeBo,  R.  A. 

Ruiaell,  P.  W. 

CUj,  J. 

Grant,  Col.  hon.  J. 

Mackioloah,  E.  W. 

Russell,  Sir  W. 

Clement,  W.  J. 

Gray,  Sir  J. 

M-Ugan,  P. 

Rylanda.  P. 

Clive,  Col.  E. 

Grcgorj,  W.  H. 

M'l.*ren.  D. 

St.  Aubyn.  J. 

Cogan.rt.hn.W.  H.  F. 

GrsTille,  Caplain 

M'Mnhon,  P. 

Samuda.  J.  D-A. 

Grieve,  J.  J. 

Maguire.  J.  F. 

Coleridge.  Sir  J.  D. 

Groavenor,  Earl 

Maiil«nd,SirA.C.R.G. 

S.muel«.n,H.  B. 

Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 

Groivenor,  Lord  R. 

Mngni«j,  C. 

Scott,  Sir  W. 

Colthunt,  Sir  G.C. 

Gomt.  M.  S. 

Marling,  S.  S. 

Soely,  C.  (Lincoln) 

Cowen,  J. 

Uadfield,  G. 

Martin,  C.  W. 

Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 

Cow  per,  hoD.  H.  F. 

Hamilton.  E.  W.  T. 

Martin,  P.  W. 

Sbaw,  R. 

Cowper,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 

H.nmer.Sir  J. 

Shaw.  Vf. 

Cn.ufi.rd.  E.  H.  J. 

n.roourt.W.O.O.V.V. 

Melior,  T.  W. 

Sheridan,  H.B. 

Crnwiord.  ft.  W. 

QanloDitle,  J.  A. 

Mellr.  G. 

Sherlock.  D. 

Cro«1ej.  Sir  F. 

ll.rrit.  J.  D. 

Merry.  J. 

Sherriff.  A.  0. 

Dalgliah.  R. 

DaniDgton,MuqD«Mor 

Miidl,  E. 

Simeon,  Sir  J. 

Didijmple.  D. 

Milbank,  F.  A. 

Simon.  Mr.  Serjeant 

D'Aroj.  M.  P. 

H>j.  Lord  J. 

Miller,  J. 

Smith.  J.  B. 

DaTie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 

Hilton.  ViaoooDt 

Smith,  T.  E. 

DaTiei,  R. 

Denlej.  rt.  hoD.  J.  W. 

Miichelt,  T.  A. 

ixanhunlj.  J. 

Ilonlej,  Urd 

Monoreiff,  rt.  bon.  J. 

Stanley,  bon.  W.O. 

Deniion,  E. 

Dcrbcrt,  n.A. 

M.>nk,  C.  J. 

Stansfeld,  rl.  hen.  J. 

Denman,  bon.  G. 

Hihbert,  J.  T. 

Monaell,  rt.  hon.  W. 

Staplelon.  J. 

Dent,  J.  D. 

Hodgkinton,  0. 

Morgan,  6.  0. 

Slepnoy.  Colonel 

DeTereux.  R.  J. 

llolmi.J. 
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Me.  QIAD8T0NE :  I  have  now  to 
move  tlie  restoration  of  the  remaining 
TTords  of  the  Preamble  which  have  been 
atrudc  out  by  the  Lords.     The  words 

"And  it  it  further  expedient  that  the  uid  pro- 
partj,  OTthe  prooeadi  thereof,  ahould  he  appro* 
prilled  mainljr  to  the  relief  of  nnnTOidHhle  calamity 
and  BufTaring,  jet  *0  sa  not  to  canoel  or  impair  the 
obligntlona  now  attached  to  property  nnder  the 
Act*  lor  the  relief  of  the  poor." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  remainder  of  the  said 
Amendment." — (Mr.  Oladst<m».) 

Mh.  GATHORNE  HAEDT:  With 
respect  to  this  Amendment,  I  shall  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Lords'  Amendment,  and 
on  these  grounds  —  that,  in  the  first 
place,  as  I  stated  on  the  second  reading, 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  Government  is 
calculated  to  lead  to  waste  and  jobbery. 


{OOMMONS)  Cft» 

HaTing  heard  the  Tight  hon.  Oestleinoii  I  tioB  of  the  Bill  to  avoid.    But  then,  it 


at  the  heed  of  the  OoTemmeiit  make  a 
statement  as  to  the  disposal  of  the 
pluB,  I  am  conviiuied  that  he  has  not 
made  himself  acquainted  with  the  iacts 
of  the  case,  and  that  he  really  does  not 
know  how  it  is  to  he  disposed  of. 
["Ohl"3  He  has  given  notice  of  a 
proriso  which,  eo  far  mtm  b^ng  a  final 
arrangem^t,  will  provide  materiab  for 
discussioa  in  every  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  wish  to  inow  in  what  way  hia 
proposal  differs  &om  leaving  to  a  future 
Pariiuneut  the  diqtosal  of  the  surpli 
The  right  htm.  Gentleman  eaje  that  a 
scheme  is  to  be  prepared  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  which  amounts  to  a  Ot)vemment 
Boheme,  and  which  would  be  laid  before 
the  House.  He  must  expect  that  all 
sorts  of  schemes  will  be  suggested,  and 
that  a  number  of  them  will  hav 
considered  by  the  Government.  "What 
is  the  state  of  the  case,  aa  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  it,  with  respect  to  luna- 
tics ?  There  is  no  new  proviraon  that  Is 
not  now  provided  for  by  the  laws  of  the 
country.  WiUi  respect  to  hospitals, 
there  ie  no  difference  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and  there  is  no  more  rea- 
son why  there  should  be  a  public  provi- 
sion on  this  subject  in  Ireland  than  ii 
England.  When  he  tells  us  that  there 
are  special  needs  in  Ireland,  I  tell  him 
that  if  there  are  special  needs  in  Ireland 
there  are  speraal  medical  charities  in  that 
country,  and  that  there  is  more  medical 
provision  for  the  destitute  than  in  £ng- 
umd.  In  every  county  and  in  every 
district  there  is  a  medical  provision  ap- 
plicable to  every  destitute  person,  while 
m  England  no  anch  provision  exists. 
With  regard  to  the  blind  and  dumb,  no 
one  would  sympathize  more  with  those 
unfortunate  persons  than  myself ;  but  in 
£ngland  the  blind  and  dumb  have  pro- 
vision made  for  them  by  funds  of  a  pri- 
vate character,  by  means  of  which  they 
are  instructed  in  trades,  aad  put  in  a 
position  to  earn  their  own  living.  I  do 
not  see  why,  except  in  the  case  of  very 
destitute  persons,  we  should  take  a  dif- 
ferent course  in  Ireland  ^y  tffoviding 
Jublic  funds  for  this  purpose.  The  right 
on.  GMitlemaa  the  IVeeadent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  said  that  there 
would  be  objections  to  every  scheme,  and 
when  the  Orders  in  Council  are  laid  bo- 
fore  FarUament  there  will  be  objectims 
to  each,  and  we  shall  have  all  these  dk- 
cosBtcms,  which  it  is  said  to  be  the  inten- 


said,  this  alteration  was  made  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  order  to  obtain  ccw- 
current  endowment.  That,  howevei,  is 
a  perfect  fiction,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not,  I  think,  represented  ex- 
actly what  happened.  A  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  moved  a  clause 
giving  glebes  to  the  Roman  Gatholio 
priests  and  the  Presbyterian  clei^,  and 
that  was  objected  to  and  negatived.  The 
Uotion  on  this  subject,  which  was  subse- 
quentiy  carried,  was  put  down  for  discus- 
sion when  the  Bill  stood  for  a  third  read- 
ing, and  when  the  Preamble  was  oom- 
glete.  It  was  a  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of 
amarvonj  who  was  opposed  to  concur- 
rent endowment,  and  who  spoke  against 
it,  who  moved  this  Amendment,  andit  was 
moved  without  reference  to  concurrent  en- 
dowment, and  solely  because  it  was  not 
a  proper  distribution  of  the  fiinds. 
[ "  Oh !"]  I  am  only  stating  facta,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  disputes  would 
be  unable  to  contradict  any  of  the  state- 
ments I  have  made.  On  these  grounds, 
therefore,  that  no  finality  is  obtained  by 
restoring  these  words  to  the  Preamble' 
or  by  tiie  clause  which  fc^ows  in  the 
Bill,  and  because  the  system  proposed  by 
the  Government  would  inevitably  lead  to 
endless  discussions  in  future  Farhameute, 
I  shall  support  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  eony  to  re- 
new the  debate,  but  I  thought  the  tight 
hon.  Gentieman  recollected  nuire  dis- 
tinctly— 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HARDY;  I  ris*  to 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  hav- 
ing spoken  once,  cannot  speak  again, 
uiuess  upon  some  question  of  personal 
explanation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
moved  to  disagree  with  the  Lords  in 
their  Amendment,  and  that  was  his 
speech  on  the  occasion.  I  submit  that, 
having  made  a  speech,  he  cannot  qieak 
again,  unless  an  Amendment  is  laoved 
to  his  proposition. 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  I  beg  to  say  that 
that  questitm  has  been  decided  in  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  who, 
having  made  a  speech  on  the  first  occa- 
sion, proposed  to  speak  after  the  original 
Motion  had  been  withdrawn,  and  the 
first  portion  of  it  had  been  pr(q>oaed 
again.   That  was  a  new  proposition,  and 


I  decided  that  he  could  be  heard. 
Me.  GATHOKNE   HARDY  : 
there  ia  no  new  piopoEdtion  here. 


But 


,.^lc 
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Me.  speaker  :  The  orig^sl  Uotion  t  who  rentured  to  objeot  to  tlie  edieiDe  of 
TKB  that  the  Home  dis^ree  to  t}m  [  »ppropri»tioii  when  it  was  originally 
Lords'  Amendment,  and  I  was  obliged  i  introdoced,  and  tb«  Prime  Minister  had. 


to  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  it 

thnr  pleasure  that  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn.  It  was  withdrawn,  and  then 
it  waa  moved  again  down  to  the  words 
"  teaohiag  of  religion."  And  upon  that, 
aa  being  a  new  ilotion,  I  stated  that  the 
hon.  lumber  for  North  Warwiokahire 
had  power  to  speak. 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAItDT 
then,  afterwards,  the  n^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man moved  that  the  House  disagree 
with  the  Lords  upon  the  eubeeqaent  part 
of  the  Amendment.  I  do  not  wish  to 
stop  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  &om  ex- 
plaining anything  ;  but  with  a  view  to 
the  repilari^  of  our  debates,  I  wish  the 
point  of  Order  to  be  decided.  The  right 
non.  Gentleman  will  have  plen^  of  op- 

rimities  of  speaking  in  the  oourse  of 
debate ;  but,  having  made  his  Mo- 
tion, he  has  no  right  to  speak,  unlen  an 
Amendment  is  moved. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  having  made  that  Mo> 
tion,  did  deprive  himself  of  the  power 
of  speaking  upon  it.  

Mb.  OmCHESTER  FOHTESCfUE : 
I  wish  to  say  one  word  in  <nder  to  cor- 
rect the  entire  misapprehension  which 
ran  through  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  G.  Hardy^  ae  to 
the  Orders  in  Council.  He  is  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
can  possibly  give  rise  to  debate,  as  to  the 
distribution  of  the  surplus,  beyond  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  when  it  shall  be- 
oome  law.  They  will  only  regulate  the 
mode  in  which  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
shall  be  carried  into  effect.  Highly  im- 
portant questions  will  arise,  as  to  the 
mode  of  providing  for  the  objects  speci- 
fied in  the  Act  by  BubsidiaTy  legislation. 
That  legislation  will  have  to  be  effected ; 
but,  in  default  of  that  l^islatian,  the 
House,  by  these  Orders  in  Council,  will 
have  fall  control  over  the  whole  of  tiieee 
snbBidiary  arrangements. 

Mb.  FAWGETT,  who  rose  amid  cries 
of  "Divide,"  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  very  much  conduce  to  the  dignity 
of  the  House,  or  indeed  to  a  settlement 
of  that  question,  if,  immediately  a  Li- 
beral Member  rose  to  object  to  one  por- 
tion of  that  scheme,  he  were  not  allowed 
to  speak.  He  thought  he  had  some  right 
to  speak  on  that  question.  He  was  the 
only  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 


with  great  candour,  admitted  it  was  a 
great  misfortune  that  scheme  was  not 
more  Ailly  discussed  in  that  House,  be- 
cause if  it  had  it  wonld  hove  been  better 
understood.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
if  they  wished  to  get  that  question  sc^ 
tied  ttkey  must  do  the  House  othoxda 


the  OHnmon  nspect  of  i 
Amendments.  That  was  simply  a  dsty 
they  owed  to  their  oppcments.  In  voting 
against  the  proposal  of  the  Ghjvarmomt 
in  regard  to  the  appropriatitm  of  that 
surplus,  no  one  who  Icnew  his  opuoons 
coiud  say  that  he  did  so  because  he  was 
in  &vonr  of  concurrent  endowment,  flnr 
&om  his  youth  he  had  always  be^ 
strongly  opposed  to  such  a  principle. 
But  Sie  question  of  appropriating  the 
surplus  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  witli. 
ooueurrent  endowment.  He  still  ob- 
j  ected  to  the  appropriatioB  scheme  of  the 
Government,  as  he  had  objected  to  it  b»- 
fore ;  and  if  it  could  be  e^wn  that  his 
arguments  were  iallaciouB  he  was  willing 
to  change  his  vote.  He  objected  to  that 
scheme  oecause  it  gave  the  lai^st  por- 
tion of  the  surplus,  not  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  or  to  the  relief  of  unavoidaUe 
distnes,  but  directly  in  aid  of  the  rates 
which  were  paid  by  the  land.  He  re- 
garded every  independent  Member  of 
that  House,  however  humble  his  pooi- 
tion,  OS  a  trustee  for  the  administratioa 
of  those  funds.  No  responsibility,  in 
his  view,  was  more  sacred  than  that  of 
such  a  trustee ;  and  nothing  in  the  world 
would  induce  him  to  give  a  vote  whitJi 
was  not  in  scoordance  with  his  sense  of 
public  duty.  It  had  been  ai^ed  that 
the  surjduB  was  to  be  appropriated  to 
purposes  that  were  not  met  by  the  rates ; 
but  that  was  not  correct.  No  one  could 
deny — and,  indeed,  the  Prime  MinisteT 
in  introducing  the  Bill  admitted — that  a 
lai^  portion  of  the  surplus  would  go  in 
aid  of  the  county  cess.  Therefore,  » 
large  portion  of  it  wonld  go  directly  into 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords.  When,  in 
addition  to  that,  they  gave  gratuitoualy 
to  the  Irish  landlords  £8,000,000— and 
it  had  been  admitted  over  and  over 
again  in  the  House  of  Lords — he  ven- 
tured to  moke  this  assertion,  and  he 
challenged  contradiction,  that  ultimately 
the  persons  who  wonld  get  the  largest 
portion  of  the  revenues  of  the  Iriah 
Church  would  not  be  the  disestablished 
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Protestants,  nor  the  Boman  Oatholios, 
Bor  the  poor,  the  afflicted,  and  distressed 
in  Ireland,  but  the  absentee  landlorda 
ofthatoountr}'.  ["No,  no!"1  Hehoped 
that  would  be  contradicteii;  but,  be- 
lieving it  to  be  the  fact,  he  would  cer- 
tainly vote  with  the  Lords  for  postponing 
the  appropriation  of  the  surplus.  He 
knew  it  waa  aaid  that  if  they  did  not 
decide  on  its  appropriation  at  once  they 
would  keep  the  (Juestion  constantly  open ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  scheme 
contained  in  the  proviso  which  had  been 
mentioned  by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Oovemment  was  es- 
pecially framed  with  the  view  of  keeping 
the  questioQ  open.  Every  Irishman  who 
represented  a  eeaport  where  there  were 
nets  to  be  mended  or  boats  to  be  repaired, 
and  every  Irishman  who  represented  a 
county  in  which  there  was  a  bog  to  be 
drained  or  a  river  to  be  dammed,  would 
oome  clamorously  to  that  House,  and 
ask  not  for  a  grant — be  was  quite  aware 
of  that — ^but  for  a  loan  of  the  capital  of 
&ose  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  argued  that  what- 
ever m^ht  be  tbe  objections  to  which 
the  proposed  method  of  appropriation 
was  liable  no  bettor  scheme  had  been 
devised  in  its  stead.  Well,  but  what 
opportunity  had  there  been  of  discussing 
any  other  scheme  f  Some  Liberal  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were,  to  his  own 
knowledge,  prepared  with  different 
schemes ;  but  there  had  been  no  chance 
when  tbe  Bill  was  in  Committee,  of  ob- 
taining even  a  discussion  for  them.  The 
application  of  tbe  surplus  to  the  purposes 
of  Irish  education,  or  to  tbe  purchase  of 
waste  lands,  would  have  iound  more 
than  one  advocate,  if  there  had  been 
any  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  House 
or  of  the  Government  to  accept  inde- 
pendent suggestions  from  the  Liberal 
Benches.  If  tbe  appropriation  were 
now  postponed  for  a  year,  suggestions 
of  that  description  would  have  time  to 
make  themselves  heard ;  and  if  they 
were  found  impracticable  the  scheme  of 
the  Qovemment — ^for  the  benefit  of  the 
Irish  landlorda  could  always  be  resorted 
to.  He  would  be  the  last  man  to  object 
to  applying  the  surplus  in  aid  of  suffer- 
ing and  distress  which  were  not  charge- 
able on  the  rat«s ;  but  even  if  he  were 
the  onl^  Liberal  who  voted  against  the 
appropriation  scheme  which  was  now 
proposed,  he  would  unhesitatingly  vote 
against  it. 


Mb.  RT.A  k  k  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  a  discrepancy  between  the  statement 
made  by  tbe  Prime  Minister  early  in  the 
evening  and  that  just  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  Ho  understood 
the  Prime  Minister  to  say  that  ho  pro- 
posed to  introduce  a  proviso  to  enable 
the  surplus  to  be  applied  to  other  ob- 
jects tlian  those  included  in  Clause  68. 
One  of  those  objects,  in  which  he  was 
exceedingly  interested,  was  the  sea  fish- 
eries of  Ireland.  Irishmen  had  learnt 
by  this  time  that  nothing  was  to  be 
hoped  for  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  However  important  the  ob- 
ject might  be,  however  consistent  with 
the  rules  of  the  soundest  pohtical  eco- 
nomy, tbe  Imperial  Exchequer  was  ab- 
solutely closed  to  them.  It  would  be 
satisfactory  if  part  of  that  surplus,  which 
was  Irish  money,  were  devoted  to  such 
an  object  as  he  had  just  mentioned.  But 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  just  stated  that 
these  funds  could  not  be  appropriated 
in  any  such  manner  without  a  special 
Act  of  Parliament  having  to  be  brought 
in  for  the  purpose,  whicfi  would  involve 
the  necessity  of  their  fighting  the  battle 
over  again  in  that  House.  He  hoped 
that  die  Prime  Minister's  proviso  would 
obviate  any  such  necessity. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Although  it  is 
contrary  to  ordinary  rule,  I  dare  say  I 
shall  be  allowed  to  explain  what  I  stated. 
What  I  stated,  and  wished  to  convey, 
was  this — that  the  principles  of  final  ap- 
propriation were  laid  down  in  tbe  BiU, 
and  were  intended  by  us  to  be  fixed  and 
final,  BO  as  to  get  rid  of  any  doubt  at  all 
about  it.  But  I  pointed  out  that  that 
apphed  simply  to  tbe  income  from  the 
fund,  and  that,  therefore,  it  would  be 
fatal  to  any  plan  like  that  of  my  bon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett),  who  proposes,  as  I  understand 
him,  to  apply  this  fund,  not  in  allevia- 
tion of  Irish  rates,  but  of  British  taxes, 
by  giving  it  to  defray  the  expense  of 
education — [Mr.  Fawcett  dissented] — 
but  that  it  was  perfectly  compatible  with 
any  plan  which  Parliament  might  think 
fit  to  adopt  in  regard  to  the  intermediate 
use  of  the  money.  Any  mode  of  invest- 
ing the  money — ^ite  investment  in  loans 
that  would  be  reproductive— for  fisheries, 
or  in  any  other  form,  would  be  perfectly 
compatible  with  the  Bill.  But  the  pro- 
viso of  which  I  gave  notice  will  have  no 
reference  whatever  to  any  new  definition 
of  objects,  and  will  be  simply  intended 
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eeoure  this  end,  tbat  in  the  sabddiaT?  I  be  brought  to  a  close  at  tlie  earlieet 
KrrsnKementa  which  may  be  attempted   practicaDle  period.    He  therefore  moved 
that  the  House  disagree  vith  the  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment. 

Me.  DISRAELI :  This  is  a  subject 
on  which,  in  spite  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  there  is  much 
difference  of  opinion  amongst  the  per- 
sons best  informed  upon  it.  The  date 
as  it  now  stands  in  the  Bill  is  really  a 
compromise,  and  might  well  have  been 
allowed  to  stand;  but  I  shall  not  call 
upon  the  House  to  divide  in  opposition 
to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 

Ms.  CHARLEY  said,  it  would  have 
been  a  "  gracious  and  generous"  tlung  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  to  have 
conceded  this  small  point ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  held  over  the  Irisli 
Church  the  axe  oi  his  tyrant  majority 
ready  to  deecend,  and  would  not  allow 
her  time  to  settle  her  afiEairs.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  her  short  shrift 
indeed.  He  (Mr.  Charley)  wished  that 
the  Lords  hod-adhered  to  the  date  first 
adopted  by  them — the  Ist  of  January, 
1872,  and  that  that  date  had  been  adopt- 
ed universally  throughout  the  Bill.  By 
this  clause  the  Church  was  not  to  bedis- 
estabhshed  till  1871 ;  but,  by  the  lOth 
clause,  the  dato  of  disestabliabment  waa 
practically  accelerated  and  fixed  for 
certain  purposes  at  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  If  the  1st  of  January,  1672,  had 
been  £xed  for  all  purposes  as  the  date 
of  disestablishment,  the  falling  in  of 
vested  interests  prior  to  total  disestablish- 
ment would  have  been  avoided,  and 
there  would  have  been  no  need  of  any 
irary  provisions."  He  regretted 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  undone  the 
work  they  had  originally  done  in  chang- 
ing the  date  a  second  time,  as  well  as  tn 
rescinding  their  Motion  for  retaining  the 
right  of  the  existing  Irish  Bishops  to 
Beats  in  the  House  of  Lords.  In  ex- 
pelling these  Prelates  the  Lords  had  as- 
sisted the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  dig  the 
grave  of  their  own  order.  Practically,  the 
Constitution  was  at  an  end.  The  Prime 
MiniBter  gathered  up  in  his  own  person, 
like  Augustus,  all  the  powers  of  the  State. 
The  balance  of  power,  of  which  they 
had  heard  so  much,  no  longer  existed. 
"  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty"  meant  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  the  House  of 
Lords,  his   most  obedient  humble  eer- 


by  Order  in  CouncO  it  ahaU  be  in  the 
power  of  either  House  of  Parliament,  if 
it  sees  fit,  to  interfere  and  arrest  the 
action  of  tJje  Executive  Government. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  246;  Noes 
164  :  Majority  82. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  move  the 
re-insertion  of  the  dato  originally  fixed 
on  for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
— ^namely,  the  Ist  of  January,  1871.  On 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he  stated 
tiiat  this  was  not  a  question  upon  which 
the  Gkivemment  felt  pledged,  and  he  re- 
peated this  now,  but  believing  it  was 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  the 
act  of  disestablishment  should  oome  as 
Boon  as  possible  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  the  Government  fixed  on  the  Ist  of 
January,  and  waited  for  expressions  of 
opinion  &om  those  best  informed  to  sea 
i^ether  that  date  met  with  the  approval 
of  those  connected  with  the  Church  it- 
self. The  four  months  which  had  since 
elapsed  convinced  him  that  the  great 
proportion  of  intelligent  persons  con- 
nected with  the  Church  preferred  the 
earlier  to  the  later  day.  He  did  not 
like  to  allude  to  what  took  place  in  the 
other  House,  or  else  he  should  sustain 
what  he  had  to  say  by  what  took  place 
there.  The  only  ground  on  which  the 
1st  of  May  could  be  preferred  was  that 
the  Ist  of  May  and  the  1st  of  November 
are  the  periods  on  which  the  half-year's 
tithe  commutation  rent-charge  is  pay- 
able, and  that  if  the  let  of  January 
stood  two  months  of  the  charge  would 
belong  to  the  clergyman  and  four  months 
to  the  Commisaioaors.  Now,  some  trouble 
would  be  given  to  the  Commisaionera  by 
this  arrangement,  but  none  to  the  cleigy- 
man.  The  Commissioners  would  be  the 
collectors  instead  of  the  clergyman,  and 
instead  of  the  clei^  having  to  collect 
this  fragment  of  their  income,  they  would 
receive  it  in  one  sum  &om  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  1st  of  January  was  pre- 
ferable to  the  1st  of  May  on  three 
grounds— that  the  clergy  would  be  put 
to  no  inconvenience  by  tiie  earlier  dato 
being  fixed  on ;  that  so  far  as  the  stete 
of  opinion  in  the  Irish  Church  goes,  the 
Government  were  convinced  that  people 
generally  preferred  the  earlier  date,';  and 
Ukat  it  was  greatly  to  the  interests  of  all 
parties  concerned  that  the  matter  should 
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T«atB.  The  Lords  were  told  that  ihej 
had.  no  altomatiTe  but  to  snbmit  to  the 
polic;  of  tlie  liglit  hon.  Geiitlema.n. 
Talk  of  Americanicmg  the  institutioiia 
of  tho  conntry  !     f"  QueBtion  !"J 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  to  invite  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Gtentleman  to  the 
Question  immediately  before  the  Honse, 
which  relates  to  the  day  upon  which 
ibt  Bill  shall  come  into  operation. 

Mr.  CHAELBY  trusted  tiie  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  would  kindly  ooncede 
to  the  Church  an  extension  of  four 
months  in  the  interral  preceding  disea- 
tablishment. 

Motion  agrttS  to. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  There  are  a  ra- 
riety  of  changies  which  the  Lords  hare 
ntaoe  in  the  dauses  relating  to  the  Oom> 
missioners  and  their  powers,  and  other 
kindred  matters,  with  respect  to  which 
some  of  them  seem  to  ua  to  be  improre- 
menta,  and  others  of  them  are  not  open 
to  such  objections  aa  to  make  it  our  duty 
to  resist  them ;  and  therefore  I  shall  move 
to  agree  to  all  the  Amendments — except 
in  the  case  of  the  substitution  of  the 
Ist  of  May  for  the  Ist  of  January — 
until  we  oome  down  to  Clause  13. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Compensation  to  eoolesias- 
lioal  persons  other  than  curatos). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  proposed 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords, 
striking  out  lines  21,  22,  and  23 ;  and  in 
line  24,  from  the  words  "  salaries  of  cu- 
rates employed  under  the  obligation  of 
the  law,  he  proposed  to  amend  the 
Lords'  Amendment  by  striking  out  the 
words  "employed  under  the  obligation 
of  the  law.'^  The  clause  raised,  he  said, 
the  whole  question  of  conferring  endow- 
mente — ana  it  involved  two  points.  As 
the  Bill  went  to  the  Lords,  the  salaries 
of  curates,  whom  the  Commissioners 
should  judge  to  be  permanent  curates, 
were  made  deductions  &om  the  income 
of  the  incumbent.  In  estimating  the  in- 
come of  the  incumbent  for  valuation,  & 
tax  payable  by  him  under  the  Tempo- 
ralities Act  of  18S3,  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Oommiseioners,  was  not  to  be  deducted. 
The  Lords  had  made  changes  upon  both 
these  points.  Upon  the  first  point  the 
Lords  nad  limited  the  deduction  of  the 
curate's  salary  from  tho  incumbent's  in- 
come, in  cases  in  which  the  incumbent 
was  under  an  absolute  l^al  obligation 
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he  presumed  Uiat  there  were ;  but  pro- 
bably they  were  numbered  by  one  01 
two  tens  or  scores.  Fracii<»Uy,  tl» 
Amendment  got  rid  of  the  whole  chargs 
on  incumbents'  incomes  for  cunt««:  it 
took  away  £519,000  from  the  suiplus, 
and  it  added  £619,000  to  the  compensa- 
tion available  for  the  ministers  of  tlid 
Chunth.  That  was  one  of  the  Amend- 
ments that  had  been  made.  The  other 
Amendment  was,  that  the  tax  on  clerical 
incomes  now  payable  to  the  Ecclesisiti- 
cal  Commissioners,  and  available  tbt  cer- 
tain public  purposes  of  the  Church,  wm 
not  to  be  deducted  from  the  income  of 
the  incumbentj) — that  was  to  say,  it  wss 
not  to  be  a  portion  of  the  surplus ;  and 
this  tax,  almough  it  was  not  to  become 
a  portion  of  the  surplus,  yet,  by  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  it  was  not  to  be  a  part 
of  the  profit  of  the  incumbent ;  it  wu 
to  be  paid  by  the  incumbent  to  the 
Church  Body^mpon  what  principle,  ei- 
cept  that  of  pure,  naked,  and  confessed 
re-endowment,  he  found  it  totally  im- 
possible to  conoeire.  There  was  no  doubt 
of  this  imaginary  explanation  —  that  a 
large  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  tax 
went  to  provide  the  necessaries  of  puhtk 
worship  —  and  it  might  be  said  that  the 
necessaries  of  pubbo  worship  would, 
hereafter,,  not  be  provided  by  the  State. 
Most  certainly  not.  The  necessaries  of 
public  worship  ought  evidently  to  be 
prorided  by  the  congr^ations.  A  fatal 
mistake  would  be  made  oy  those  respon- 
sible for  the  policy  of  the  diaeetablished 
Church,  were  they  to  import  into  their 
new  system  the  very  worst  of  all  the  bsd 
regulations  under  the  system  of  Estab- 
lishment—  namely,  that  which  left  the 
surplice,  the  cowl,  the  elements  for  Holy 
Communion,  and  all  these  requisites  to 
be  supplied  &om  a  central  tuna  in  Lon- 
don. The  Bill,  as  it  stood,  directly  p«r* 
petuated  that  ^stem,  faecauBo  it  meds 
the  money  available  for  pnmding  these 
exi^^ciea  payable  to  the  Church  Body, 
which  was  an  indication  that  it  was  to 
reli.ef  of  the  congregations  from 
^e  first  and  most  necessary  ohai^ 
which  the  congregations  ought  to  bear. 
The  effect  of  uiat  upon  the  surplus  wU 
to  take  away  £274,000,  throwing  in  a 
small  sum,  which  it  was  not  worth  while 
to  discuss,  with  respect  to  visitation  fees, 
which  were  now  legal,  charged  on  the 
; 1 — ^     These  were  the  objections 
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lie  sntsiiained  to  the  dBdnoti<m  c^  the 
tax  ;  and  be  objected  to  the  sweeping 
awaj  of  the  prorieiona  under  which  the 
ourmte's  Balaiy  vob  deducted  from  the 
incumbent's  income.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion of  which  the  Oorenunent  had  never 
diseuised  from  themselvea  the  difficulty ; 
and  be  might  state  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  to  the  House,  that  they 
should  proceed  in  this  case,  as  the;  had 
proceeded  in  every  doubtful  case,  by 
adopting  the  most  lenient  course  that 
their  duty  would  allow.  What  they  pro- 
posed, with  regard  to  the  curates,  was — 
and  the  House  would  see  tiiat  it  involved 
B  material  concession,  though  nothing 
like  the  conceseioa  that  was  demanded 
fioni  them  by  the  Lords,  who  would  take 
from  the  fund  the  sum  of  £519,000— 
they  proposed  that  the  salary  of  the  cu- 
rates should  be  deducted  from  the  in- 
cumbents in  those  oafies,  and  in  those 
oases  alone,  where  the  deduction  had 
been  made  heretofore,  and  the  remedial 
measure  they  proposed  was  to  introduce 
a  proviso  at  the  end  of  this  clause,  to  the 
effect  that  no  deductions  should  be  made 
in  respect  of  curates'  salaries,  unless  a 
like  r»luction  should  have  been  mode  in 
the  case  of  incumbents  by  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Oommisffloners  within  the  year  pre- 
ceding the  1  St  of  January,  1869.  They 
thought  they  offered  fair  and  liberal 
terms  when  they  said  that  the  curates' 
salaries  should  be  only  deducted  in  those 
cases  where,  for  legal  purposes,  they  had 
been  deducted  already.  They  were  aware 
that,  in  taking  that  course,  a  charge  of 
£150,000  mi^t  be  brought  upon  the 
fund — it  might  be  more— but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  consider  it  as  an  indi- 
cation of  their  willingness  to  go  as  far 
as  they  could  in  concession  to  ul  reason- 
able demands.  But  this  demand  th^ 
could  not  concede  —  that  they  were  to 
oompensate  for  ecclesiastical  services 
twice  over — first  the  rector,  and  then  the 
curate.  When  they  came  to  the  end  of 
the  clause,  he  should  move  the  provision 
to  which  he  had  referred.  At  present, 
he  should  only  move  to  strike  out  the 
words  "employed  under  the  obligation 
of  the  law."^ 

Dk.  BAUj  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  divide  upon  this  Amendment,  and  he 
hoped  this  would  induce  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  make  some  concession  with  regard  to 
other  points.  The  Amendment  which 
provided  that  the  tax  heretofore  paid  by 


incumbents  for  the  repdr  of  the  ohurehes 
should  be  commuted  into  a  capital  sum, 
and  handed  over  to  the  representative  body 
was  originally  proposed  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  arightrev.  Prelate  (the  Bisho|) 
of  Peterborough),  on  the  ground  that 
the  tax  was  applied  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  a  particular  object, 
and  now  that  that  object  was  no  longer 
to  exist  the  tax  ought  to  revert  to  the 
Church.  It  therefore  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  not  exactly,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated,  a  new  endow- 
ment. It  was  only  to  be  given  during 
the  lives  of  the  present  incumbents. 
With  regard  to  another  point  relating 
to  deduction  for  curates,  he  was  not 
sure  that  he  understood  the  effect  of 
it.  Unless  it  exempted  incumbents  whose 
livings  were  under  £300  a  year,  it  would 
be  no  great  concession. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  SurLrvAn)  intimated 
that  it  would  exempt  them. 

Mb.  CHARLEY  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Ball)  did  not  intend  to  divide  the  House 
on  this  Amendment.  A  portion  of  the 
tax  was  applied  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
CommissionerB  in  payment  of  the  ex- 
penses of  maintaining  the  labrics  of 
churches.  Fifteen  hundred  churches 
were  to  be  handed  over  to  the  Church 
Body,  but  no  promise  was  made  for 
maintaining  the  fabrics.  He  thought 
the  Amendment  would  assist  the  Church 
to  pass  over  the  difB.culties  of  her  trans- 
ition state. 

Mk.  WALPOLE  wished  clearly  to  un- 
derstand that  the  effect  of  the  Govern- 
ment proviso  would  exempt  from  the  de* 
duction  incumbents  whose  incomes  were 
under  £300  a  year. 

The  ATTOKNET  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Suixttam)  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  would  be  so.  The 
proviso  would  settle  that  no  deductions 
should  be  made  for  curates'  salaries  un- 
less where  a  like  deduction  had  been 
made  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
within  the  year  1869.  Now  under  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners'  Act  no  de- 
ductions could  be  made  from  incumbents 
whose  salaries  were  under  £300  a  year. 

Uotion  agreed  to. 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FOETESCUE 
moved  that  the  House  disagree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  omitting  Clause  8. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

3  R  2  ILerdt'  AmtnimMtt. 
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Clanse  A  (Pavment  of  pereonB  dis- 
ch&i^iiig  duties  of  disabled  ArchMshope, 

4c.). 

Mb.  OLABSTONE  moved  the  omia- 
sion  of  tlie  clause,  whicli  he  did  not  con- 
sider suitable  to  tike  BilL  There  was  no 
hann  in  it ;  but  the  matter  to  which  it 
was  referred  was  a  mattet  for  Church 
regiilatiou,  in  which  the  Commissio&ers 
ought  not  to  interfere.  It  referred  to 
the  case  of  holders  of  incumbencieB  be- 
coming disabled,  and  provideii  that  the 
GommisHioners  should  be  chargeable 
with  the  payment  of  a  portion  of  the 
annuity  of  the  holder  to  the  person  dis- 
oharging  the  duties  as  long  as  he  die- 
charged  them ;  but  that  did  not  appear 
to  I»  a  matter  in  which  they  should 
make  a  new  eooleaiastical  law  in  refer- 
ence io  the  concerns  of  the  disestablished 
Ghnrch.  It  would  take  them  off  their 
proper  ground;  and  he  hoped  there 
would  be  a  general  disposition  to  thJnk 
they  should  remit  this  matter  to  the 
Ohurch  Body  to  deal  with  it,  and  not 
introduoe  it  into  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  next  Amendment,  in  Clause  15, 
line  19,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  shall,"  to  the  word  "  curacy,"  in  line 
31,  and  insert  the  words — 

"  loquin  wb«(her  an;  onrate,  Mrring  ai  noh 
%t  anf  time  between  the  flnt  dftj  of  JaaDorj  one 
tboBMtKl  eight  hundred  and  liitjr-Dine  and  flrat 
day  of  Ms;  one  thouumd  eight  hundred  and 
■eTentf-oue,  ii  to  be  deemed  a  permaaent  Durale, 
and  eball  determine  the  ume,  harlng  regard  to 
the  lenrtb  or  term  of  his  nrvioe,  the  duties  to 
be  diieharged  in  the  benefice,  the  non-re>idencfl, 
Inflrmitf,  or  other  iDoapaoitr  of  the  inoumhent, 
or  hii  habit  of  empto^ing  a  eurate.  The  com- 
miiiioDen  ihatl  aaoertain  and  deolaro  bf  order 
tbe  amonnt  of  jearl;  inoome  received  bj  any  aucb 
permanent  mrate,  and  shall  pay  to  every  auoh 
onrata  w  long  ai  he  IItbb  and  oonttoaw  to  di»- 
ebarge  the  dutiei  of  hia  said  ouraoy,  or  any  other 
tpiritoal  dntjei  in  Ireland,  which  with  hit  own 
oonient  and  with  the  conmnt  of  the  ohuroh  body 
hereinafter  mentioned  may  he  aubatituted  for 
them,  or  if  not  diwhirging  Bueh  dntiea  ihall  be 
diaahled  from  ao  doing  by  age,  uokneaa,  or  per^ 
manent  infirmity,  or  any  canae  other  than  hia  own 
wUfol  de&ult,  an  annuity  oommeDCing  on  the 
flnt  day  of  May  one  thouaand  oijht  hundred  and 
leTenty-one  equal  to  the  amoaut  of  auoh  yearly 
income,  or  aholl  on  the  application  of  auoh  curate, 
made  at  any  time  between  the  Brat  day  of  January 
one  thouaand  eight  hundred  and  MTenty-one  and 
tbe  firat  day  of  May  one  thonaand  eight  hundred 
and  aeverity-lwa,  and,  with  the  eonaent  of  the 
church  body  hereinafter  mentioned,  oauie  thepre- 
MnlTaiue  of  auch  life  annuity  to  be  eatimated,  and 
pay  the  aame  to  auoh  curate  or  to  auoh  ouraCe  and 
ehoreh  body  in  auch  proportiont  aa  they  ihall  agree," 
—read  a  second  time. 


Mn.  0LAD8T0NE  said,  that  he  would 
agree  substantially  to  this  Amendment, 
by  which  three  instead  of  two  classes  of 
curates  would  be  created.  He,  how- 
ever, must  move  to  substituto  the  word 
"January"  for  "May"  in  line  24,  and 
to  omit  the  following  words  coming  in 
■■    )  35— 

Or  If  not  discharging  auoh  dutlea  ahall  be  dis- 
abled from  doing  ao  by  age,  uokneaa,  or  permaoent 
infirmity,  or  any  oaute  other  than  hia  own  wilful 

dofilQlt." 

If  the  curates  became  incapacitated  &om 
age,  sickness,  or  permanent  infirmity, 
he  was  a&aid  under  the  ByaUim  of  the 
Established  Church  there  was  no  possi- 
bility of  preserving  to  him  his  stipend, 
and  it  was  not  the  purpose  of  the  Act  to 
make  better  provision  for  him  than  the 

w  now  allowed. 

Amendment  proposed  to  be  made 
thereunto,  by  leaving  out  the  words — 

"  Or  if  not  diaeharging  suoh  duties  ahiUl  b« 
disabled  from  so  doing  by  age,  aickneaa,  or  per- 
manent infirmity,  or  any  eaoee  other  than  hi*  owa 
wilful  de&ult."—(J''r.  Oladitont.) 

LosD  JOHN  MANNEB8  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  wonld 
not  persevere  m his  Motion.  Tfaecharge 
woiud  be  an  inconsiderable  one  as  fhr  as 
the  suirpluB  was  concerned,  but  would 
be  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  veiy 
limited  class  who  would  be  affected 
by  it. 

Tkb  attorney  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Shluvan)  said,  that 
the  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  substantial  one,  as  it  proposed 
to  make  State  pensioners  of  those  curates 
who  were  unable  to  perform  their  duties. 

Dr.  ball  said,  the  House  was  pas- 
sing a  measure  which  would  take  away 
from  the  curates  their  profession,  their 
hopes  of  promotion,  and  all  the  advan- 
tages open  to  them  by  reason  of  their 
belonging  to  an  Estabhshment.  The 
concession  contained  in  the  Lords' 
Amendment,  extending  the  payment  of 
an  annuity  to  a  curate  when  unable  to 
discharge  Ms  duties,  was,  after  all,  but 
a  very  ^ght  one.  The  Gt)vemmeut  had 
already  made  a  concession  for  the  benefit 
of  incumbents ;  but  the  Amendment  now 
under  consideration  was  the  only  one 
which  would  give  any  tangible  benefit 
to  the  curates.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
the  Government  would  re-consider  the 
matter.  

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
the  Qovermnent  could  not  put  the  curates 
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in  a  better  pomtaon  than  they  oocnipied 
at  the  preeent  time.  Tliey  could  not 
gire  onrates  an  anhuity  for  life,  inde- 
pendentlv  of  their  duties. 

Mb.  FIU  regretted  the  refusal  of  the 
right  hon.  QenUeman  at  the  head  of  the 
Qovemment  to  grant  this  small  concee- 
Bion.  As  several  matters  of  principle 
had  been  given  up,  he  could  not  under- 
etand  why  BO  trifling  a  ooncession  should 
not  be  made.  The  amount  was  very 
small,  and  the  curates  would  be  greatly 
disappointed  if  the  concession  was  not 
made,  especially  after  the  expectations 
which  had  been  held  out  to  them. 

Ma.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
if  the  curates  commuted  they  would  get 
the  annuity,  and  only  those  who  did  not 
commute  would  be  affected.  This  made 
the  matter  a  very  small  one  indeed,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  way.  

OotoNBL  "WILSON -PATTEN  said, 
the  ouratea  would  be  more  damaged 
than  any  other  olaes  of  persons  affected 
by  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  reftise  to  grant  this 
small  concession,  which  would  be  much 
appreciated. 

Ub.  LEFBOT  said,  there  was  so 
body  of  men  who  were  more  deserviiLg 
than  the  curates  of  Ireland,  and  they 
would  be  exceedingly  disappointed  if  a 
concession  were  not  made  to  them  in  so 
email  a  matter  as  this. 

Mb.  WALFOLE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Ooremment  would  re-cousider  the  point. 
He  agreed  with  the  Attorney  General 
and  l£e  Prime  Minister  that  there  was 
a  difficulty  !n  regard  to  principle  in  com- 
pensating a  curate  by  continumg  hie  life 
annuity  when  he  was  no  longer  able  to 
discharge  his  duties,  but  the  end  of  the 
clause  contemplated  that  which  he  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
indicate  last  year — namely,  that  the  ex- 
pectetions  of  the  clergy,  and  of  the 
curates  especially,  should  be  taken  into 
consideration.  Those  curates  who  com- 
muted before  1872  were  to  be  paid  a 
capital  sum.  In  his  opinion,  the  clause 
as  it  originally  stood  was  oppressive. 

Queetionput,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Amendment." 

The  Hoose  divided : — Ayes  161 ;  Noes 
277  :  Majority  96. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  movei  in  line  4, 
paged,  to  insert — 


' '  ProTidtd  that  irhws  the  ulmrj  of  lb*  dUMte 
has  beea  dedaat«d  und«r  ■eotioQ  1 1  Avm  tlw  in- 
come of  Bnj  inoumbent,  luob  ourata  ihall  ba  ' 
dvamed  to  be  a  p«rmaDsnt  curate  within  tb* 
meaning  of  tbEi  uetion,  aod  no  commntatioD  of 
fail  ulwj,  and  no  obange  in  hii  dotiei,  for  tb« 
puipOH  of  thii  Act,  ihiill  ba  made  -withoat  tb« 
eonisnt  of  th«  inonmbant  from  *how  iDOOine  Uw 
■alarj  of  inch  carate  has  been  dednoted." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  SuLLiviJf)  moved  to 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment 
reftoxing  to  the  compensation  to  be  given 
to-pereons  filling  certain  cathedral  omces, 
"held  during  good  behaviour."  He 
proposed  that  those  words  should  be 
struck  out,  and  the  words  "  a  &eehold 
office  of  a  similar  character  connected 
with  it"  should  be  substituted.  This 
matter  was  a  good  deal  discussed  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House.  The 
Government  then  would  not  undertake 
to  define  what  were  and  what  were  not 
freehold  offices  in  cathedrals,  but  agreed 
that  where  it  could  be  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  CommiBsioners  that 
the  office  was  a  freehold  the  holder 
should  receive  compensatioa  for  his  lifb, 
but  in  other  cases  he  should  receive 
such  compensation  as  the  Commissionerfl 
thought  proper.  There  was  a  manifest 
distinction  between  the  two  cases.  When 
a  man  held  a  freehold  office  he  acquired 
a  vested  interest  in  the  income  for  his 
life ;  but  if  the  office  was  not  a  freehold 
the  holder  could  not  fairiy  be  compen- 
sated on  the  same  principle.  The  words 
fut  in  by  the  House  of  Lords  were  am* 
iguous,  and  under  them  the  pew-opener 
and  the  organ-blower  would  receive  full 
compensation. 

M6v»i,  to  amend  the  Amendment 
made  by  the  Lords,  by  striking  out  the 
woids  "held  during  good  behaviour," 
and  to  insert  the  wtuds  "a  frediold 
office  of  a  similar  character  oonneoted 
with  it,"  instead  thereof. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  this  question 
referred  to  certain  cathedral  officers — 
organlBts,  lay  clerks,  and  others — who 
hod  been  appointed  to  offices  equivalent 
to  freeholds.  There  were  very  few  of 
such  offices,  but  the  holders  had  entered 
into  a  distinct  contract  with  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  that  they  should  enjoy  these 
offices  for  life,  during  good  behaviour. 
He  admitted  that  the  words  introduced 
in  the  other  House  had  rather  too  wide 
a  scope ;  but  the  Amendment  was  never 
objected  to  in  the  other  House,  the  Qc 
{^Lorii?  Amendmentt. 
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Temmeiit  theie  surrenderiiii 
tion  without  a  division.  There  were 
inatanceB  of  pereoaa  who  had  ^vea  up 
freehold  offices  in  English  cathedrals  in 
order  to  take  euch  offices  ia  Irish  cathe- 
dralfl,  in  tho  belief  that  those  offices  were 
precisely  similar  to  freeholds ;  and  the 
claims  of  those  persons  would  not  be 
satisfied  by  telling  them  that  they  should 
receive  full  compensation  if  they  could 
show  that  they  held  a  freehold  omce. 

Dk.  ball  said,  he  did  not  see  the 
advantage  of  retaining  the  present  words 
over  those  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  He  thought  hold- 
ing during  good  behaviour  was  in  itself 
a  freehold  office. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  feared  the 
words  proposed  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  would  hardly  meet  the 
case,  and  suggested  that  they  shovdd  be 
somewhat  enlarged,  instancing  the  case 
of  certain  choristers  in  the  cathedral  of 
Arm^h,  who  were  not  vicars  choral, 
but  were  d^iendent  on  estates  held  by 
the  vicars  choral  in  trust  exclusively  for 
their  benefit.  They  only  held  offices 
equal  to  freeholds,  and  the  organists 
were  in  exactly  the  same  position.  Great 
harddiip  would  be  inflicted  if  they  were 
not  pat  in  the  position  of  being  able  to 
obtain  some  compensation.  He  i^- 
poBod  to  insert  the  words,  "or  rafice 
equivalent  to  freehold." 

Mb.  kirk  said,  that  the  choristers 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
engaged  by  the  year,  and  he  could  not 
understand  what  claim  they  had  to  say 
that  their  offices  were  freehold. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was  a 
misunderstanding  on  this  point.  The 
persons  named  in  the  clause  were  to  re- 
ceive their  salary  for  life,  and  another 
clause  provided  for  those  who  had  less 
than  a  freehold  in  their  office,  and  em- 
powered the  Commissioners  to  give  them, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  such 
sums  as  they  might  determine.  He  did 
not  think  it  possible  to  make  a  more 
liberal  provision. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  again  urged  the 
claims  of  those  whose  offices  were  not 
freehold.  He  was  in  a  position  to  say 
that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Kirk)  was  incorrect,  and  that  the 
choristers  at  Armagh  were  not  engaged 
by  the  year,  but  held  their  office  during 
good  behaviour,  and  could  not  be  dis- 
missed at  the  caprice  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter.  The  salary  attached  to  the 
Mr.  BuUituk 


office  of  clerk  and  sezton  tbs  very  small 
—namely,  £5,  or  £10,  or  £20  a  Jear, 
and  the  income  of  the  holder  was  made 
up  out  of  a  fund  called  the  economic 
fund,  which  would  be  confiscated  by  the 
present  BUI,  and  unless  some  other  pro- 
vision than  that  contained  in  the  BiU 
were  adopted  great  injustice  would  be 
done. 

Mb.  VANCE  withdrew  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  to  Amendment  mads  by 
the  Lords  agreed  to. 

Clauses  18  and  19  read  the  second 
time,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Existing  law  to  subsist  by 
contract). 

Me.  GLADSTONE  stated  Qtat  the 
Lords  had  remodelled  the  language  of 
the  clause.  He  did  not  know  uiat  there 
would  be  any  particular  advanta^ 
gained  by  the  alterationa,  but  as  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  serious 
disadvantage  attending  them,  he  pro- 
posed to  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments, except  as  to  the  proviso  for  the 
protection  of  annuitants  against  changes 
of  the  Liturgy.  The  alterations  he  pro- 
posed would  bring  back  the  proviso  veir 
much  to  the  form  in  which  it  was  moved 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  fbr  Biohmond  (Sir  BonndaU 
Palmer),  except  that  the  six  months'  no- 
tice which  had  been  given  to  annuitants 
to  make  up  theirminds  would  be  reduced 
to  one  month.  There  was  another  limi- 
tation in  the  clause — that  new  regula- 
tions should  not  be  so  binding  as  to  de- 
prive annuitants  of  their  annuity.  He 
moved  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments  in  this  clause  with 
the  exceptions  he  had  pointed  out. 

Sib  BOUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  gave  effect  to  the  substance  of  the 
proposed  he  submitted  to  the  Honse, 
and  with  an  improvement  as  to  limi- 
tation of  time.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Amendment  of  Uie  Lords  went  be- 
yond the  protection  of  individuals,  and 
might  have  tended  to  interfere  with  the 
future  freedom  of  action  of  the  religious 
body. 

Db.  BALL  also  expressed  his  appro- 
bation of  the  terms  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed the  proviso  should  run. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
the  term  of  one  month  too  short;  but  he 
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had  Budi  confidenoe  in  QtB  judgment  of 
hie  lion,  andleamed  fViend  (Sir  Bousdell 
Palmer)  that  he  should  not  oppoie  Uie 
proviso. 

Lorda'  Amendments,  with  Amend- 
n^entB,  agrMi  to. 

Clause  23  (Bedemption  of  annuities 

aad  life  interest  of  ecdeaiaatical  persons). 

Amendment  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a  cOaus© 
of  very  great  importance,  and  I  debire  to 
call  ia&  attention  of  the  whole  Hotise  to 
its  providons.  This  is  the  oommutation 
clause,  and  the  original  clause  has  been 
stntuk  out,  with  the  exception  of  certain 
words  at  the  commencement,  and  a  new 
clause  has  been  put  in,  vbich  gives  the 
power  of  oommutation  exclusively  into 
the  hands  of  the  representative  Church 
Body.  It  imposes  certain  conditions 
upon  the  commutation,  and  provides 
that  when  it  takes  effect  it  shall  be  done 
by  paying  fourteen  times  the  annual 
value  of  the  whole  amount  of  the  an- 
nuity. This  is  a  dause  which,  in  the 
first  place,  the  Glovemment  has  concluded 
it  is  mapossible  £ir  us  to  admit.  But  I  go 
much  nirther,  and  I  say  that  tlxe  prac- 
tidal  objections  to  it  are  such  as  must 
convince  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
it  will  be  impossible  for  them  to  press 
it.  They  will  be,  of  course,  the  judges 
of  that;  but  I  think  the  objections  I 
shall  state  will  convince  and  satigfy  them 
that,  although  they  may  set  to  work  to 
rs-cast  the  clause,  it  will  be  quite  im- 
possible, as  it  now  stands,  to  insert  it  in 
the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  it  gives  to 
the  representatives  of  the  Churdi  Body 
£1,220,000  over  and  above  the  value  of 
the  uinuities,  which  we  had  commuted 
at  a  fair  computation — that  is,  beyond 
the  full  value  of  the  ordinary  lives,  at 
the  age  at  which  the  lives  of  the  clergy 
are  known  to  stand.  This  obliges  me  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
enormous  changes  which  have  taken 
place  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  since 
it  left  us  with  regard  to  disendowment. 
I  wiU  not  enter  into  any  debate  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  upon 
the  inqui^  whether  these  changes  are, 
as  he  thinks,  changes  of  degree,  or  whe- 
ther they  are,  as  I  think,  such  as  to  in- 
volve a  principle.  But  I  must  state  in 
figures  the  ccmdition  of  the  account  now 
that  the  Bill  has  come  back  to  us  &om 


the  Lords.  With  regard  to  the  proper^ 
that  is  left  either  to  the  disen^wed 
Church,  or  else  to  the  ministers  and 
members  of  that  Church,  and  on  oondi' 
tion  of  the  performance  of  certain  duties, 
available  for  all  the  purposes  of  that 
Church,  I  stated  to  the  House,  on  the  in- 
troduction of  the  BUI,  that  we  estimated 
the  total  value  of  the  eccleBiafitical  pro- 
perty of  Ireland  at  £16,000,000,  inde- 
pendently of  the  churches  and  glebe 
houses.  But  of  this  £16,000,000  a  sum 
approaching  £4,000,000  was  created  en- 
tirely by  iJne  liberal  use  of  the  public 
credit.  The  public  credit  was  to  be 
made  use  of  in  respect  of  nearly  Uie 
whole  property  of  the  Church,  and  the 
efi'ect  was  to  realize  for  the  tithe 
commutation  between  £2,000,000  and 
£3,000,000  more  than  could  have  been 
got  for  it  in  the  open  market,  and  fur- 
Qier  to  realize  an  additional  large  sum 
for  Church  lands  by  the  anangementa 
which  the  use  of  the  public  credit  enabled 
UB  to  make  for  their  sale.  So  that,  in 
fact,  nearly  £4,000,000  out  of  the 
£16,000,000  was  the  product  of  the  use 
of  the  public  credit,  and  did  not  in  anjr 
sense  belong  to  the  market  value  of  the 
Church  property  of  Ireland.  But,  then, 
in  addition  to  this  £12,000,000,  there 
are  the  churches  and  glebe  lands.  The 
churches  are  hardly  the  subject  of  pos- 
sible sale — the  glebe  houses  not,  in  all 
cases,  of  convenient  sale.  But,  speak* 
ing  of  them  as  representing  value,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  attach  to  them 
a  value  of  less  than  £3,000,000,  even 
after  allowing  for  the  very  large  pay- 
ments to  be  made  for  the  glebe  nouses. 
That  would  make  the  whole  proper^  of 
the  Irish  Church — without  any  addition 
for  the  use  of  the  public  credit — to  stand 
at  £15,000,000,  and  that  was  the  sum 
at  whidi  I  ventured  to  estimate  it  in  Uie 
discusaiDns  of  last  year.  Now,  how  was 
the  disposal  of  that  sum  settled  when 
the  BUI  left  this  House?  Out.of  that 
sum  there  was  given,  or,  if  yon  like,  left 
to  the  Church— excluding  churches  and 

flebe  houses,  an  estimated  value  of 
3,000,000 — under  the  various  heads  of 
life  interest  and  private  endowments, 
property  equal  in  value  to  £7,000,000. 
So  that  really  £10,000,000  out  of  the 
£15,000,000  remained  either  with  the 
Church  itself,  or  with  the  ministers  and 
members  of  it,  on  condition  of  duty  and 
service  to  be  performed  in  connection 
with  the  Church.    How  does  the  BiU 
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stand  on  Tetmning;  to  usP  We  Iiave 
made  the  most  carefol  valuation  in  our 
powor  of  the  primary  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Loids,  and  I  Till 
now  give  the  liet.  The  Amendment  re- 
lative to  the  tax  on  annuities  deducted 
from  the  surplus,  £274,000  ;  the  Amend- 
ment relative  to  curates,  £519,000;  the 
^vate  endowments,  £213,000  ;  the 
Ulnter  glebes — I  am  speaking  through- 
out of  present  values,  after  deducting 
life  interests  — £422,000;  the  glebe 
houses,  £153,000;  the  foiMeen  years' 
commutation,  £1,222,000  -,  and  the 
Church's  share  of  the  concurrent  ea- 
dowment  is  £1,100,000;  in  the  whole, 
£3,903,000,  or,  in  round  numbers, 
£4,000,000  to  be  added  to  the£l0,000,000 
of  which  the  Church,  in  one  shape  or 
other,  had  the  benefit  by  the  Bill  as  it 
left  this  House.  So  ttiat  ae  it  comee 
back  to  U8  the  Church  has  £14,000,000 
out  of  the  £15,000,000,  and  in  its  dis- 
endowed state  it  retains  fourteen -fif- 
teenths of  the  property  which  it  had 
when  it  was  endowed.  Now,  as  regards 
disestablishment  it  is  only  &ir  to  state 
that  the  tale  is  very  different.  The  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  is  com- 
plete. The  words,  "Eoyal  supremacy," 
"Church  and  State,"  "Protestant  as- 
cendancy" as  connected  with  the  Church, 
"National  religion,"  are  now,  by  the 

{'udgment  of  the  House  of  Lords,  not 
ess  than  the  House  of  Commons,  nothing 
but  the  notes  and  traces  of  a  buried  con- 
troversy. Even  the  last  shadow  of  Gb- 
tablishment,  if  it  were  one — Uie  exiet- 
ence  of  Irish  Bishops  with  seats  in  the 
House  of  Lords — has  disappeared.  And 
I  cannot  notice  that  disappearance,  now 
finally  settled  by  the  vote  of  the  House 
of  Lords  itself,  without  stating  that  which 
to  me  and  to  us  has  been  an  exceedingly 

{lainfiil,  though  neceraary,  result  of  Uie 
ogic  and  reason  of  the  case.  It  is  ex- 
ceedingly painful  upon  a  man  like  Arch- 
bishop Trench,  and  other  distinguished 
and  excellent  persons,  that  anything,  be 
it  great  or  small,  in  the  nature  of  per- 
sonal disparagement  should  be  imp<ut«d 
into  this  controversy.  I  hope  his  per- 
sonal epitaph  vriU  not  be  written  for 
many  years,  but  his  pohtical  epitaph 
Tvas  written  2,000  years  ago  bv  Vir^ 
in  describing  the  fate  of  the  hign  priest 
at  the  sack  of  Troy— 

"  Nm  t«  ta«  pIuTinu,  PaDthen, 
labanlem  pisUi,  neo  ApoIUnis  injbla  t«xlL" 
He  is  the  victim  to  the  necessities  of  the 
Mr.  eiadttotu 


Well,  Sir,  the  diseatablisb- 
mentofthe  Irish  Church  is,  undoubtedly, 
complete. 

I  have  pointed  out  as  briefly  as  I 
could  the  state  of  the  case,  and  the 
figures  I  have  quoted  cannot  be  mate- 
rially impeached.  In  addition  to  the 
large  possessions  to  which  the  Church 
was  entitied  under  our  Bill,  nearly 
£4,000,000  is  now  bestowed ;  the  result 
actually  being  to  render  the  Bill,  as  one 
of  disendowment — I  will  not  use  stronger 
words — wholly  unreal  and  fallaciouB. 
This  clause  gives  £1,222,000  to  the 
Church.  We  are  not  prepared  to  assent 
to  such  a  gift.  There  are  many  other 
objections.  The  first  of  them  is  the  un- 
fortunate, and,  I  must  say,  the  ofi'ensiva 
element  of  inequality,  which  the  clause 
introduces  into  the  Bill.  I  will  only 
observe  upon  the  comparison  to  be  made 
between  tiie  Episcopalians  and  the  Pres- 
byterians of  Ireland.  In  the  case  of  the 
I^iscopalians,  the  older  men  are  in  pos- 
session of  by  much  the  larger  incomee, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  the  average 
of  life,  estimated  as  to  income,  is  low, 
while  of  the  clerical  annuities  converted 
for  commutation,  it  will  only  ^ve  the 
average  number  of  years  pur^iase  of 
eleven  three-fifths.  Now  the  Lcaxls,  by 
their  Amendment,  have  introduced  a 
change  which  raises  the  eleven  three- 
fifths  to  fourteen,  and  that  is  an  addition 
I  think,  of  rather  more  than  21  percent. 
But,  how  have  they  dealt  with  die  Prea- 
byterians?  Has  21  per  cent  being  added 
in  like  manner  to  the  annuities  or  com- 
mutations which  they  are  to  receive,  not 
upon  splendid  or  even  sufRdent  incomes, 
but  upon  paltry  pittances  of  £70  per 
annum?  Tlieir  income,  upon  wMch 
they  are  compensated,  is  absolutely  uni- 
form. Their  average  age  is  very  young 
— for  young  men  of  twenfj-two,  twenty- 
three,  or  twenty-four  years  old,  come,  m 
the  majority  of  cases,  into  the  possession  of 
a  church.  The  value  of  their  annuities, 
estimated  ever  so  strictly,  instead  of 
being  eleven  three-fifths,  is  fifteen  years. 
[An  Hon.  Member:  Why  not  give  it 
to  them  ?]  Why  not  give  it  to  them  ? 
We  are  going  to  give  them  the  fifteen 
yeai«'  value  to  which  they  are  strictly 
entiUed,  but  the  House  of  Lords, 
while  adding  21  per  cent  to  the  value 
of  the  commutations  of  the  Bishops  and 
clergy  of  the  Episcopalian  Church,  have 
left  the  Presbyterians  without  any  ad- 
dition at  all  to  tiieir  commutationB.    It 
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IB  impoBsible  for  us  to  agree  to  an;  such 
inequality  as  that.  The  echeme  of  oom- 
pensatioa  mast  be  so  adjusted  as  to  deal 
iritli  PreBbyterian  and  EpiBcopalian  elite 
where  they  fall  under  the  same  circum- 
stancOB.  I  am  bound  to  Bay  that,  having 
given  this  great  sum  to  the  Church  Body, 
the  clause  next  proceeds  to  waBte  a  great 
deal  of  it ;  for  the  clause  imposes  on  the 
Church  Body  moBt  laborious,  slow,  and 
costly  investigations,  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, are  totally  unneceBsary  to  be  im- 
posed upon  it,  but  wasting  a  great 
amount  of  its  money.  It  does  more ;  it 
piives  to  every  clerical  and  lay  annuitant 
m  Ireland,  who  cau  be  the  subject  of 
commutation,  the  right  to  require  Uiat 
before  commutation  is  received  m  respect 
to  his  annuity,  a  Government  annuity 
iu  the  &nda,  if  he  chooses  to  claim  it, 
shall  be  purchased  by  the  reproBentative 
body  for  him.  That  is  to  say,  we 
reckon  a  commutation  of  3f  per  cent, 
and  pay  it  to  the  Church  Body,  and  then 
leave  it  to  the  annuitant  if  he  likes 
to  compel  the  Church  Body,  in  order 
to  give  him  the  best  security— and,  there- 
fore, he  is  very  likely  to  require  it — to 
purchase  for  him  a  Gtovemment  annuity 
which  can  only  pay  £3  3i.  6d.  per  cent 
a  year  or  thereaoouts.  This  is  giving 
with  one  hand  and  taking  wiui  the 
other ;  but,  as  it  is  a  giving  beyond  all 
reason,  it  is  taking  without  reason,  and 
will  involve  a  great  waste  of  money. 

Now,  I  invite  the  Bcrutiny  of  hon. 
GenUemen  opposite  to  the  assertion  I 
am  about  to  make,  for  it  is,  as  they  will 
see,  one  of  great  importance.  It  is  this 
— It  is  the  opinion,  not  of  the  Govern- 
ment aloue,  nor  of  Liberals  alone,  but 
of  some  of  the  stoutest  and  most  intelli- 
gent champions  of  the  Irish  Church,  that 
Qie  conditions  imposed  on  conmiutation 
by  this  clause  are  so  ill-constructed  and 
80  impracticable  in  their  nature,  that, 
if  you  pass  the  clause,  it  is  equivalent 
to  prohibiting  commutation  altogether. 
That  is  a  fair  issue  to  challenge,  be- 
cause I  think  that,  on  whatever  points 
we  differ,  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
we  are  all  agreed,  both  in  regard  to  the 
Presbyterian  and  to  the  disestablished 
bodies,  the  promotion  of  commutation  is 
of  the  most  weighty  consequence  for  the 
interests  and  uie  fiiture  operations  of 
those  bodies,  in  order  that  Uiey  may  re- 
construct their  oi^^anization  and  eoono- 
miiie  their  resources.  Let  the  House, 
then,  observe  what  must  occur  under 


this  clause  with  each  of  those  annuitants 
in  Ireland  before  there  can  be  any  com- 
mutation  at  all  in  the  ca«e  of  any  one  of 
their  nimiber.  And  there  is  the  fatal 
error  of  this  clause.  It  has  locked  up 
altogether  the  whole  of  this  body,  so 
that  if  in  any  one  case,  in  a  body  in- 
cluding 1,500  Bishops  and  incumbents, 
there  occurs  any  failure  to  satisfy  any 
one  of  the  conditions,  even  although  the 
other  1,499  have  had  all  the  conditions 
l^ilfilled,  and  have  all  consented  to  com- 
mute, the  faUure  in  that  single  case  out  of 
the  whole  1,500  absolutely  bars  commu- 
tation altogether !  I  hardly  think  either 
the  framere  of  the  clause,  or  the  House 
which  passed  it,  or  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite-—unless  they  have  closely  exa- 
mined the  clause — are  in  the  least  aware 
of  this  astounding  result.  But  I  proceed 
to  make  it  good  thus  far.  The  clause 
states  that  within  a  certain  period  of  time 
the  representative  body  of  the  Church 
may  apply  to  the  Commissioners,  and 
thereupon  the  Commissioners  shall  ascer- 
tain and  declare  the  aggregate  amount  of 
the  yearly  income  of  the  annuitants  and 
the  aggregate  yearly  value  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical proper^  reserved  to  them  under 
the  Act  and  not  having  mssed  to  the 
representative  body  of  the  Cfliurch  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  So  far  the 
labour  is  placed  on  the  Commissioners. 
I  now  come  to  the  share  which  the  re- 
presentative Church  Body  has  to  take  in 
it.  That  body  is  to  sati^  the  Oommie- 
sioners  that  the  whole  of  these  life  inte- 
rests are  unencumbered.  The  repre- 
sentative body  is  to  inquire  into  and 
ascertain  the  private  circumstances  of 
every  one  of  those  annuitants ;  having 
no  power,  being  armed  with  no  inquisi- 
tonal  authority  for  the  purpose,  it  is  to 
ascertain  whether  their  benefices  are 
"  Ject  to  any  and  what  encumbrances. 
How  do  we  know  that  every  one  of  them 
would  consent  to  give  such  information 
to  the  representative  body,  to  disclose 
and  open  up  his  private  affairs  for  such 
a  purpose  ?  I  think  that  nothing  is  so 
improbable  as  that  in  a  body  of  1,500 
clerical  annuitants  it  should  be  possible 
for  the  representative  body  to  ascertain, 
in  respect  of  each  of  them,  whether  their 
annuities,  benefices,  and  ecclesiastical 
incomes  are  or  are  not  subject  to  encum- 
brances of  any  and  what  description. 
But  it  does  not  stop  with  ascertaining 
the  encumbrances.  They  must  obtain 
the  consent  of  every  encumbranoer ;  and 
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if  A  nn^le  encumbraiioer  oa  a  single 
benefice  m  Ireland  chooses  to  demur  and 
state  that  he  will  not  consent  to  the 
coQunutfttion  of  hia  annuitant,  in  that 
case  there  can  be  no  commutation  vhat- 
ever  for  any  annuitant  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland. 

I  think  if  the  House  has  followed  me 
tbroush  this  statement,  which  I  have 
intended  to  make  strictly  one  of  fact, 
they  will  be  able  to  judge  for  them- 
eelree,  quite  irrespeetiTely  of  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  sit  on  this  or  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  whether  I  have 
not  been  justified  in  saying  that  while 
apparently  an  extravagant  and  unwar- 
rantable boon  is  bestowed  on  the  Church 
in  the  nominal  amount  of  this  commuta- 
tion, the  proTieions  and  conditions  at- 
tending it  are  such  that  it  is,  humanly 
speakinK,  not  possible  that  any  commu- 
tation woatever  can  take  place.  Another 
point  I  hare  to  mention  is  this.  If  an 
incumbent  holds  out  he  may  require  the 
representative  body  of  the  Church  to 
purchase  for  him  a  Qovemment  annuity. 
Kow,  supposing  one-fourth  only  of  the 
whole  number  of  these  anuuitante,  see- 
ing that  the  Qovemment  annuity  gives 
a  much  better  security  than  anything 
else,  should  require  Government  an- 
nuities to  be  purchased  for  them.  For 
the  purchase  of  these  Government  an- 
nuities the  representative  body  of  the 
Church  will  require  to  have  the  com- 
mandof  £l,d00,000or£2,000,000.  That 
is  a  condition  previous  to  commutation. 
The  engagement,  be  it  observed,  is  not 
an  engagement  that  they  will  purchase  a 
Government  annuity  at  some  subsequent 
time ;  but  it  must  be  done  in  the  first 
instance,  and  I  want  to  know  where  in 
the  world  is  the  Church  Body,  before  the 
commutation,  to  discover  this  £1,500,000 
or  £2,000,000  without  which  it  cannot 
purchase  these  Government  annuities. 
The  whole  thing,  I  am  bound  to  say — 
and  I  invite  strict  investigation  of  the 
statement  I  have  made — the  whole  thing, 
under  the  name  and  no  doubt  with  the 
intention  of  giving  a  very  great  boon  to 
the  Church,  is  unwittingly  the  heaviest 
blow  infiicted  on  it  by  any  portion  of  the 
Bill,  because  it  stops  commutation  alto- 
gether. Therefore  I  propose  to  disagree 
to  this  Amendment.  But  we  have  con- 
sidered the  matter,  and  have  asked  our- 
selves whether  it  is  more  equitable,  and, 
therefore,  consistent,  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  to  make  any  improvement  in 
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the  terms  on  which  oommntatioii  is 
>red.  We  can  only  do  that  as  &r 
is  consistent  with  the  priudpleB  of 
the  Bill ;  and  if  we  make  that  improve- 
t  it  is  essential  in  our  eyes  ttiat  it 
should  be  an  improvement  perfectly 
equal  in  its  application  to  the  ^liscopa- 
han  and  the  iWibyterian  communities. 
The  Boinan  Catholics  it  does  not  effect. 
They  derive  none  of  the  benefit  of  it, 
because  the  trust  in  the  case  of  May 
nooth  stands  between  us  and  the  per- 
sonal life  interests  in  the  annuities. 
What  we  find  is,  that  on  an  investiga- 
tion of  the  respective  values  of  ordiiwiT 
lay  lives  and  clerical  lives  the  clericu 
lives  are  worth  in  the  market  7  per  cent 
more  than  lay  lives.  This,  as  far  as  it 
goes,  is  a  circumstance  satisfactory  to  the 
clergy  amid  their  many  discouragements. 
If  the  clergyman's  lU'e  is  wordi  7  per 
cent  more  tiian  the  ordinary  lay  life,  it 
foUows  that  you  will  have  to  continue 
his  annuity  for  a  correspondingly  longer 
term ;  and  the  simple  proposition  I  make 
to  the  House  is  this — that  if  we  think 
commutation  is  desirable  with  a  view  to 
the  complete  success  and  despatch  of  this 
measure,  it  is  wise,  as  on  the  other  hand 
it  is  certainly  equitable — ^indeed,  equiQr 
almost  requires  it — that  we  ihould  r«- 
ct^nize  that  increased  value  of  the  an- 
nuity in  the  commutation  which  we  offer 
as  an  equivalent  to  the  annuity.  The 
only  objection  I  know  of  to  that  is  one 
of  a  practical  itind — namely,  that  if  you 
raise  too  much  the  inducements  to  com- 
mute you  incur  a  risk — not  so  much  by 
the  individual  action  of  the  clergy  as  by 
the  intervention  of  middle-men  ai^ 
societies  —  of  creating  a  system  under 
which  you  will  find  that  eh  your  good 
lives  would  run  on  with  the  annuity, 
and  all  your  bad  and  indifferent  lives 
would  commute.  In  order  to  guard 
against  that,  we  propose  to  add  this  7 
per  cent,  but  to  add  it  only  in  cases 
where  the  great  mass  of  the  annuitants 
have  already  signified  their  willingness 
to  commute,  ^d,  so  guarded,  the  pro- 
position will  be  a  safe  and  equitaUe 
one,  equal  in  its  application  to  the 
various  classes  of  persons  affected  by  it, 
and  tending  greatly  to  promote  and 
facilitate  that  commutation,  which  is  un- 
doubtedly desirable  for  the  purpose  o£ 
bringing  to  a  close  the  relations  between 
the  Government  and  the  clerical  annui- 
tants in  Ireland.  I  shall  therefore  pro- 
pose to  replace  our  own  word*  in  the 
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daoM,  and  then  in  lien  of  the  words  in- 
trodnoed  by  tlie  Lords,  to  introduce  new 
words  of  our  own  to  this  effect — 

*'  IF  it  appesn  to  them  ■■  reipcoti  mj  iiocttt 
DT  uolted  dJooeseB  in  Ireland,  as  tho  onie  roaj  be, 
or  lu  retpects  an^  Protoitsnt  Don-conrornitng 
bad;  or  commnnion  that  not  U>s  than  four-Bflba 
of  the  whole  number  or  efloleiiutioal  pcnona  in 
mob  diaoeie  or  anited  dioceiei,  or  of  the  wholo 
nuoibsr  of  the  miniitera  of  >uoh  bodi  or  commu- 
nion nuthorUed  to  oommate  undei'  thii  Ant,  have 
eommated  or  agreed  to  oommute  their  life  inte- 
resti,  the  eommissionera  ahali  thereupon  pny  in 
addition  to  the  monies  otherwiae  pijable  bj  them 
K  mm  equal  to  nven  pounds  in  the  haodred  on 
the  commutation  monej  pafabte  in  rapoeC  of 
eaoh  life  interait ;  iDch  addition  to  be  diipoted 
of  in  the  lame  manner  ni  the  commntation  mone; 
JQ  reipeot  of  which  it  ii  added." 
It  miKht  appear  aa  if  we  were  falling 
intotiie  same  trap  as  the  Houae  of 
Lotda  in  making  the  operation  of  the 
whole  dependent  upon  the  consent  of 
each  one.  But  that  is  not  so,  because 
we  leave  in  operation  our  original  pro- 
position of  each  individual  having  the 
power  to  commute.  But,  in  addition  to 
Uiat,  if  a  large  body  of  the  clergy  agree 
together  to  commute,  then  thia  additional 
benefit  is  given  to  thia  body  collectively, 
while  it  will  remain  open  \a  any  in- 
dividual to  commute  upon  the  terms 
originally  proposed  in  the  Bill.  This  is 
the  plan  we  propose,  and  if  we  are  right 
in  the  view  we  take  of  the  impracticable 
and  insurmountable  difficulties  of  the 
plan  proposed  bj"  the  Lorde,  together 
with  the  other  objections  to  which  I  have 
urged,  I  cannot  hdp  thinking  that  the 
House  will  he  disposed  to  adopt  """ 
Amendment. 

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER :  I  have 
taken  great  interest  in  this  clause,  be- 
lieving it  to  be  a  matter  of  very  great 
impo^ance  to  the  future  Church  that  if 
possible  l3ie  system  of  commutation 
should  be  adopted.  I  am  boimd  to  say, 
after  hearing  the  speech  of  my  right 
Friend  the  IMme  Ministfir,  that  he  naa 
painted  out  objections  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  which  I  at  least  am 
imable  to  answer.  It  appears  to  me  that 
tie  difficulties  in  the  way  of  dealing 
with  encumbrancers,  and  the  necessity 
of  having  the  consent  of  every  encum- 
brancer, and  the  difficulty  that  the 
ciuMh  Body  may  have  in  finding  the 
money  to  purchase  Government  annui- 
ties are  such  that,  if  this  House  were  to 
adopt  this  scheme,  there  would  be  a 
seriooa  risk  that  it  might  fail  in  the 
working.    On  the  otherliand,  I  cannot 


but  recognize  a  dispoution  to  advance  a 
certain  wot  towaxM  liberality  in  dealing 
with  the  Church  in  the  tffoposition  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  There  is  one 
thing,  however,  which  I  desiderate  in 
this  plan,  and  for  which  I  think  the 
Lords'  Amendments  provide  better  than 
the  scheme  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
it  is  this — the  Lords  Amendment  sought 
to  provide  at  once  for  the  intereata  of  the 
individual  and  the  interests  of  the  gene- 
ral body,  which  would  include  the  laity, 
and  to  make  the  operation  general  as  fitr 
as  possible,  so  that  no  individual  should 
have  a  right  to  claim  the  entire  benefit 
of  the  commutation  to  himself,  though 
he  would  have  a  right  to  have  nis 
annuity  secured  by  t£e  C!hurch  Body, 
and,  if  necessary,  purchased  from  the 
Government.  Now,  as  I  imderstand 
the  ^oposition  sugg^ted  by  my  right 
hon.  Fnend,  every  individtial  incumbent 
could,  if  he  chose,  insist  upon  his  pro- 
portion of  the  commutation  being  se- 
cured to  himself  personally.  I  confess 
I  should  have  been  glad  if  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  had  been  in 
terms  which  did  not  give  so  much  power 
to  the  choice  of  the  individual,  provided 
always  that  his  absolute  right  was  pro- 
perly secured ;  but  if  the  Church  Body 
and  the  individuals  concerned  act  wit^ 
that  degree  of  self-denial  which  I  hope 
we  may  ei^rect  from  them,  I  think  it  ia 
a  proposal  which  may  prove  of  some 
benefit  to  the  Church.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  should  have  been  better  pleased 
if  the  scheme  of  the  original  Bill^  which 
seems,  subject  to  the  consent  of  the 
Church  Body,  to  leave  every  individual 
at  hberty  to  claim  the  entire  benefit  to 
himself,  could  have  been  re-modelled ; 
but  unless  the  objections  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments  can  be  answered  the  House 
may.  perhaps,  do  wisely  in  the  interests 
of  the  Church  to  accede  to  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government. 

Dr.  BALL ;  I  think  that  the  clause 
of  the  Lords  is  practicable,  and  that  it 
will  work,  notwitnetandicg  some  defects 
in  its  language.  The  construction  which 
I  put  upon  the  clause  is  that  whenever 
an  incumbent  clmma  it,  a  Government 
aimuity  shall  be  bought  for  him.  If 
everybody  consents  vxea  there  is  no 
difficulty;  but  if  an  interested  person 
object  to  the  method  of  compensation 
security  must  be  given  him  even  by 
the  purchase  of  a  (K)vemment  annuity. 
Now,  it  may  be  that  the  words  of  the 
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propodtion  do  not  clearly  expresB  the 
object  in  view ;  but  I  entertain  no  doubt 
tbat  it  is  the  object,  and  I  think  the 
House   will   be    right    '  "    ' 


considering 
trhether  it  would  do  wisely  to  accept 
that  propoBition.  Ab  I  before  said, 
the  Lords'  Amendments  must  be  con- 
sidered as  a,  whole,  because  the  Lords 
have  sent  down  to  us  a  scheme  complete 
in  itself,  conferring  certain  benefite  on  j  great.  I  cannot 
the  Church,  and  balancing  those  benefits  Uiat  this  clause 
by  others  granted  in  other  directions.  I 
do  not  accept  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment as  to  the  exact  sum  the  Lords  have 
given  the  Church ;  there  is  very  great 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  precise 
amount  the  Church  will  obtain,  out  we 
can  form  some  estimate  of  the  probable 
result  of  the  proposition  now  before  us. 
If  we  give  the  Church  fourteen  years' 
purchase  and  enable  eveir  Bishop  and 
other  incumbent  to  demand  the  purchase 
of  a  Government  annuity,  we  oblige  the 
Church  Body  to  take  the  fourteen  yeare 
and  to  purchase  in  the  dearest  market 
the  annuities  for  its  clergy,  so  that,  upon 
the  best  calculation  I  can  make,  instead 
of  allowing  £1,200,000  on  this  clause 
to  the  Church,  it  would  he  nearer  the 
truth  to  say  that,  looking  to  the  expense 
of  management  and  the  cost  of  Govern- 
ment annuities,  the  Church  would  by  this 
plan  leheve  the  Oovemment  of  a  great 
deal  of  expense,  and  have  to  put  up  with  a 
net  result  of  some  £700,000.  Now,  the 
Prime  Minister  has  made  a  proposition 
of  a  different  character  &om  that  con- 
tained in  the  original  Bill. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  SnxrvAjr) :  It  is  an 
addition. 

De.  ball  :  I  grant  that.  In  the 
House  of  Lords  Eari  GranTille  made  the 
proposition;  but  it  was  made  only  in  gene- 
ral terms,  and  has  never  beeu  debated, 
and  is  now  mentioned  in  detail  for  the 
first  time ;  and  I  say  it  ia  not  fair  to  call 
on  us  to  decide  upon  it  until  we  have 
time  to  calculate  the  result  it  will  have  in 
figures.  Although  I  am  very  conversant 
with  these  matters,  I  really  cannot  un- 
dertake to  decide  upon  the  matter  at 
this  moment.  The  question  is  one  of 
calculation  as  to  whether  the  proposition 
now  presented  to  us  offers  'not  a  larger 
mai^m  than  the  original  proposition, 
but  offers  a  fair  mar^  over  and  above 
the  value  of  the  life  interests  to  secure 
the  Church  Body  from  loss  in  conse- 
quence of  the  obligations  the  new  pro- 
J)r.  Ball 


portion  would  throw  upon  it.  In  the 
Lords'  Amendments  fourteen  years'  pur- 
chase was  fixed,  because  the  Govern- 
ment have  adopted  it  in  dealing  with 
Maynooth.  Besides,  the  difference  be- 
tween fourteen  years  all  round  and  the 
figures  given  by  the  Prime  Minister 
of  thirteen  yeare  for  incumbents,  and 
twelve  for  Bishops,  is  not  so  very 
QcuT  in  the  opinion 
absolutely  tmwork- 


able.  However,  the  proposition  o 
Government  is  totally  new,  and  we 
have  not  had  time  to  consider  it,  and 
what  we  have  to  do  is  to  contrast  the 
clause  with  the  new  plan,  which  would 
deal  with  each  diocese  separately.  I 
surest  to  give  a  majority  of  the  clergy 
in  each  diocese  the  power  of  binding  the 
minority. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  All  the  old  pro- 
poeitions  remain  in  force,  and  this  is  an 
alternative  one  with  certain  advantages. 

Db.  BAMj  :  It  is  of  course  better  for 
us  to  have  both  the  old  and  new  plans. 
But  the  majority  should  bind  the  mi- 
nority.  What  ia  the  use  of  fixing  any 
proportion  unless  it  bind  the  minority  ? 
Why  not  enable  us  to  deal  with  the 
minority  as  the  Lords'  Amendment 
does.  I  would  suggest  that  the  matter 
shotild  be  postpon^  until  the  clause,  as 
now  proposed,  has  been  printed  P 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pos 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Sullivan)  said,  the 
objections  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
clause  as  it  came  from  the  Lords  re- 
mained unanswered ;  and  anyone  who 
read  the  clause,  though  not  a  lawyer, 
could  see  in  it  what  was  &tal  to  its 
working.  The  House  of  Lords  might 
have  meant  otherwise ;  but  unfortunately 
they  had  not  said  so.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  ^at  only 
£700,000  had  been  made  to  the  ChuK^ 

Sroperty.  But  that  was  in  addition  to 
le  Royal  and  other  grants.  The  ad- 
vantage of  the  Govenmient  proposal  was 
clear  ;  it  compelled  no  man  to  commute, 
and  if  four-finhsof  the  ecclesiastical  per- 
sons in  a  diocese  commuted  they  would 
get  the  value  of  the  additional  seven 
years'  average  of  the  clerical  life.  There 
was  no  bin£ng  of  the  minority  at  alL 
The  plan  was  distinctly  shadowed  fbrth 
in  the  House  of  Lords  both  by  a  noble 
Lord,  not  a  member  of  the  Government, 
who  moved  an  Amendment,  and  by  Earl 
Granville.  In  his  f  the  Attorney  General's 
for  Ireland)  opimon  the  clause  inserted 
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by  the  Lords  would  not  work,  and  _ 
additioa  to  h^nHing  oY«t  £1,500,000 
there  would  be  £700,000  or  £800,000 
aqoandered  for  commutation,  which  he 
believed  to  be  impoaaible.  He  had  no 
objection  to  accede  to  the  eu^iestii 
which  had  been  made  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause. 

Ma.  GATHORNE  HARDY  trusted 
the  liffht  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Gorenunent  would  accede  to  the 
proposition  for  postponing  the  clause. 
As  he  understooa,  the  first  commutation 
proposed  bj  the  Government  was 
ordinary  life.  But  it  was  admitted  that 
there  were  certain  of  the  clergy  whose 
lives  were  higher  than  the  ordinary  rate. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was  why  the 
same  advantages  should  not  be  given  to 
those  who  commuted  separately  and 
those  who  commuted  in  a  tody. 

Me.  CHICHE8TER  F0RTE8CTJE 
said,  that  if  the  higher  scale  of  payment 
were  to  be  applied  to  every  chance  ap- 
plioant,  without  requiring  a  certain  num- 
ber to  agree  in  the  application,  the  effect 
would  b&  that  all  tiie  bad  lives  would 
apply,  and  the  good  hves  would  not  do 
so. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  consented  to  post- 
pone the  clause,  and  that  it  should  be 
printed. 

Clause  pogtpontd. 

Clause  26  (Enactments  with  respect 
to  burial  grounds). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  clause 
raised  the  question  abou£  liie  portion  of 
a  graveyard  which  was  separated  by  a 
highway  from  the  portion  of  the  grave- 
mediately  attached  to  a  church. 


TMd  ii 

The  House  would  no  doubt  recoEect  the 
argument  upon  the  matter  in  that  House, 
He  believed  the  House  of  Xiords  thought 
a  footpath  might  be  held  to  be  a  high- 
way, and  that  as  many  foohtaths  went 
through  the  middle  of  churchyards,  the 
churchyard  might  be  divided  in  that 
way.  The  Government  were  quite  wil- 
ling to  meet  that  objection,  but  they 
were  not  willing,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
put  in  connection  with  the  Church  such 
part  of  a  churchyard  as  might  be  sepa- 
rated by  a  carriage  way.  Therefore 
they  proposed  to  amend  the  Lords' 
Amendment  by  restoring  the  words  ori- 
ginally inserted  in  the  Bill,  but  with 
Uie Amendment  of  substituting  "car- 
riageway" for  "highway." 
Amendment  agretd  to. 
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Clause  27,  page  13,  line  33,  to  leave 
out  &om  the  word  "therein,"  to  the 
word  "section,"  in  line  40,  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  the  clause 
relating  te  glebe  houses,  and  in  sub- 
stance we  have  to  ask  the  House  to  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords. 
'Eaa  clause  is  the  one  connected  with  the 
subject  of  concurrent  endowment,  and 
we  must  all  have  felt  a  difficulty;  we 
felt  it  ourselves  in  dealing  with  the 
glebe  houses.  It  was  impossible  abso- 
lutely to  withold  the  glebe  houses  &om 
the  Church,  as  it  was  difficult  to  get  at 
the  bottom  of  the  argument  whi«£  was 
used,  and  to  know  whether  the  contribu- 
tion levied  upon  clerical  incomes  for  the 
building  of  glebe  houses  ought  to  be 
considered  a  public  or  private  endow- 
ment. Exercising  the  best  judgment 
we  conld,  we  a^ed  the  House  to  de- 
termine, and  the  House  did  determine, 
that  the  glebe  houses  should  go  te  the 
Church  upon  a  very  moderate  payment. 
We  felt  it  was  impossible  to  give  them 
absolutely  to  the  Church,  unless  we  were 
prepared  te  enter  into  the  question  of 
givmg  glebe  houses  also  to  the  ministers 
of  other  communions.  The  Lords  have 
given  glebe  houses  absolutely  te  the 
Church,  and  have  accompanied  the  gift 
with  an  addition  to  the  clause,  involving 
a  variety  of  propositions  with  regard  te 
glebe  houses  and  te  glebes  on  behalf 
of  the  ministers  of  other  communions. 
To  that  addition  to  the  ^clause  we  pro- 
pose to  object  when  we  come  te  it,  and 
therefore  we  feel,  as  seems  to  have  been 
the  other  House,  that  we  have  no 
alternative  except  to  retain  the  very 
moderate  charges  given  upon  the  glebe 
\a  they  went  up  from  this  House, 
novo  that  this  House  disagree 
with  the  Lords'  Amendment  giving  the 
glebe  houses  te  the  Protestants  £rae  of 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Olad»tone.) 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  This 
Amendment  raises  the  question  of  giving 
the  Church  glebes  to  the  Church  Body 
without  payment.  This  Amendment 
was  carried  by  the  Lords  without  re- 
ference te  concurrent  endowment.  No 
doubt,  in  the  first  instance,  some  of  the 
Lords  voted  for  it  in  the  hope  that  the 
[Zonit'  AmendmmU. 
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proposition  for  conciuretit  endowment 
would  be  carried ;  but  when  an  attempt 
was  made  aubsequently  to  reTeree  thia 
Amendment  that  attempt  failed,  and 
therefore  it  Btands  now  without  any  re- 
ference to  the  questioii  of  coucurreDt  en- 
dowment. I  think  it  is  only  fair  and 
just  to  the  Church  that  thia  jjnendment 
should  be  a^eed  to ;  and  therefore  I 
ahaU  divide  the  House  on  tiie  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Qovemmeat. 

Sm  EOUNDELL  PALMER;  I  am 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  what  the  House 
of  I/>rd«  has  done  in  favour  of  other 
bodies ;  but,  independently  of  that  con- 
sideration, I  am  in  farour  of  this  Amend- 
ment, because  1  think  the  question  of  the 
glebe  houses  comes  within  the  same  view 
as  that  adapted  in  favour  of  Majnooth, 
and  because  justice  in  this  case  does  not 
depend  on  theadoption of  exa«tnumerical 
equality,  which  is  a  thing  you  cannot 
obtain.  Why  should  we  be  so  very  nice 
in  the  measurement  of  these  matters. 
The  question  has  been  asked — "Will 
you  do  unto  others  as  you  would  wish 
them  to  do  unto  you?"  Without  hesi- 
tation I  say  that  if  the  Boman  Catholics 
bore  the  same  proportion  to  the  Protest- 
ants of  this  country  as  the  Protestants 
do  to  the  Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland,  I 
should  be  prepared  in  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  if  it  were  for  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Church  of  the  Boman  Catholics, 
to  give  them  what  is  now  a^ked  for  the 
Iri^  Protestants.  The  Govenmient  pro- 
pose to  give  the  Church  Bodythoee  glebe 
nouses  for  not  a  very  large  payment,  but 
Btill  a  payment.  I  believe  they  are 
valued  at  £200,000  or  £300,000.  Now, 
having  regard  to  the  numerical  propor- 
tion of  the  Protestants,  I  do  not  think 
the  proposal  would  leave  them  more  than 
their  fair  proportion  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty, and  I  do  not  think  that  in  discuss- 
ing this  matter  the  commutation  of  life 
interests  ought  to  be  taken  into  account. 

Mb.  BBIQHT  :  I  think  tiie  House 
will  see  that  on  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
— that  is,  the  principle  that  there  shall  be 
no  general  endowment — there  can  be  no 
pretence,  in  strict  justice,  for  saying  that 
to  offer  these  glebes  at  a  moderate  price 
— and  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bichmond  {Sir  Boundell 
Palmer)  says  the  price  is  moderate — is 
not  a  fair  proposition.  We  have  heard 
it  said  that  in  this  Bill,  while  a  strict 
principle  has  been  adhered  to  with  re- 
Jfr.  eathormMardf 


gard  to  the  life  interests  of  the  olei^, 
nothing  has  been  done  for  the  laity.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Dr.  Ball)  has  made  use  of  that 
argument.  At  all  events,  it  has  been 
used  here  very  often.  But  let  the  Mouse 
bear  this  in  mind,  that  the  average  ex- 
pectation of  the  life  of  on  Irish  clei^- 
man  being  sixteen  years,  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Church  the  congregation  are  pro- 
vided with  church,  glebe  house,  and 
minister ;  because  for  the  whole  of  that 
time,  on  the  average,  the  congregationa 
of  the  new  Church  will  not  be  called 
upon  to  subscribe  any  sums  for  the  sus- 
tenance of  their  ministers.  Now,  when 
looking  on  a  transaction  of  this  kind — 
assuming  that  it  is  to  be  done — I  think 
the  man  must  be  very  unreasonable  who 
says  that  the  glebes  should  be  given  en- 
tirely firee  of  the  chai«e  that  is  upon 
them.  I  hear  in  mind  mrther  that  tiiat 
which  is  the  average  expectation  of  life  in 
clergymen  is  eqiial  to  the  average  ex- 
pectation of  life  of  all  the  men  and 
women  who  form  the  congregation  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  and  therefore 
during  the  lifetime  of  all  the  existing 
congregations,  and  all  the  individnals 
who  compose  them.  Parliament  is  mak- 
ing a  provision  under  which  they  will 
have  their  ministers  paid  for  as  hereto- 
fore ;  while  for  succeeding  generationa 
Parliament  also  provides  the  church 
buildings  and  parsonage  houses,  liable 
only  to  this  small  charge,  amounting  to 
from  £200,000  to  £250,000,  but  so  far 
remitted  that  the  sum  actually  borne 
will  only  be  from  £100,000  to  £150,000. 
No  doubt  some  hon.  Members  do  not 
concur  with  us  in  thinking  that  this  Bill 
will  confer  a  great  advantage  on  the 
country ;  but  we,  who  are  responsible  to 
Parliament  for  the  Bill,  do  think  it  will, 
and  in  completing  a  great  transaction 
like  this  we  should  wish  to  treat  the 
Church  with  liberality.  I  believe  that 
the  Bill  does  what  I  always  h^ed  it 
would  do,  that  it  treats  the  Wsh  (Siurch 
graciously  and  generou^. 

Mr.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  prepared  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment, even  in  the  naked  form  in  which 
it  was  presented  to  the  House ;  but  he 
should  not  do  so  with  so  easy  a  con- 
ce  if  he  were  not  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, at  a  later  period,  of  also  support- 
ing a  somewhat  similar  proposition  in 
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&Toiur  of  the  two  other  forms  of  Chris- 
tianify  which  made  up  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  Bight  rer.  and 
learned  Prelates  had  argued  in  the 
other  House  as  to  the  nature  and  defini- 
tion of  sacrilege.  He  should  not  follow 
them  into  those  debates,  but  he  appealed 
to  th.e  sentiment  of  eTerjr  Christian  man 
whether  there  was  not  a  true,  instinctiTe 
feeling  upon  the  matter; — he  asked  if 
there  was  not  a  patent  incongruihr  in 
applying  property  which  had  once  been 
dedicated  to  the  service  of  God,  to  other 
uses — beneficial,  it  may  be,  in  th 
selves,  but  lower  in  their  character.  He 
appealed,  in  proof  of  his  assertion,  to 
the  Government's  own  proposal  for  the 
dispoBal  of  the  surplus.  It  had  been 
tdamed  on  different  grounds  by  many 
persons.  The  exception  he  shotUd  take 
to  it  was  its  double-faced  character.  It 
waa  ijalpably  an  attempt  to  sail  as  near 
the  wind  as  possible,  and  invent  some  dis- 
position of  the  surplus  which  should,  and 
yet  should  not  be,  religious.  It  was 
devised  as  a  scheme  which  might  be 
vindicated  in  political  circles  upon  the 
ground  of  its  probable  social  advan- 
tage to  Ireland;  while  elsewhere  it 
would  be  applied  to  salve  the  scruples 
of  those  who  objected  to  see  God's  pro- 
perty diverted  to  other  objects  by  the 
insinuation  that,  after  all,  the  proposed 
use  was  very  near  indeed  to  religious 
uses.  Much  as  he  regretted  it,  he  ac- 
cepted the  fixed  conclusioa  that  the 
Irish  Ohurch  must  be  prepared  to  lose  a 
large  proportion  of  its  property,  and  he 
should  therefore — if  he  had  not  the  op- 
portunity of  voting — at  least,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  conscience,  hft  up  his  voice  in 
favour  of  its  application  to  the  nest  best, 
the  most  congruous  object — that  of  its 
being  so  devoted  as  to  procure  some 
little  material  comfort,  some  outward 
show  of  modest  independence,  some- 
thing which  should  tangibly  and  really 
create  that  equality  which  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  merely  pretended  to  bestow,  in 
fevour  of  the  clergy  of  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  people,  the  ministers  of  the 
Soman  Catholic,  and  of  the  Presby- 
terian bodies.^ 

Me.  WALTER  said,  he  had  given 
this  clause  his  hearty  support  when  it 
waa  originally  proposed,  because  he  con- 
sidered then,  as,  indeed,  he  did  now, 
that  it  was  a  just  and  liberal  arrange- 
ment as  regards  the  glebes.  He  had 
regarded  the  exaction  of    a  moderate 


payment  for  the  sites  of  the  glebe  housea 
as  being  rather  an  ingenious  device  to 
cover  what  was  really  a  gift  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church  than  as  a  matter  of 
strict  bargain  and  sale.  Holding  that 
view,  he  had  been  perfectly  content  with 
the  clause  as  it  went  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  it  was  only  in  consequence 
of  that  House  having  disturbed  the 
existing  equihbrium  that  the  proposal  for 
concurrent  endowment  was  first  raised. 
With  that  proposal  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  he  heartily  agreed.  He 
believed  that  had  it.  been  in  the  power 
of  the  House— which  he  regretted  it  was 
not — to  have  carried  that  principle,  no 
single  proposal  could  have  been  made  in 
connection  with  this  subject  which  would 
have  done  so  much  to  pacify  the  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  take  out 
of  the  measure  that  sting  which  at  pre- 
sent rankled  in  their  minds,  because 
after  all  that  had  as  yet  been  done,  the 
religious  feelings  of  the  great  mass  of 
the  population  of  Ireland  bad  been  but 
httle  considered  on  this  subject.  It  was, 
however,  a  point  of  paramount  import- 
ance to  his  mind,  far  outweighing  any 
private  opinions  of  his  own,  that  this 
question  should  be  disposed  of  finally 
and  for  ever.  Believing  that  to  be  the 
case,  he  should  yield  his  private  convic- 
tion on  the  matter  and  should  vote  in 
support  of  the  Government  proposal  as 
it  originally  stood,  because  he  regarded 
the  speedy  passage  of  the  Bill  through 
Parliament  as  being  of  the  first  import- 
ance. He  might  observe  that  the  ques- 
tion of  concurrent  endowment  was  a 
matter  of  principle  with  those  who  op- 
posed it,  but  that  it  was  merely  regarded 
by  those  who  supported  it  as  a  question 
of  expediency.  Being  convinced,  how- 
ever, that  the  general  opinion  of  the 
country  was  against  that  principle  he 
should  believe  it  to  be  his  duty  to  vote 
in  support  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter. 

Sir  FEEDEEICK  W.  HETGATE 
said,  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion  adverse 
to  concurrent  endowment,  he  had  not 
been  iofiuenced  by  any  prejudice  against 
the  Eoman  Catholic  ministers.  The 
ministers  of  all  congregations,  in  his 
opinion,  should  be  properiy  housed ;  but 
the  present  proposal  was  not  only  op- 
posed to  tiie  general  opinion  of  the 
eoimtry,  but  was  in  itself  impracticable 
and  unjust.  There  were  in  Ireland  a 
lai^e  number  of  ministers  belonging  to 
IZord^  AtttfndmenU. 
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reliriouB  denominationB  otiier  than  those 
of  the  Eatabliahed  Church,  the  Boman 
Catholic,  and  the  Preabyterian,  for  whom, 
in  the  event  o£  the  principle  of  concur- 
rent endowment  bem^  adopted,  glebes 
and  houses  would  have  to  be  provided. 
Thus  there  were  of  the  Eemonstrant 
Synod  of  Ulster,  24  ministers  ;  Presby- 
tery of  Antrim,  13';  Northern  Presby- 
tery of  Antrim,  7;  United  Presbytery  of 
Munster,  5  ;  Eastern  Beformed  Presby- 
terian Synod,  6 ;  United  Presbyterian 
PreebyteiT  of  Ireland,  10  ;  United  Pres- 
byterian Church,  Dublin,  1 ;  Secession 
CHiurch,  1 1 ;  the  Independent  Church  in 
Ireland,  28  ;  Beformed  Pres^terian 
Synod  of  Ireland,  32 ;  Methodist  Church, 
about  178;  Primitive  Wesleyan  Metho- 
dist, 60 ;  Methodist  New  Connection,  7  ; 
Ass(>ciation  of  Baptist  Churches  of  Ire- 
land, 19;— total,  423,  besides  the  Pres- 
byterian ministers  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  and  Boman  Catholic  priests 
It  would  be  most  unjtiat  not  to  ptovidi 
houses  and  glebes  for  these  ministers  if 
they  were  to  be  provided  for  those  of 
other  rehgious  denominatione.  Another 
point  was  that  as  long  as  the  disestab- 
lished clergy  possessed  large  and  hand- 
some houses,  there  cuuld  be  no  complete 
equality  between  them  and  those  of  other 
denominations  who  had  smaUer  houses. 
Another  reason  for  opposing  the  proposal 
was  the  bad  precedent  it  wouM  fuEFord 
in  the  event  of  any  proposition  being 
brought  forward  for  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church  of 
England.  The  deteimination  to  permit 
the  Church  of  Ireland  to  retain  its  pri- 
vate endowments  would  operate  greatly 
in  favour  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  event  of  such  a  proposal  being  car- 
ried. He  did  not  tlunk  that  this  could 
be  carried  out,  because  it  would  be  an 
outr^e  upon  public  opinion  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  For  me  information  of 
the  House  he  might  state  that  he  had 
long  ago  done  all  ne  could  In  private  to 
secure  proper  residences  for  the  ministers 
of  all  denominationa.  If  it  was  right 
and  reasonable  that  the  congrogations 
which  were  sufficiently  large  should  be 
provided  with  sites  for  their  nunistors' 
bouses,  money  might  be  lent  to  them  by 
the  State  at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  as  it 
was  lent  at  present  to  landowners  for  the 
purposes  of  drainage.  Money  might  be 
thus  lent  to  congregations  which  gave  a 
guarantee  of  their  number,  ana  they 
ought  also  to  be  required  to  contribute  a 
Sir  Frtdtriek  W.  Hiygtte 
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considerable  portion  of  the  cost  of  the 


isters'  houses.  This  was  a  proposal 
which  he  hoped  to  see  adopted  at  some 
future  time.  Then,  as  Ireland  was  to  be 
judged  of  by  herself  instead  of  being 
connected  as  heretofore  with  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  Empire,  it  was  an 
utterly  wrong  principle  for  English  and 
Scotch  Members  to  insist  upon  the  Irish 
Members  adopting  a  certain  application 
of  the  surplus.  If  in  the  mture  the 
opinion  of  Irish  Members  should  be  in 
favour  of  making  comfortable  the  minis- 
ters of  various  denominations,  by  all 
means  let  that  be  done  when  the  time 
arrived.  The  question  should,  however, 
be  rel^ated  to  the  time  when  the  sur- 
plus accrued.  He  preferred  to  see  this 
question,  which  was  entirely  an  Irish 
question,  and  this  fund,  which  was  en- 
tirely an  Irish  fimd,  left  open  to  the 
future  decision  of  the  House,  notwith- 
standing that  some  inconvenience  might 


consequence  o 
applications  &om  all  classes  of  theorists. 

Me.  WHALLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
general  feeling  of  the  country  was  that 
Uiis  was  not  an  Irish  question,  but  an 
English  question,  and  a  Church  of  Eng- 
land question — an  attempt  to  put  all  re- 
hgiona  on  a  basis  of  equality.  He 
thanked  the  Gfovehmient  for  having  op- 
posed concurrent  endowment,  for  the 
reason  that  in  hie  opinion  there  ought  to 
be  free  trade  in  religion  as  in  everything 
else.  The  laity  were  quite  prepv«d  to 
respond  to  the  opinion  he  now  ventured 
to  express. 

Mr.    VEBNON    HABCOUBT    ex- 

S:eBBed  his  acknowledgments  tothehon. 
aronet  the  Member  for  Londondeny 
(Sir  J'rederick  Heygate)  for  his  very 
frank  and  candid  speech.  One  of  the 
greatest  difficulties  he  had  formerly  felt 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  was  on  the  snb- 

i'  i/ct  of  the  charge  made  upon  the  glebe 
louses  of  the  Protestant  clergy  in  Ire- 
land, but  that  difficulty  had  now  been 
entirely  removed  by  the  apee<th  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  who,  as  representing  very 
adequately  the  sentiments  of  the  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland,  had  most 
candidly  admitted  that  this  question  could 
not  be  dissevered  from  the  other  ques- 
tion of  the  endowment,  as  far  as  glebe 
houses  were  concerned,  of  all  the  other 
sects  in  Ireland.  Ho  should  now  vote 
against  the  proposal  embodied  in  the  Bill 
by  the  House  of  Lords. 
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ment), Renfr«teahir» 

Agricultural  Labourer*,  Re*.  801 

Annoit;  Tas  ^Edinburgh),  3R.  864 

B*rkuig.  Mortatitj  at,S16 

Betting  Hon*e*,  SU 

Cab  Stands,  Metropolis,  1168 

Contagioo*  Di*aa*e*  (AnimaU),  Comm.  d.  IS, 
13G0;  el.  70,  1757 

Elections  (Wale*),  Re*.  132S 

Friendly  Sooietiea  Return*,  S7I 

General  Conncil  of   Medical  Education,  As, 
1370 

Honnilow  Powder  MiUs,  SIS,  1169 

Impritonnieut  for  Debt,  Oondd.  eL  6,  763 

Jeraey  Jurat*,  04S 

Hurphj,  Mr.,  the  Frotestant  Leotnrer,  135 ; 
—Arrest  of,  411,  413,  1G43 

Police  Constables,  Par  of,  1663 

Prisoners  (Political  Offanee*),  Re*.  805 

Fnblie  House*,  die.  Re*.  157 

Regina  t,  Orerend,   Gurner,  A  Co.  632,  833, 
980 

Seotlaod -Truck  Sr*tcm,  1885 

Waterniab  Church,  lala  of  Skre,  1886 

Still-bom  Children,  1819 

Sunday  and  Ragged  Sehool*,  Comm.  4S5 

Supply— General  Kcgi*ter  Uffleo,  1686 

Home  OfBoe,  Ac,  Department*,  1480,  tlSl, 

1483 
Titbe  Commiiuon,  1084 

Trade*  Udiodi,  3R.  1379 

BkuC£,  Sir  H.  H.,  Cohraint 
Ireland— Londonderry,  Proolamation  o^  1667 

BOLLEB,  Sir  E.  M.,  Sta^dtMre,  N. 
Contagion*  Disease*  (Animals),  Comm.  d,Vi, 
1541;  Amendt.  1766,1758 

Bui-WEE,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  L.,  Tarn- 
worth 
Supply— Coniolar  Buldings,  1469,  1471,  U7Z, 
1473 
Embassy  House*  Abroad.  1465,  1467 
Unitwl   State*  — Reoenb   NegotUtion*   with, 
1137, 1126 


BcKBELL,  Sir  P.,  Iftw  Shorthtm 
Hyde  Park,  Forioo*  RldUtg  In,  lOH'  >- ' 


.gle 
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Btjhy,  Viscount,  Bermeh-fm-Tweti 
Ktmj — BookinKbam  Palace  Guard  Room,  Uo- 

tion  for  Papers,  137 
Supply — Conaalac  Bnlldiiiga,  &e.  1170 

BtrxTON,  Mr.  0.,  Surrey,  E. 
Real  Estate  iDtestao}.  2R.  1618 
Begina  T.  Omead,  Gums;,  A  Co.  B8T 

Caikns,  Lord 

Bankruptoj,  3R.  1413 

Biibopa  ResigDAtton,  3R,  iIM 

Bright,  Mr..  Letter  of.  1 

Endowed  Sohoola,  Comni.  d.  8,  iSIS  ;  cl.  14, 
18T8 

Irish  Choreh,  3R.  367,  387.  286.  361,  Uk , 
Comm.  Preamble,  723  ;  cl.  3,  7ii.  7S3  ; 
el.  6.  7tt3,  764  ;  cX.  7,  768,  769 ;  el.  8,  768  : 
cM3,871;  Amendt.  873.873:  el.  13,  880 
833  :  d.  14,  8eG,  8Se,  897  \  ct.  16.  630,  621 
ei.  IB,  933;  (;(.23,93S  ;  e(.  96,  997  ;  ej.  26 
Ameadt.  668,  699,  1090  :  tl.  37, 1009  ;  el.  28, 
1026,1044,1066:  c!.29.  1137.1144;  el.33, 
1166;  cl.  86,  1168;  el.  11,  1160,  11S3 : 
d.  68,  Amendt.  1338,  1331,  1346  ;  add.  cl. 
1360:  cJ.  69.  1361;  el.  19,  Amendt.  1301, 
1361,  1366:  cl.  30,  Amendt.  12ST  :  el.  S3, 
Amendt.  1308:  Preamble.  Amendt.  1368 
Report.  1186:  Amendt.  1486,  1487,  1493, 
1493,  14S9:  Amendt.  1600,  1603,  1601, 
1609,  1816, 1633,  1633;  3R.  1630,  1063 

Life  Peerages,  3R.  136S 

FarliameDt— Order  in  the  Hou«e,403 

Religions,  Educational,  Ao.  Sooietie*  Inoor- 
poratioD,  Comm.  669 

Callak,  Mr.  P.,  Ihmdati 
Ireland — Dundalk  and  Loath,  Proclamation  of, 

1660 
FriMners  (Political  Oflenoes),  Bei.eU 


CAUsaniOE,   Cuke   of  (Field   Marshal 
Gommandiit  g-in-Chief ) 
Endowed  Schools,  Conun.  I860  :  d.  13, 1377 

Gaiiebon',  Mr.  D.,  luvernm-ihirt 
Shepherds  Dogs,  Tax  on,  047 

Caupbgll,  Mr.  K.,  Stirling,  ifc. 

Eodoved   Uospitalj,    Ae.  (SooUand),  Comm, 

166 
Unlrardty  Teala,  Comm.  773,  T84 

Canada — Dominion  of 

Badion't  Hag  Company.  Question,  Sir  Hutt 
Vemo;  i  Aniwer,  Mr,  Monsell  July  9, 
1S26 

StdltBoy  Local,  Amendt.  on  Commiltea  of 
Supply  Jvly  8,  To  leavo  out  from  •■  Ttiat," 
and  add  "  this  Uoiue  is  of  opinion  that  the 
application  of  money  raised  under  tbe  Im- 
perial guarantee,  in  pursnanoo  of*  The  Canada 
Rulway  Loan  Act.  1867.'  to  the  redemption 
of  a  portion  of  the  debt  of  tbe  Canadian 
Dominion  ii  contrary  to  tbe  intention  of  tbat 
Act;  and  that  no  fhrtber  gnaraoCee  ebonld 
be  giren  by  the  Commisaionen  of  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Ttoaanry  under  the  abora  Act,  eloept 
In  auch  Term  and  manner  as  shall  ensure  tbe 


direct  application  of  the  money  ao  gnarantaod 
to  the  oDnsiruGtion  of  the  Intereoloaial  ^Uil- 
way  "  (Mr.  Siaclair  AyUmti).  1446  ;  Qna*- 
tioD  proposed, "  That  the  words,  Ac  ;  "  aFlar 
abort  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Candlibh,  Mr.  J.,  Stmderland 

Army  EaCimatei— Superanumitioo  Allowaneec, 

149,  160 
Assessed  Rates,  Comm.  el.  1,  378, 367  ;  el.  i, 

626 :  add.  cl.  680 :  Conaid.  1088 
Audit  of  Public  Accounts,  636 
Bankruptcy,  Comm.  el.  130,  317 
Exobeqaer  and  Audit  Aet  oflSOO,  1163 
Metropolis— New  Public  Offices,  1673 
Sunday  and  Ragged  Schools,  Comm.  466 
Supply — Chapter  Hoose.  Westminster,  1310 

Embassy  Hooses  Abroad,  1461 

Foreign  Office,  1677 

Famitnre,  Public  Departments,  678 

General  Regiiter  OBke,  1684 

Housas  of  Parliament,  680 

Industrial  Museum,  Edinburgh,  1313 

Lightbouaei  Abroad,  1463 

Omce  of  Woods,  Ac.  1705 

Poblio  Boildinga,  Amendt.  076 

PublioOffloee  Site.  1307 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  Amendt.  lUO 

Ratoa  on  GoTemmeDt  Property,  116S 

Royri  Pirka,  dse.  668 

Stationery  Office,  1666 

CAKTEiBimT,  ArchbiBliop  of 

Bishops  Relation,  3R.  1740,  1741,  1717 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  Preamble,  723;  el.  9, 
Amendt.  743 ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  763 ;  el.  13, 
Amendt.  870,  8T3  ;  el.  13,  883,  886 ;  el.  SS. 
668  ;  el.  28,  1077  ;  el.  30,  Amendt.  1110, 
1116,  1138:  Report,  Amende.  1614,  1SI8, 
1631  ;  SR.  1613 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Boeri  of  the  TVani- 
vaal  Jiepublic 
Question,     Mr.    R.    Fowler  ;    Ausirer,    Mr. 

MonseU  July  7,  1343 

Oasowsll,  Eight  Hon.   E.   (Secretary 
of  State  for  War),  Oxford  City 

Army — Question  a,  Ac. 

Armament  of  Sea  and  Land  Dafinioet,  113 
Camping  Syitem,  Major  M'Gwire's,  944 
Colonelain  the  Indian  Army,  1388 
Gonpowdor  Magaiinea  at  Upnor,  11S8 
Ordoanee  Surrey,  940 
Royal  Horse  Artillery,  366 

Army— A^jutancies  of  MiliUa,  Res.  199 

Army  —  Clerks  of  the  Works  and  Boyal  En* 
gineara.  Res.  ISO 

Anny  Estimates — Army  Administistlon,  llff 
Military  EducstJon,  113,  117 
Superaonuation  Allowances,  148, 160 

Sunday  and  Ragged  Schools,  Comm.  466 

Gaskabtoit,  Earl  of 

Buhops  Resignation,  3R.  1713,  1711 

Endowed  Sobooli,  3R.  618 

Irish  Church,  2It.  36 ;  Comm.  el.  3, 716 ;  el.  11, 

614  ;  el.  38,  Amendt.  831 :  Report,  Ajnendt. 

1481,1486;  3R.  1631 
rarliameot — Order  In  the  IIou«*,iaS,  Mfi 
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Qabsboib,  Hon.  0.,  Ff^fmrthvn 
Oattls  PUgna  (CbMhira),  aai.  1810 
OonUpou  DiHUM  (A]ilni>]i],  Gomm.  (<.  63, 

ISSai  d.  SO,  1TS7 
Paroohial  SohtwU  CSeotUnd),  aS.  1I3( 

Cabtsb,  Ur.  B.  M.,  Z«Mlt 

Snptdjr— I>ablieWKlu{Ir«Uiid),lMl 
RilM  for  GoTttiimaDt  PropCTtr,  lUO 
Rojmi  Puki,  Ao.  SM 

QM(UoD,Ur.A.John(ton;  Aumr,  Mr.  W.  E. 
ForiUr  A^/ 1,  919 

CA««Ur«,  MoTwl,  "  Ttut,  in  the  pinion  ef  this 
Bonia,  tha  dittTMi  oeiuiioDed  bj  tha  Ckttla 
PUpie  to  the  R»t«paTsn  of  the  oountjr  of 
OhMter  eiltitleB  them  to  the  fiTourabls  oon- 
■idention  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTerameDt, 
with  a  Tiew  toi  (ome  remluion  of  tha  betT7 
debt  immrTed  for  the  aaionat  of  companu- 
tioQ  "  {Eari  Onnenor)  Jub/  13, 1807  :  after 
dabkta,  (tuNtion  pgt  ;  A,  89,  N.  136 ; 
H.  11 

RnmOKSa,  CaItU  Ptague  in,  Qnsation,  lb. 
Tumor  t  Aniiw,  Ur.  W.  E.  Fonter  Jidv  a, 
1081 

Oavb,  Bight  Hon.  S.,  JV*w  Sioreiam 
Bankroptof,  Comm.  el.  130,  317 

Oayendibh,     Lord     F.     C,     Torlthire, 
W.R.,  N.  Dw. 
AgrionltBral  Labonren,  Re<.  fi92 

Oavzhdibh,  Lord  G.  H.,  Dtrhf/ihiri,  N. 
Bukrnptar,  Comni.ef.  130,  SS7 

OiirasY,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Balford 

Anenod  lUtM,  Comm.  el.  I,  37T,  301;  d.  6, 
BS3,S33 

ConUgioiii  DiseaMi  (AnimaU),  Comm.  el,  U, 
1S85 ;  el.  B7.  Amondt.  ib.  ISSe  ;  tl.  79, 
Amendt.  ISIO,  ICll  ;  el.  SO,  17fiS  ;  tl.  80, 
Ameodt.  1763  ;  «I.  S8,  Amendt.  1762  ;  d.  90, 
Amendt.  1763 

Iruh  Church,  Lord*'  Amendt*.  1931 

Snpplr — Rate*  G)r  GoTemment  Fropertj,  1168 
Rojkl  Farki,  Ao.  666 ;  Amendt.  673 

Ohad^viok,  Mr.  D.,  MaeeUifield 

Ananed  Ratal,  Comn.  «J.  1,  387;  odoLcLCSl; 

Conirid.  Amendt.  1081,  1086, 1087 
Cattle  Diaaaaa  (Oheahira),  R«i.  1S17 
CoBtaeloiu  DiiMtMi  (Animali),  Comm.  d.  101, 

1761 
French  tntij.  Motion  lor  a  CommittM,  S38 

Cbaxbkbs,  Mr.  M.,  Swonport 

Artnj— Clerlu  of  the  Work*  and  Rojal  En- 
_  gmaan.  Bra.  131 

ciriTo 

Ceahbkbs,  Mr.  T.,  Marylelont 

Murrlaga  wtth  a  DeoeMtd  Wife's   fiuter,  In- 

atraotion,  167,  170 
Foot  Lav  (11«IIiotb1  of  Children),  B«t.  1331, 
19U 


Chakozllos,  Tho  Lobo  (Lord  KAiOBft. 

L£y) 
Bankraptoj,  3R.  1103,  1116 
Bithopi  Raiignation,  2R.  1717 
Ohaiitjr  CommlMJonera,  JR.  1719 
EndoiTBd  Sohooli,  Comm.  el.  11,  1878 
Iriih  Ghnreh,  3R.  217 ;  d.  7,  156,  766,  TSO  : 
el.  8,  ib.  i   el.  IS,  871,  881 ;   el.  11,  SU; 
el.  IS,  920  ;  el.  16,  823  ;  el.  SS,  986  ;  si.  29, 
1117,  Ills,  Ills  :  el.  IS,  1266 ;  el.  21, 1267; 
Report,  lies,  118S,  1501,  1622;  3 R.  1623 
FarlLament— Order  in  the  Hduss,  106 
Raligioni,  Educational,  dM.,   Sooiatiei   Incor- 
poration, Comm,  669 
BpealalBaiii,3K.1719 

Chakokllor  of  the  ExoHEQirEB  (Bight 
Hoa.  B.  Lows),  London  Uniteriity 
Bankrnptor,  Comm.  el.  ISO,  31B  ;   el.  131, 115 
BilUof  Giehanga,  Rei.  Ill 
Cattle  DieeMe  (Cbethire),  Rai.  1613 
CiTil  OffloBi  (Peniioni),  Contid.  611 
Faraday,  Prt^wead  Monnment  to,  IITS 
Fire  Inraimnco  Datr,  1168 
HoQiaTai,  Rai.  1806 
laoome  and  AMewed  Taxei,  Pafment  of,  133 
Ireland— Loans  to  Dabllii  and  Belfitat,  ]',;6 
Moner  U>ra  (Ireland),  SR.  IBl 
Poor  Law,  Raft.  Ill,  113 
Priioiier*  (Political  Oflcnoet),  Ret.  SIS 
Shsphordi  Doga,  Tax  on,  817 
Snada;  and  lUgged  Soboali.  Comm.  161,  166 
Supplj — Honiea  of  Parliament,  Kapott.  1113 
TnduilrliJ  MuHum,  Edinburgh,  1212 
Rojal  Parka,  Ac.  670 
Trsaanrj,  Ao.  Department!,  1178 

Ghapun,  Mr.  H.,  Zineolnshirt,  Mid. 
ContagioQi  DiMMSi  (Animali),  Comm.  el.  IS, 
1387 

Charity  CgmmissiDiiers  BUI  [ax.] 

( The  Lord  Chaneellor) 
L  PreaantMl  i  read  1> "  Ju/ir  3  (No.  170} 

Mored,   «  That  the  BiU  be    noir  read  3*  " 
July  13,  1718;  Bill  read  3< 

Chasley,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 

CoDta^oui  Diieaiai  (Animali),  Comm.  el-  7, 

1768 
Dublin  Freeman,  Loito,  861 
Iriih  Chnroh,  Lordi'   Ameodti.  1S61,   1966, 

1668 
Tndea  Unicni,  2R.  1361 


Chelustord,  Lord 

Bankrap(«7,  SR.  1116 
Iriih  Chocoh,  Comm. 


rf.  a,  782;   e(.7,75ej 


Child,  Sir  8.,  Stajgorithirt,  W. 


Childbbs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  G.  £.  (First 
Lord  of  tiie  Admiralty),  Punttfraet 
Greenvich  Uoipltal.  Comm.  606 
NaTr— Admirait]!  Clarki,  112, 113 

Filing  Sqoadran,  311  ,->  , 

BjdePier.aes  ..C-OC^IC 
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QhiUxen,  Ac  Protection  Bill 

{Th«  Ifarqueit  ToamthenSi 
I,  HOTSd,  "  Tbkt  the  BiU  ba  now  read  2*"  July  1S> 
IBM 
AmendLtoUaTSoatC'iiaw"]  uidiDMrt("tMB 
d>7 three  noatht")  (2^  Eeai  of  Atriie); 
on  Qusition,  Thkt  (■■  now ")  Ac.  f  reiolTed 
in  the  negatiTe  ;  BiU  to  b«  re»d  3*  on  this 
6mj  thiM  mootbi 

China 

Bong  Kong  ^  OaaMiHg  Houtet,  Qatation, 
OoloMl  Sjktt  i  Aiuwer,  Mr.  ModhU  July  1 2, 

leeT 

Pekit^—Intatt  to  Utt  French  Chargi  d^Afaxrtt, 
QoeitioD,  Cotocel  Sjiei  ;  Aiuwer,  Mr. 
Otw&j  June  S3,  S3S 

TUa-  Ttin,  IVtaly  of.  Moved,  "  Th«t  an  homble 
Addreu  ba  ptvMnted  to  Her  M^estj,  that  She 
will  be  graoionilj  pleaeed  to  giTS  direction! 
that  there  be  laid  before  this  Uouie,  Copies  of 
the  Memorial  of  the  Chamber  of  Commeree  at 
Shanghai  to  Sir  Rutherford  Aleook,  and  hii 
Repljr  to  the  Memorial  addreited  to  Gonial 
Medbnnt,  dated  the  23rd  daj  or  March 
lut: 
And,  of  all  Correipoadenoe  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  with  Sir  Rutharfbrd  Aloook  on  the 
■object  of  tbs  renewal  of  the  Treatr  of  Tien- 
ton"  {Colonel  Sgkel)  July  13,  1770;  after 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Cinqve  Porta  Act  Amendment  Bill 
{Mr.  EnalehbtUt-Bugeiten,  Mr.  Seeretary  Brvee) 
e.  Ordered  ;  n*i  1—  Jtdy  9  [Bill  208] 

Bead3>"  Julyl2 

Civil  Offices  (PensioiiB}  Bill 

(Afr,  Dodton,  Mr.  Gladitcne,  Mr.  Chane^lor  of 
t/i4  Sxthequtr) 


Olasoastt,  Earl  of 

Iridi  ChlI^^h,  Comm.d.  19,  Amendt  974,  878; 
a.  38,  1036;  oi.  41,  1IS9;  et.  46,  IISS; 
Report,  1486,  1193  ;  3R.  Amendt.  I£9fi, 
1614 

CLANBiGAnDE,  MarqnesB  of 
Iriih  Church,  Comm.  Preamble,  T43 ;  el  9, 744i 
d.  36,099;  el. 37.1031;  el.SB,  1035;  el.U, 
1108;  cf.  4S.  1161;  £2.68,1330,  1340;  Re- 
port, Amendt  1C04, 1B07 

Olabendon,  Earl  of  (Secrotar;  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs) 
IriibCbai«h,SR.3T,  28 

Out,  Ifr.  J.,  Kingtton-on-Sua 
,  Regiiw  v.  Orerand,  Gnner,  &  Co,  994 

Clerk  of  Abom  BiU 

(Jfr.  Ayrlon,  Mr.  ChaiKtSor  o/tht  ExehfjMr) 
».  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Ju^  8  [BUI  303] 


Clbvslahd,  Duke  of 
BiiboN  BadgnaUoo,  3R.  1743 
Iriih  Chnroh,  3R.  60  ;   Oomm.  el,  31,  lODO  : 
eL  38,  Amendt.  1036;  el.  68,  1339;  Report, 
lfil3 
Parliament — Order  in  the  Houh,  405 

CooAH,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  Kildare 
Co. 
MatTOpolii— St.  Harjlebone  VotUmmm  School, 


CoLonzsTEB,  Lord 
Iriah  Chnroh,  3R.  08 ;  Comm.  «1. 18,  Amendt, 
884,  886  :  Report,  Amendt,  1403 

OoLEEBOoKE,  SirT.  E.,  LanMrhthiro,  8. 
Annnity  T»«  (Edinburgh),  3R.  863 
Endowed   Hoapitale,  &o.  (Scotland),   Comm. 


CoiiEBiDOE,   Bir  J.    D.,    tee   Solioitob 


.  P.,  let  Attoenbt  Gb- 


CoLLtHS,  Ur.  T.,  Botton 

Aiiaaeed  Rate^  Comm.  el.  1,  307 ;   odi,  el. 

S36 :  Conald.  1086 
Cattle  DlMue  (Cbeahire),  Rai.  1817 
Dublin  Freemen,  Leare,  9S1 
Imprieonmant  for  Debt,  Comm.  el.  6,  674 
Iriih  Chnroh,  Lords'  AmendCB.1087 
Marriage  with  a  Deoeaaed  Wife's  Sister,  In- 

struotioD,  437 
Priionen  (Political  Of&nees),  Rei.  8t8 
Regiatration  of  Voters.  1S8T 
Sundaj  and  Ragged  Sohoola,  Comm.  436 
UniTartit;  Teiti,  Comm.  el.  1,  780 

Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  BiU  withdrawn  ■  Jum  31  [BUI  74} 

Companies  Claoses  Act  (1863)  Amend- 
ment Bill   (Ifr-  Ooldney,  Mr.  Eytyn) 
e.  Committee* ;  Report  June  33        [BUI  1S8] 

Read  3<*  June  23 
t.  Read  1*  ■  (The  Earl  of  Devtnt)  June  34 

Read  3>*  JtUy  6  (No.  117) 

Committee'  July  16 


Contagions  Diseosu  (Animals)  (No.  2)  Bill 

(U-.  DodwH,  Mr.  W.  £.  FortUr,  Mr.  Seeretarg 

Brvee) 
t.  Committee  ■— BJ.  July  3  [Bill  103] 

Committee— k.^  July  fl,  1371 
■  ■       «,p./H/y9,  1638 

Report  July  13, 1163     [BUI  313] 

Contagions  nieases  Prevention  (ICetro* 

polls)  Bill    {ThtMarguen  Tomnthewi) 
Preianledi  read  !■•  July  8  (No.  ITS] 


con         {SESSION    1B68-9J 


CORBBTT,  Colonel  E.,  ShropeJiir»,  S. 
ContsgioQi  DiMMM  (ADinulf),  Conim.  el.  S3, 

lesi 

Election  (W&lei),  Rm.  1337 

Corn  tnd  Orain  XoMimmeat  Bill 

(ifr.  Eetwy  B.  Sheridrnt.  Mr.  Oaldttey) 
«.  Ord«r»d ;  M»d  l"*  /hm  33  [Bin  ITT] 

CoRRAHOE,  Hr.  F.  8.,  Svffolk,  E, 
AneiMd  BMei,  Comm.  d.  1,  391,  393 :  d.  4, 


Conaiy  Coroners  Bill 

{Mr.  (MdMy.Mr.  ThomtuCioK^n.Mr.Peaie) 
e.  Rt-eotata^  bj .  July  14  [Bill  13S] 

County  Court  Jttdget  (Salarioi) 
MoTod,  '■  Tb*t,  tuiTing  ragxrd  to  Ehs  AdminiltT 
AuC  of  Uit  Sanion,  bj  Tirtac  of  whioh  ui 
entini;  sew  joriidlotioD  hu  been  ooa&md 
upon  oartsin  Couotf  Courti,  knd  to  the 
Buikntptc;  Bill,  under  whiuh  the  diitrieC 
Count;  Courts  will  Uke  tbe  pUoe  tnd  per- 
fonn  the  funotioDaof  the  dutrict  Bsnltraptor 
Court*,  uid  with  a  view  to  woure  effleieooj 
in  ttie  oflko  of  Count;  Court  Jndge,  in  the 
opinloD  of  tbii  HouM  it  ii  expedient  that  the 
judgei  upon  whom  the  new  dntlet  and  re- 
iponiibilitie*  tuf  be  impoeed  iboold  reeeiTe 
an  additional  remuneration  of  £300  ■  fear  " 
{Mr.  Sibb«rt)  JvM  29.  818 ;  after  debate, 
Quettion  ]nit ;  A.  SS,  N.  102 ;  M.  4e 

Coimtr  Courts  (Admiralty  lurisdictioit) 
Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill 
<ifr.  ffortvood,  Mr.  Beadlam,  Mr.  Candliih) 
«.  B«>d3°*  Juiw23  [Bill  131] 

ComndtlM  * ;  Beport  Junt  30 
BewlS*'  MvO 
I.  Bnd  !••  (n«  LoriBimgkbm)  My  6 

{Vo.  173) 

Court  of  Common  Fleas  (Coimtj  Palatiiie 
of  Lancaster)  Bill 

(  n«  Lord  Dufforin) 
I.  Read  3' •  Ji*  1  (No.  79) 

Comioittee*  Jvltf  IS  {No.  186) 

Report*  Jtiiy  IS 

Court  of  Session  Act  (1868)  Amendment 
Bill     [The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Steretary 
Bruoe,  Mr.  Solieilor  Genaral/or  Seotland) 
e.B«ad3>"  /vm  17  [Bill  1  IS] 

Comiulttea*  ;  Report  /wm  23 
B«ad3<>*  J<ui«29 
I.  Readl>*(7'A«£iir{a/ifori«t/)Ju!yl(ND.iet) 


CousTown,  Earl  of 

Irish    Charch,   Camoi,   el.    3,  7S3;   «l.    16, 

Amendt.  933  :  el.Si,  1168:  H.  19, 1365 
VOL.  CXCfVU.      [tHIED  8BBIHI.] 


Courts  of  Justice  Salaries  and  Funds  BlU 

{Mr.  Dtdion,  Mr.  Chanceilor  of  Ihe  Eaeliequer, 

Mr.  Ayrton) 
Eead3'"JuM3S  [Bai  86] 

Conunittee  *  ;  Reporl  June  39 

•  /uJy  IS  [BUI  318] 


Courts  of  Ju»tiee — Tlte  Neto 
Moved,  That  ■  Seleet  Committee  Im  appointed 
"  to  inquire  into  tbe  lite  and  charge  of  the 
New  CoarU  of  Law"  {Mr.  OladMom) 
Jutte  83,  4fiS:  afl«r  ibort  debate.  Motion 
■greed  to  ;  Lilt  of  tlie  Committee,  463 

OowTBE,   Bight  Hon.   W.   F.,   Sar^. 
shirt,  8. 
Snpplj — Consular  Buildingi,  dw.  1471 

PrabMa  Court  and    Repatriea,    Amendt. 

1310 
Palriio  Offioei  Site,  1306, 1300 
Bojntl  Parka,  Ao.  6fi6. 661 

Orautuxd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr,  ^c. 
Faroohial  SohooU  (Scotland),  3B.  1731 
Sup^T— Stationer;  Office,  1700 
Worlu,  bo.  Amendt.  1709 

([!!rawfobi>,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Zondcn 
Elactric  TelegTBpba,  Comm.  1334 
Hoaae  Tax,  Rei.  1806 
ParliaDieat — Moroiog  Sittinga,  1167 

Public  Buiiueaa,  1669 
Supply— Rojal  Parki,  Ac.  673 

Orichtos,  Tiscount,  Himitinlim 
Fartr  ProoeauoDi- (Ireland),  1669 


Queation.  1 

tomer  Gsnerai  July  9, 1542 

[See  Fritonert—iPoHlieal  Ofenoa) 
Still-Bom  Children,  Queation,  Dr.  BNwar ; 
Anawer,  Mr.  Bnioe  JtUy  14,  1819 

Criminal  Ltmatics  ffill    {Mr.  J&iateUiiU- 

Sugeiten,  Mr.  Seoretary  Bnut) 
e.  Ordered;  readl°'  /km  23  [BiU  ITS] 

CaoBT,  Sir  H.  G.  D.,  Strefordihire 
Bridget,  Repur  of,  1886 

Csosa,   Mr.   B.    Asshetoa,    Laneaifuret 
S.JF. 
French  Treat;,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  387 
Impriicnment  for  Debt,  Oonaid.  el.6,  703 
Iriah  Chnrcb,  Lords'  Amendu.  1919,  1043 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Viie's  Slater,  In- 
struotioD,  470 

I  (PoUtical  OffenoBi),  Rei.  817, 818 


Ciutom  JTousg — CUaring  Veiseh 
Queation,  Mr.  Grave) ;   Aniwer,  Mr. 


Jul!/  13>  1164 


iT 
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Cuitmt,  "  WriUrt "  in  tht 
QoMtion,  CBptsin  Gronsaor;    Aotwcr,  1 
AjrtOD  June  2S,  B21 

DAI.QLISH,  Mr.  B..,  Qlatgou) 
Pwoohial  SohmlB  (Sootlud),  SB.  1734 

Dalhovsib,  Eari  of 
IHih  Chnmh,  aa.  381 :  Cdqud.  PrMmbls,  1 

DALBncPLE,  Mr.  0.,  ButMhirg 
Tuoohial  Seluwii  (SoMland).  3R.  1130 

Dalbthfle,  Mr.  D.,  Sath 

Ci>ntagiod*Diieua)(Aninuli),  Comni.  sj,  < 

1633 
ImpriMDment  for  Debt,  Comm.  el.  4,  420 
Regiai  v.  OvereDd,  Gurne;,  A  Co.  BT7 


Davsoh,  Ur.  B.  Peel-,  Zondonderry  Co. 
InUnd — Sadiliooi  L>DgiiaK«  In  the  (ttwra'i 

Oolhgei,  SIT 
Uedio^  Offloen  SuperanniutloD  (Ireland),  SR. 

IBS 

Debts  of  Deceased  Fenons  KU 

(Ifr.  Emde  Palmer,  Mr.  Locke  Kioff,  Mr. 

Eeadkm) 

e.  R«»d  a«*  Jme  33  [BiU  I03J 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  June  30 

fiaad  9°'  July  1 
I.  Read  l>*(2%«£onJibm^ir)/t4fif3(No.  109) 

De  Obey  and  Ripon,  Eatl  {Lord  Pre- 
ddent  of  the  Couneil) 
Ednoation  of  Children,  3R.  Amendt.  ITSS 
Endowed  Sohooli,  SR.  60T,  023  ;  Comm.  18T3, 
18M;  rf.8,I87S;  ((.12,1876:  etl4,1877; 
el.  IS,  1880,1881,1883;  gI.  30,1883  ;  el.SO, 
IS81 :  tl.  12,  1885 
Irish  Chnroh,  Coiom.  cl.  13, 873  :  <l.  13,  878  ; 
«1.2S,  1000  ;  Rsport,  1493  ;  3R.  1010,  1030 

DSLASuirrY,  Mr.  J.,   Wattrford  City 
Moner  U«»  (Iralud),  2R.  471,  46fi 


Dbhbioh,  Earl  of 
Iriah  Cbnreh,  Comm.  OSS ;  el.  28,  1078  ;  Re- 
port, IS13;  SB.  1017 

DzmsoiT,  Bight  Hon.  J.  E.  {see  Spbaxkr, 
The) 

Denhan,  Lord 

AiMised  Rates,  SR.  11S1 

Irish  Cbnreh,  Comm.  el,  3,  746 ;  rl.  13, 8B3, 

880;  3R.  16t0 
life  FeeTas<"i  9R- 1390, 1400 


Penicait,  Hon.  G.,  IHverton 
Buikrnptoy,  Comm.  el.  130,  336, 338 

Corentrr  Election,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

1334 
DabUn  Freemen  CommiBiioa,  2R.  1183 
South  Sea  Islands— Slaie  Trade  from  the,  048 
UniveTsit;  Tests,  Comm.  <i(2d.  oL  1103 

Dknt,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Searhorovgh 
Assessed  Rales,  Comm.  ct.  0,  Amendt.S33 
Conta)(ions  Diasassa  (Animals),  Comm.  el.  07, 

ISSSj  el.  73.  1541  ;  el.  101,  1764 
Snpplr— BoDie  of  OommoDS  Offlees,  1476 

Derby,  Earl  of 

Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  10 
Irish  Cburoh,   2R.    18,  27,  38,  30.  31,  48  ; 
Comm.  el.  13,  878  ;  el.  14. 801 ;  el.  18,  933. 
931 ;  RepoK,  1531 ;  S&.  1014,  1620 


Detonbhibg,  Dube  of 
Irish  Chnrsb,  3R.  TO 

DiCKTOSON,  BTr.  8.  S.,  Strovd 
Real  Estate  Inlastaor,  3R.  183S 

DiLKE,  Sir  C.  W.,  Chehea 
Assessed  Rates,  Consid.  Amendt.  1084 
China— Tien-tsin.TreatTof,  Motion  (or  rapers, 

1796 
Trade*  Unions.  3R.  1373 

DlLLvm,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Su>ait»»a 
Snpplj— Chapter  lloase.  Weelminster,  1309 

Faroiture,  Publio  Departmants.  OTS 

House  of  Commons  Offleei,  1478 

Houses    of    Parliament,     684 ;     Report, 

Amendt.  1439 
Patent  OOat,  1085,  lOSS 
Publio  Buildingi,  675 
Public  Offioes  Site,  1304 
Rofal  Falaaes,  634 
Rofal  Park*,  its.  6S6 
Trearu?,  Aa.  Departments,  1478 

Diplomatic  Salariei,  Ac.  Bill 

{The  Earl  0/ Ctareiulm) 
1.  Read  3'"  Jane  35  (No.  138) 

Committee  ■ /uJy  18 
Report* /Wir  15 


DisEAELi,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  BudtiiufhaM- 
1893,  1910. 


m^  1893,  1910. 


f  SESSION    1868-9) 


DixoiT,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham 
AlMwed  Rates,  Cmnm.  el.  1,  392,  397  ;   el.  13, 

Amendt.  ASl ;  Consid.  1089 
Bknkrnplo;,  Comm.  ri.  130, 31JI 
Poor  U«,  Rh.  138 

DoDDE,  Mr.  J.,  Steekton 

CoDtagions  Diaeuet  CAdlid>1>),  Comm.  et.  7, 

Ameodt.  1768 
Sapplj — Hkrbour*  of  Raruge,  11S7 

I>oi>soiT,  Mr.  J.  Q.  (Chairmaii  of  the  Com- 

mittee  of  Ways  and  Meane),  Suutx, 

R 
AaaueA  Rat«i,Comm.  d.  1,  3S0,  991 
CooUgUmi  DiiSKMs  (Animals),  Comm.  (I.  9S, 

1791, 1703 
ImprisoDDieat  for  Debt,  Comm.  c/,  1,493;  el.li, 

630 
Supply— Oflke  of  Wooda,  Ao.  1701 

R07U  Parki,  606 
UaivnUt;  Teats,  Oomm.  el.  1, 78S,  789 

DowNiKO,  Mr.  McOartliy,  Cork  Co. 
Itebnd — JoTj  Panal  (Hotiagh«n).  1313 
Mtdioat  OfBasn  SaperaDDuatioa  (IrslaDd},  SR. 


Dowse,  Mr.  SeijeantB.,  Londonderry  Bo. 
Contagions  DiSBuat  (Animala),  Comm.  cl.  63, 
1B31 

Sutionsr;  OBI««,  1098 

Iiaiiuge  and  ImpTOTemeiit  of  Lands 
(Irelaiid)  Act  (1863)  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  AyrUm,Mr.  Chancellor  ef  the  Escchequer) 
t.  Ordertd  itfoAV  Jtdyi  [Bill  208] 

Read2«"  Jnls  10 

Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Landi 
(Irdand)  Supplemental  Bill 

( 7^1!  Lord  Duferiit) 
I.Raad3'»  June  18  {No.  39) 

Conunittm*  ;  Report  June  31 
Read  3*  *  Junt  22 

Braini^e  m"i  Improvement  of  Lands 
Ireland  (Sapplemental)  (Mo.  2)  Bill 
(ilr.Ajirt<m,irr.Oi^) 
e.  Roads'"  June  17  [BUI  IfiS] 

(.Bead  f*  iTULoTdDugeria)Jime\6 

(No.  13S) 

DnsuN,  Archbiahop  of 
IriahCbarah,  Comm.e:.  13,  871 :  cl.  11.  Ameodt. 
017;   d.lS,91S;    el.  IS,  Amondt.    1161; 
cL  19,  12S3  ;  8R.  Amendt.  1BS9 

Sablin  Freemen  CommisBion  Bill 
(Jfr.  Attorney  Oeneral  far  Ireland,  Mr. 
Chiehetter  Forteieue) 
e.  Moved,  "  That  Isave  be  girea  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
Ua  appointiDg  Commiaaiooers  to  ioqaire  into 
Uw  ewalOBce  of  oocrufit  piaetioea  amongat 
icent. 


DtMin  Freemen  Cotamieiion  Biil—ooot, 

the  Freemen  Elector*  of  tba  Citj  of  Dublin  " 

(3fr.  Jdomfy  Qeneralfar  Ireland)  June  39, 

819 
After  ahort  debate,  Moied, "  That  the  Debate 

be  now  adjourned"  {Colonel  Taylor) ;  A.. S2, 

N.  100;  M.18 
Qneatioa  again  proposed;  Moved,  "Tbat  tbii 

House  do  now  attfoum  "  ( Fiteoma  Oala<^} ; 

after   further   short  debate.   Motion   with- 
drawn ;  Debate  adjauraed 
Adjouroed  Debate  [SBth  June]  reaumed  Jidy  1, 

030 
After  debate,  Question  put ;   A.  239,  N.  136 ; 

M.  108 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  •  [BiU  189] 

Moved,  ■■  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2'> "  JiUv  B, 

1171 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

thia  day  three  months"  (Sir  Frederick  W. 

Hevgaie)  ;  after  abort  debate,  ftueetioo  fat, 

"That   'now,'   4o.;"    A.    216,    H.    126; 

M.  120  ;  main  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to  t 

BiU  read  S» 

Bablin  Freemen  Sis&aacliisemeat  Bill 

(Sir  George  Orey,  Mr.  ffBeiUy,  Jfr.  WAHbread) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  ■  Jam  17  [Bill  168] 

Duff,  'Mi.  M.  E.  Grant  {Uader  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  ^in,  S^e. 

Armj  £atimatea — Armj  Admioiatralton,  113 

Armjp — Medals  for  Setvioe  in  India,  63S 

Central  Asia,  1S66 

India — Queationa,  &o. 
.   Appeals,  1131 

Auditor  Oeneral  of  AeoDtinl*,  SST 
Fitberiea,  SS7 
Home  Acoounta,  118 
Medal  fbr  BboDton.  1434 
Morar— Barracks  at,  1418 
Kailwttfs,  1431 

India— East  India  (Home  AocoonU),  Hotion  lor 
Papers,  1329 

DlTTFEiiK,  Lord  (Cliancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster) 
Ireland — Portadown  Inquest,  1737 
Irish  Clmrch,  Comm.cl.  29, 1139  ;  et.  46, 11$S  ; 
aM.  cl.  12S9  ;  Report,  Ual 


DvKauiY,  Lord 

Irish  Cbureb,  Comm.  el.  30,  Amendt.  007  ; 
«I.  36,  lUOO ;  el.  38,  Amendt.  1021 ;  d,  29, 
1137 

Dtott,  Colonel  E.,  lAehfieU 
Aasessed  Ratei,  Coaald.  oM.  el.  10S3 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Comm.  el.  06, 

17e7;  iX.  101,  1761 
Poor  Lav— Magiatrates  and  Boards  of  Guar- 
dian a,  110 

Eastwick,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Pmryn,  ^. 
Barking,  Martalitjat.Iill 
"Centiat  Aaia    1511  /'^^  I 

'  , Google 
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Eaton,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Coventry 
Freooh  Ticaty,  Hotion  for  a  ComiiuttM,  335 

Ecclesiastical  ConrtB  Bill 

{ The  Eart  of  Siafittbury) 
I.  Report*  July  IS  (No.  191) 

Ecclesiastical  Dilapidations  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Tht  Lord  ArMUhop  of  York) 

t.  RnulS»/u»«31  (No.83) 

CommittM  * ;  Eteport/unc  3fi       (No.  162) 

EcehtiMtieal  Titieii 

QneiUon,  Mr.  MiaEro;  ;  Antwer,  Mr.  Glad* 
■toDS  Jtdy  6,  1139 

Ecelflsiastical  Titles  Bill 
{KT.MaeEvoy,Mr.  WiUiamQregory.SirBouilmd 

BUnnerAoMieti.,  Mr.  Cor&idly) 
«.BiU«rithdravB*  Julys  [BUI  13] 

Education  of  Children  Bill 

{Tht  Marqueii  TouHuhend) 
I.  Ho<red,<-TtMtUieBillbeDOwread2>"JuIi(13, 
1738  (No.  88) 

Amendt.  to  leaTo  oot  { "  now  ")  and  ioaart  ("  this 
dar  three  montbi ")  ( Tht  Lord  Ptttidml) ; 
on  (tuoitioD,  That  ("  oow,")  Ac. ;  renlTcd 
in  the  negaUn ;  Bill  to  bo  read  3'  oo  thii 
dajr  three  monthi 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  W.,  Omhire,  Mid. 
Cattle  Diieaw  (Cheibire),  Rei.  181S 
Contagioue  Diieaeee  (Animali),  Gomm.  el.  63, 
1S3S 

EoEKTOtf,  Mr.  E.  C,  Cheikire,  E. 
Cittle  Plague  (Cheihira),  Rei.  1810 
ContsgiODt  Diwaiei  (ADJmalt),  Comm.  ej.  CTi 

1637 

Egypt 
Soeiiti    ladattrielle    et    AgricoU    d'EgypU, 
Qaeitioo>   Mr.   Sidebottom ;    Aneirer,   Mr. 
Otw»7  Juiy  5, 1167 
Sue*  Canal,  <^ation,  Mr.  Gourlof  ;  Antwor, 
Mr.  Otw«r  Jvly  13,  1661 

Elciio,  Lord,  Saddingtonthire 
Annsitjr  Tax  (Edioburgb),  SB.  667 
Food  Stnfiii  Bud  Maoures,  Etei.  965 
Sooth  Keniiogtou  MoMnio,  ST' 

Election  iKQUULiEa 

/,  ReporU  of  Jadgei  on,  The  (^ueeo'j  AnsireTt  to 
AddreiKa— ^ligo  Boroogb  Eleotioo,  Bridg- 
water Election,  Norwioh  Eleotion,  Beierle; 
Election,  and  Caihel  Eleotion— reported 
/unc  21,  3^6 
i.BridgVBter  Election,  BoTorley  Eleotion,  Cuhel 
Election,  Sligo  Boroogh  Election,  and  Kor- 
wich  Election,  reported  Jane  23,  417 
Coventry  KUcHon,  Mored,  "  That  the  Petition 
of  Cbarlei  Flint  and  othen  [prsaeoted  10th 
June],  relating  to  the  Coientrj  Eleotion  Peti- 
tion loqnirr,  be  printed  with  the  Tote*" 
{Mr.  Bouuerit)  July  1,  9BS ;  after  debate, 
Qaealion  pnt,  and  negatiTed 


Elictior  Iniiiiihieo— cont. 

MoTed, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 

to  inquire  into  the  allegations  of  the  Peti- 
tion of  Charlea  Flint  and  others  [presented 
lOth  Jnne],  reipecting  the  Ute  inqair;  into 
the  Election  of  Member^  for  tho  Citf  cJ 
Coventry,  and  to  report  their  opinion  aa  to 
Khat  prooeedings,  if  an;,  sbonld  be  taken 
thereon"  (J/r.  Boaverie}  July  6,  1330; 
after  short  debate,  Qneition  pnt,  and  Deg»- 

EUetiom  {WaU») 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  ojunion  of  (his  Uonae, 
the  proceedings  of  certain  laDdlords  in  Walec 
towards  their  tenants  on  aooonnt  of  the  Ereo 
exercise  of  the  FraDohiio  at  Election!  ar« 
opprsaalTO  and  nnconstitutional,  and  an  in* 
(nngement  of  the  rights  conferred  b;  Par- 


Electric  Tel^aphs  Bill 

(JA-.  Dodtm,  The  Margueti  of  BartiagttH,  Jfr. 

ChanetUor  of  the  Ex^equer,  Mr.  Ayrlim) 

e.  Coniidered  in  Committee /ulyS,  1211;   Rm^ 

lotions  agreed  to 

Resolutions  reported ;   Bill  ordered ;   read  1>  * 

Jufy  «  [Bill  197] 

Elliot,  Mr.  G.,  Durham,  N. 
Sopplf — Poor  Lav  Commission,  1669 

Elphisotose,  Sir  J,  D.  H.,  PorttnwtUh 
Agricoltural  Etetums,  Res.  836 
ConUgioas  EHseases  (Animals),  Comm.  el.  15, 

13TI  ;  cl.l22,  1766 
Game  Laws  (Scotland)   [Hr.   M'lagan],  30, 


Greenwich  Hoiintal,  Comm.  565 
Monej  Uws  (Ireland),  2R.  466 
Rjde  Pier,  :J98 


Endowed  Schools,  2R.  615 :  cl.  15, 1831 ;  d.  19, 

Amendt.  188S  ;  cl.  20,  Amendt.  1BS3 
Iriih  Church,  Comm.  cl,  29, 1  IGl 


Emiffration  to  Wed&rn  Australia 

ttaestioo,   Mr.    Alderman    J.   C.    t) 

Answer,  Mr.  Monsell  JWy  6,  1 166 


Endowed  Hospitals,  ftc.  (Scotland)  (n^oonf 

milled)  Bill       ( The  Lord  Advoeatt,  Mr. 
Secretary  Bruce,  Mr.  AAtm) 
e.  Order  lor  Committee  read;    Moved,   "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (T\$ 
Lord  Advocate)  June  17,  166 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot  from  "  That,"  and  add 
'*  this    House    will,    npon   this   daj   threa 
months,  reiolve  itself  into  the  said   Oom- 
mittee"   (Dr.  Lyon    PlayfaSr);    Q^eetion 
propoeed,  "That  the   wtmls,    ite.;"    after 
short   detiate,  Amendt.    withdrawn  i   maia 
Question,  "That  Mr.  Spea^  Ao.,"  agreed 
to  :  Committee  ;  Report  [Bill  1311 

Considered*  June  29 
Read  3°  •  July  5 
I.  VlMAl—(ThtEaiioJM 


»/iforA,^A^J(M|l») 
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Mtdowed  SckooU  Bill 
SitUn'i  CMn'ty,  QucBtioD,  Mr.  P«U:  Acuwer, 

Mr.  W.  E,  Forster  Jane  21,  366 
Cotamuiioneri  and  Sta-^ary,  The,  Qaeitiaa, 

Mr.  Nerilte-Greiiiille ;   Auwer,  Mr.  GUd- 

iloDs  June  31,  SIS 

Endowed  SdiooU  Bill 

(Mr.  W.  E.  FmtUr,  Mr,  Sierebxry  Bruc«) 
e.  Conudered •  JvmtVl  [Bill  1S3] 

Read  3°  •  June  18 
I.  Read  1»  •  ( TAe  Lori  Prendetit)  June  32 

(No.  139) 
Movsd,  "  That   the    Bill   be  now  read   2>  " 

June  28,  SOT  ;  after  debate,  BiU  read  2* 
Moved,  "  That  the  Uoum  do  ddw  reielve  itMlf 
into  a  CommitlM "  Jah/   16,  18SS  ;   after 
debate.  Committee,  IBTC  (No.  193) 


,  Vice  Admiral  J.  E.,  Stirling- 

Sontb  Sea  blaoda— Slare  Trade  ftvm  the,  Sie 

EwiKO,  Mr.  A.  OiT,  Dvmharton 
■Atmuitf  Tax  (Ediobnrgb),  2E.  616 

EwiKO,  Mr.  H.  E.  Orttm-  Pai*Uy 

CoDtwioDS  Di«en«e«  (Animali),  Comm,  el,  123, 

iTes 

French  Treat;,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  3iS 

Mccheguer  and  Audit  Ad  of  1866 

Obierrations,  Mr.  HaDt ;  Replj,  Mr.  Caadliih ; 
ihort  debate  tbereou  July  6, 1190 

Exchequer  Bcotds  (£2,300,000)  BiU 

( Tltc  Marqu4ii  of  Laatdoame) 
L  Read  2*"  June  17 
'  Committee*  ;  Report /ime  18 
Read  3**  June  31 
Rofal  AtMDt  June  31    [33  &  33  Viet.  o.  32] 

EzcBEOUEB,    Ghanoellok   of    the,    tee 

CHAKCELLOB  of  the  EZCHEQUSR 

Etktm,  Mr.  R.,  Wirtd*or 
Betting  Hoosei,Sll 
Marriage  with  a  DsMaied  Wib'i  Siiter,    Id- 


Regina  t.  OTerend.Gumej.ACo.  821,823,076 

Faraday,  Propoied  Monwmmt  to 
Qaeation,  Dr,  Lfon   Plajfair  ;    Aniwer,   The 
Cbanoellor  ofUis  Eiebequer  July  5, 1173 

Fatcett,  Mr.  H.,  Brighton 

Agrioaltnrel  Labourers,  Be>.  flS3,  606 

Ciril  Offloei  (PeaaioniJ,  Coneid.  add.  el.  63T, 

639,  615,619  ;  el  3.  Amendt.  S6t  ;  el.  Q,S63 
Iriih  Church,  Lordi'  Amendti.  1949 
Rrgina  v.  Overcnd,  Gumer,  ±   Co.  823,  BJ8, 

980,  606,  1194,  1108,  1300 
Cnifcnilr  Teeta,  Comm.  add.  cl.  1009,  1101 


Feed  Stufs  and  Manures 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Snppl7  July  1,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,''  and  add  "  in  tbe 
opinion  of  this  Honao,  it  is  de*irable  that  the 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should  b« 
directed  to  the  adulteration  of  feed  itufis  and 
manures"  {Lord  EUho),  966;  after  abort 
debate,  Queition,  "  Tbac  the  irordi,  As,  ;*' 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Fine  Arts  Copyriglit  Coiuolidation  aiid 

Amendment  (No.  2}  Bill 

(The  Lord  Wettincry) 

I,  Report  of  Select  Comm.  June  3S     (No.  fill 

Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  0     (No.  181) 

Fines  and  Fees  CoUectian  Bill 

(Mr.  Huia,  Mr.  SclaUr-Botlh,  Mr.  SUweky  JBiU) 

e.  Read  3°*  June  18  [Bill  169] 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  23 

Re-eomm.  * :  Report  June  35         [Bill  171] 

Coniidered*  June  36 

Read  3°*  June  35 
{.  Read  l-*(rAe2)uteo/£(cA»ion(0  June  38 
(No.  1S6) 

Fire  Inturance  Ditty 
QueetioD,  Mr.  H.  Beaumont  ;    Aniwer,    The 
Chaaoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jufy  5, 1168 

FiBheries  (Ireland)  Bill 
(Mr.  ChicheiUr  Forteteue,  Mr.  Atlomey  Otntral 
far  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Juiy  1  [BiU  190] 

Read  3°  ■  Jidy  6 


FoEDTCE,  Mr.  W.  D.,  Ahvrdmuhire,  E. 
Game  Lam  (Scotland)  [Mr.  H'Lagan],  603 

Foreign  O^e — Unpaid  AttacMt 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Suppl;  Jiily  13,  To 
leave  out  from  ■' That,"  and  add  "  in  the  opi- 
nion of  this  House,  the  anpaid  Attaches  in 
the  Diplomatic  Setiice  are  entitled  to  saluiea 
equal  to  those  now  given  to  the  Junior  Clerkj 
in  the  Foreign  Office  "  (Mr.  WHiiatn  LowAer), 
1672  ;  Question  propo  '-""■■■ 
Ao. ;"  after  short  deba 

FoRSTEE,  Mr.  C,  Wahall 

Aiseised  Rates,  Comm.  el.  1,311;  add,  d.  631 
Lav  of  Forfeiture  on  Conviotion  of  Felon; ,  1513 

FoaaTEK,    Eight   Hon.    W.    E.    (Vice 
President    of   the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Bradford 
Betten's  Charitj,  366 
Cattle  Disease,  910  ;— in  Ronnania,  1081 
Contagion)  Diseases  (Animals),  Cemm.  d.  15, 
1371,  1372,  1382,  I3S8, 1290  ;  cl.  IS,  )  393  ; 
el.  33, 1 293  ;  el.  37, 1293  ;  el.  31, 1393  ;  d.  16, 
1394,  1638  ;  d.  61,  ib.  -.  el.  63,  1630, 1633  ; 
Amendt.  1533,  1631,  1536  :  et.M,ib.iel.61. 
1637.  1539.  lalO  ;   el.  73,  ib.  Amendt.  1611  ; 
d.  88,  Amendt.  ib. ;  el.  00, 1167, 1753, 1759 ; 
[Mat. 


(INDEX) 


FoiiTEB,  Right  Hod.  W.  £.— fonl. 

cl.  M,  ir«l  ;  et.  88,  1162,  1763;  cl.  101, 
178* ;  cl.  7,1766;  oii.et.  1789, 1770,1771. 
1772,1778,1774 

EdaoatiOD  Votea,  SIS 

Endoved  Hoapiuls,  Ao.(  Scotland),  Oomm.  1S8 

SoDth  Kenftic^toa  MuBeDTD,  570 

Trades  Unloni,  2R.  138S 

FoBTESccE,  Earl 

Endowed  S«hooli,2R.  630  ;  Comm-cl.  14, 1878 

FoHTEScuE,   Eight   Hon.  Chichester  8. 
(C3iief  Secretary  for  Ireland),  Louth 
Co. 
Dublin  Freemen  CommiBSiOD,  3R.  1177 
Ireland — Qusetions,  &o. 

Anketell,  Mr..  Murderof,  551 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  King's  Conntf,  1132 
Doodalk  and  Lontb,  Froolaination  of,  1668 
Firearma,  Use  of.b;  the  Irish  Con*t*biilBry, 

1686 
LondODdeny,  Prochunation  of,  1668 
OrtiDgeiam,  360 

PorUdowD.RioCaat,  1170,1171,1686,  1608 
Roscommon  and  Galwsf  Lonatio  A»lum, 

S13 
Seditious  L>Di[uace  in  the  <iueeD'i  Colloee), 
61T 
Iriih  Church,  Lords'  Amendti.  1019  ;  Amendt. 

1068,  1077 
Medical  Oflkers  SupetaiUDat[on  (Ireland),  2B,. 

497 
Pan;  Prooeiiioni  (Ireland ),3E.  804, 868, 1600 

FoTHEEOiLL,  Mr.  E.,  Merthyr  TydvU 
Rflgina  T.  OTerend,  Qurnej,  A  Co.  877 

FowxEE,  Mr.  E.  N.,  Penryn,  6fc. 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Boon  of  the  Tinna-Vaal 

KepDbUo,  1342 
Regina  t.  Orareod,  Gume;,  &  Co.  OSS 
Soppl; — Honiot  of  Parliameot,  SS3 

Fowler,  Mr.  W.,  Cambridge  Bo. 

Real  Eatate  Intoatacy,  2R.  IS12 

Soath  Sea  Iaiand»— SIstb  Trade  from  tba,  H6 

Supptf — Embaaa;  Uoiiaea  Abroad,  1464 
Fumitoro,  Public  Drpnrlmenta,  678 
House  of  Commona  OfBces,  1477 

VoiTenitj  Tests,  Comm.  add.  el.  1103 

Pranea^Tht  Commercial  Treaty 

Ameodt.  on  Committee  of  Snpplr  June  18, 
To.  loavo  out  from  "  That,  and  add  "  a 
Select  Committea  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  opention  of 
the  ComBiercial  Treat;  with  Franoe,  rati- 
fied the  laih  da;  of  January  1860,  and 
particularljr  as  it  affiecti  the  Silk  Manu&oture 
in  this  Countrj"  (Jfr.  SkmeUy  Billy,  338 ; 
Question  propoacd,  "  That  Iho  worda,  Ao. ;" 
alter  debate,  (tueation  put;  A.  ise,  N.  101 ; 
M.  64 

Fbenoh,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  F.,  B/ta- 
eommon  Co. 
Dublin  Cit;  Writ.  133 

Ireland  —  Roacommon    and   Oalva;    Lnnntio 
A^lum.  3)3 
Salmon  Passes  on  ihu  Shannon,  643 
Irish  Chursb,  Lords'  Amrndls.  1007 


I^itndlif  Sooieti^  Stttimi 
Qoeation,  Ur.  W.  Lowther ;  Aonrer,  Mr.  Brnoa 
Jtaui  2S,  611 

Gau-wey,  Sir  W.  P.,  Tkir»k 
Supplj— Works,  Ac.  1708 

Qalway,  Viscount,  Retford  {Eait) 
Dublin  Freemen,  Lean,  Motion  for  Adjonm- 

ment,  830 
Trades  Unions,  2R.  1378 

Qame  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  it'Lagati,  Mr.  Fordyee,  Mr.  Off  Eming)   . 
0.  Moved,   "That   the   Bill   be   now  raad    3°" 
June  33,  409 ;   after  short  debate.  Bill  with- 
drawn  [BiU32] 

Gart.ees,  Lord,  TFigtowmhire 
Annr— ArmameDt  of  Sea  and  l4Uid  Daftneei, 


QixPD,-,  Colonel  E.  T.,  Bedfordthire 
Irish  Church,  Lords'  Amendts.  Motion  ibr  Ad- 
joummen^  1986, 1987 

Gilpin,  Mr.  C,  Northampton  So. 
Assessed  Rates,  Comm,  add.  el.  CSS 
Civil  Offlcea  (Pensions},  Cenaid.  5S1 
Regina  t.  Overeod,  Garney,  &  Co.  983 
Suppljp— Poor  Lav  Commission,  1091 
Rcjal  Parks,  Ao.  069 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  (Kwt 
Lord  of  the  Treaeury),  Qrimteich 

Assessed  Rates,  Comm.  d.  1,  379,  890,891: 
el.  4,  637 

Audit  of  Public  Accaants,  031 

Bankruptcy,  Comm.  el.  130, 331, 396,  SW 

Bright,  Mr..  Utter  of,  131 

Canada— Railwar  Loan,  Rat.  1463 

Cattle  Disease  (Cheshire),  Res.  1817 

Central  Asia,  !eS0 

Citil  Offloes  (Pensiona),  Consid.  639,  BIS, 
C48  ;  cl.  3,  6fiS  :  cl.  6,  Amendt.  CSS 

Dublin  Fi-ecmen,  Leave,  630 

Endowed  Schools,  fil6 

Gladstone,  Mr.,  and  the  Independsnt  Orange 
Association,  1800 

Irish  Church,  Lords'  Amendts.  1801  ;  Amendt. 
1897,  1916,  1931;  Amendt.  104S,  lOlS, 
I9S3,  loss  ;  Amendt.  1966  ;  Amendt.  1969, 
1900 ;  Amendt.  1061,  lOSS,  1964  ;  Amendt. 
1006, 1976, 1977 ;  Amendt.  1078, 19S6, 10S3 

Law  Courts,  Nsw,  Motion  for  a  Oommittee, 
168,  463 

Local  Museums,  916 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  In- 
struction, 462 

Parliament— Public  Buiinesa,  1669 

Pariiament— InsnfBeient  Acoommodation  of  tha 
House,  Res.  964 

Rogina  V.  Ovarend,  Gumej,  &  Co.  887 

Representation  of  Minorities,  124 

Sunday  and  Raggeii  Schools,  Coram.  404, 186 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  Report,  1488 
Sutionery  Office,  1608 

UoitedStales— Recent  Negotiations  wilb,1135 

University  Tests,  Comm,  tl.  0,  796  i 
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Gi-ABSTOtfB,  Mr.  W.  H.,  WMiby 
Uoiranitr  Twti,  Camm.  7S0 

OiiOiroBSTEB  and  Bristol,  Bishop  of 
Bilhopi  BadgnatioD,  3R.  1743 
Endowed  Sobool«,a[l. 621 ;  Comra. «!.  Ifi,  1SB3 
IH(h  Cburoh,  Canm.  cL  3,  U9 ;  el.aS.lOSS; 
el.  ea,  12S1 :  Report,  Amendt.  11S8 

GoLDNET,  Mr.  G.,  Chi^mham 
A)«ewad  Rates,  Comm.  el.  1,  SSff,  3S6,  891 
Metropolis— Nev  PabUo  OScea.  1M9 
Real  Eitate  Inteltaoj.  2S..  1845 
Sundajr  and  Ragged  Scbeola,  Comm.  tSff 
Sapplf— Beard  of  Trade,  1083 

BurlinglOD  BoDte,  Amendt.  1313 

Charitj  Commiuion,  1683 

Home  Offioe,  ie.  Dcpartmeuta,  I4B0 

nou»e  of  Lords  Offlpes,  H76 

Land,  Nev  Pal.ice,  Westmlaiter,  619 

Office  of  Weodi,  Ao.  IT03 

Probate  Coort  and  Registriea,  1211 

PublJe  OtBoeeSite,  1301, 1203,  1304, 1208 

Rojal  Palaces,  663 

Ro7»l  Park*,  hn.  Amendt.  ess,  673 

Titbe  Commisjion,  1381 

Vo^  ^.  1707 

GoBOEEK,    Bight    Hon.    G.    J.    (Chief 
CommiBsioner  of    the   Poor   Lav 
Board),  London 
Awmed  Rates,  Comm.  el.  1,  S73,  3B3,  385, 
380, 3SD,  392,  390, 397,  393 :  d.  i,  fi30, 634, 
598 ;    Amendt.  629,  531  :    d.  9,  Amendt. 
533  ;  add.  cl.  S34,  535,  536  ;  Conaid.  add.  el. 
10S2,  1083,  1084,  1085,  lOSS,  108T,  1088, 
1089 
Catholic  Cbildren  in  WoTkhonaei,  1419 
iletrop<di>— St  Hairtebone  Workbonse,  Q44 

St.  Fanoraa  Workhonse,  1754,  1820 
Poor  Lav — Hagistrales  and  Boards  of  Goar- 
duuia,  130 
Vagiwtt  in  Saoks— Natberth  Union,  308, 
1890 
Poor  Lav— Remoral  of  Children,  Res.  1337, 

1310 
Sapplf— Poor  Lkw  Commiaaien,  1089, 1693 
ValDatlou  of  Prapert;   (Metropolis),  Comm. 
el.  11,  1483, 11B3;  cl.  53,  Amendt.  1483 

QouQH,  Tificonnt 
Irish   CIrarch,  Roport,    Amendt.  1503:   3R, 
Amendt.  1660 

OoTTBLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Smultrland 
EgTpt— Snei  Oaul,16W 

GoTenunent  of  India  Act  Amendment  BiU 
«.  Raad3>'/HM2l  [BiUlSO] 

Ooremor  Oeneral  of  India  Bill 

«.It«>d3<>*yuM31  [BmsS] 

GoTEB,  Hon.  E.  F.  Lerreson,  Bodmin 
Real  Estate  Inteitaer,  3R.  1817 

Gbakabd,  Earl  of 
Irish  Cbwcb,  Conn.  d.  13,  881 ;  RMort, 
H99;9ft.lOU 


Grawille,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Coloniee) 
Aiseaaed  Ratea,  2R.  1753 
Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  10,  15,  16,  36 

Eoelesiaatioal  Titlea,  1160 
Endoved  Schoola,  Comm.  1871 
Fnriona  Riding,  Conrietion  for,  1106 
Irish  Church,  2R.  301,  353  ;  Comm.  683  ;  Pre- 
amble, 710,  730  :  el.  2,  744  ;  «;.  S,  763,  754  ; 
et,  0,  7B0;   ci.  11,869:   cl.  13,  870,  871  : 
el.  13,  8T4,  870,  683,  885  ;  el.  14,  890,  89T, 
903,013,913  1   ej.  10,  923;   cf.  IS,  Ameedt. 
923;  ei.  93,940;   c(,  25,  997;  d.  28,  9B0  ; 
d.  37.1007;   el.  38,  1035,  1048;   add.  el. 
1109;  ^.39,1123, 1125,  1120,1127  ;d.  33, 
use-,   el.  36,  1158;  tt.  45,  1164;  cl.  08, 
1231,  1932,  1293  ;  el.  32.  1368  ;   Preamble, 
&.;    Report,   1486,   1488;    Amendt.  1400, 
1491,   1494.  1495,  1511,  1517,  1518,  1521, 
1624;  3R,  lOH,  1061 
Life  Peerages,  3R.  1305 
Fariiament — Marning  Sittings,  1188 

Order  id  the  House,  401,  408 
Part;  Frooeaaiona  (Ireland),  1172 
Poor  in  England  and  Wales,  Uotlon  for  k  Com- 
mission,  390 

Gbaveb,  Mr.  S.  S..,  LvD»rpool 
Aueswd  Batee,  Consid.  1035 
Clearing  Vessels  at  tbe  Castom  House,  1751 

Gray,  Sir  J.,  Kilkenny  Bo. 

General  Oonooil   of   Medical   Ednoation,  Ac, 

1309,  1270 
Ireland— Orangcism,  359,  3S0 
Medical  Offlcers  Snpernnnnation  (Ireland),  3R. 
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(IreUnd),  3R.  868 

Gheeke,  Mr.  E.,  Bury  St.  Edmtmd* 
ImprisoDment  fer  Debt,  Comm.  el.  1. 133 
Marph;,  Mr.,  the   ProleilaDt  Lestorer,  134  ; 
— Arrest  of.  111 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill 

{Mr.  Trevelyan,  Mr.  ChUdtri,  Mr.  Adam) 
e.  Order  for  Committee  read  :  Hored,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTs  the  Chair" 
June  24,  663 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee "  {Mr.  Liddell) ;  (tuestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate. 
Question  pat ;  A.  131,  N.  13 ;  M.  61 ;  main 
Qjiestion,  "That  Hr.  Speaker,  Ae.,"  agreed 
to;  Committee  1  Report  [Bill  105] 

Read  3°  ■  June  29 
E.  Eteadl**  {TKtEarlof  ComfXnlMvn)  July  I 
(Ko.  135) 

Gbegobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sutitx,  H. 
Agricaliirral  Labourers,  Res.  606 
Bankmptc;,  Comm.  e(.  ISO,  316  ;  el.  131,115  ; 

add.  el.  116,  417, 130 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Comm.  el.  15, 

1371  :  cJ.  34,  Amendt.  1291;  et.  64,  Amendt. 

1538  ;  eS.  67,  Amendt.  1630 
Imprisonment  for   Debt,  Comm.  el.  4,  42S; 

eI.(D)13,  679 
Insolvent  Debtora   and    BankruptcT    Repnl. 

Comm.  1627  | 

Kcal  Estate  Intestacy,  2B,  181S      'O'^IC 


{INDEX) 


Qbsoory,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Galtea!/  Co. 

Ii«Uiid — Salmon  Pum*  on  the  Sbannon,  SSI 
Hedicud  OIBoan  Supennnnation  (Ireland),  3E. 


IndoftrUl  HnMnm,  Edinborgh,  1313 

Obet,  Eari 

AtMM«d  RalM,  9B.  1T91,  ITfiS 

Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  17 

Iruh  Cbnrcb,  Notice,  363  :  Conm.  Preftmbta, 
Amendt.  680,  T43  ;  el.  6,  75S ;  el.  13,  871  ; 
el.  14,  91S  ;  a.  3S,  loss  ;  add.  el.  1109  : 
<^.2»,  113S,  1138,  llil  1  <f.33.11SS;  <j.41, 
1181;   el.  ta,   ISSl,   13S3  ;   Raport,   1193, 


Oket,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  Gt.,  Morpeth 
DabUD  cTty  Writ,  137, 130 
Mih  Chonih,  Lordi'  Amendt*.  1931 

GnoBTEsoB,  Earl,  Chester  City 
CatUe  Plagiie  (Cbahlre).  Bea.  1607 
Contagioo*  Dimmm  (Aninali),  Conun.  d.  9S, 
1781 

GEOBVEwofl,  Hon.  Captain  B.  W.,  Wett- 
mineter 
Sonth  Eastern  TLtilmj,  SB6 
••  Writ«n  "  in  the  Coitonu,  834 

GuEBT,  Mr.  A,  E.,  Poole 
Snpplj— Roral  Farlu,  4a.,  Amendt.  868,  860 

OusNET,  Bight  Hon.  BusboU,    iSoti^^ 
ampton 
Bankraptoj,  Comm.  of.  130,  330,  328 
GiTil  OUiM  (FeDiioni),  Consid.  el.  6,  563 
Corentrj  Gleotion,  996 

Impritonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  el  t,    439  ; 
<^6,  677 

Hadfield,  Mr.  Or.,  Shsgitld 
AMNiad  Ratra,  Oomin.  el.  4,  537 
Impriiooment  for  Debt,  Coniid.  el.  6,  703 


Hamiltoii,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  0.,  T>/rim» 

Co. 
Hedioal  Offloen  SnpannmuitiDa  (Inland),  3R. 

4DS 
Supply — Eoue*  of  Parliament,  Report,  1444 

Hamilton,  Lord  G.  F.,  Mdiieiex 
HonnelDT,  Exploiion  at,  1188 
KewGatdeu,  134 

HiRCOTmT,  Mr.  W.  Temon,  Oxford  City 

A«M«ed  Ratal,  Oomm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  3S0, 
379,384,393;  el.i,  Amendt. 616,630,638: 
el.  6,633 ;  dii.  d.  634,  536 ;  CoDBid.a(M.d. 
1083 

Dablin  Citj  Writ,  130 

Irish  Chnnh,  Lordi'  Amendta.  1984 

BegutntioD  of  Voterj,  1B87 


Habd-wickb,  Earl  of 

Irish  Churah,  Oomm.  d.  38, 1063 

Habdt,  Bight  Hon.  Gathome,   Orfwi 
Vhiveraity 
inltf  Tax  (Edi 
ikmptey,  Com  .    . . 

CoTODt^  ElMtioD,  Motion  for  a  CemmlttM, 

1333 
Irish    Chnrob,  Lords'  Ameodts.  1941,   1941^ 

1648,  194S,  1961,  19TT,  1078 
UniTersit;  Tests,  Comm.  el.  3,  790  ;  el.  6,  794 

Hakbowby,  Earl  of 
Brisht,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  IS 
Endowed   Sohools,  3R.  019  ;   Comm.  d.  15, 

1881 1  el.  30,  18S4 
IrishChuroh.  Oomm.  d.  14,61  i:  of.  41, 1102: 

Report,  1491,  1496,  1631  :  SB.  1044 

Habtinoton,  Bight  Hon.  MarquesB  of 
(PoBtmaBter  General),  iVW  Bainor 
ElMtrio  Telegraphs,  Comm.  1314, 1335 
Packet  and  Telegnpb  Contraoti,  Ret.  1818 

Hathsele?,  Lord  (see  CoANCEUiOB,  The 
Lord) 

Hat,  Eear-Admiral  6ir  J.  C.  D.,  Staf- 
ford 
Greenwieh  Honital,  Oomm.  Amendt.  EOS 
NaTj— Firing  Sqiudron,  309 

Supply — Conialai'  Buildings,  Ao.  1473 

Headiam,  Bight  Hon.  T.  E.,  JVevxnuUe- 


.m»U],  Comm.  el.  15, 


onsDiwasei  (Ad 


Contagious]) 

1371,  1377,  1361 
FarliamsDt — InsufBoieat  Aooommodation  of  tbo 

House,  Res.  903 
Sapplr— HoDses  of  Pftrliament,  Report,  U3T 
Unitersitf  Tests,  Comm.  eL  1,  7S9 


HEtTDEBaoiT,  Mr,  J.,  Surhain  {City) 
UoiTersity  Tests,  Comm.  el,  1,  739 


HsNtEY,  Eight  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordthirt 
AgrionltnnU  Ubouren,  R««,  004 
Assesasd  Batn,  Comm.  el.  1,  378, 370 ;  Coniid, 

1087,  108S 
Bankruptcr,  Comm.  el.  130,  310 
Cattle  Disease  (Cbmhire).  Res.  1811 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals),  Comm.  d.  15, 

1388 :    el.   64,  1638  ;  tl  67,   1638,  1639  ; 

el.  101,  1784 
Dublin  City  Writ,  136 
Dublin  Freemen  Commiwon,  Leave,  MO ;  !R. 

IISS 
Endowed  Hospitals,  dw.  (SooUand),  Comm. 

161 
Imprisonment  for  Debt.  Conun.  el.  i,  426, 430; 

el.  S,  6T7 :  «f.  (U)  12,  S79 ;  el.  18, 661 
Marriage  with  a  Dooeued  Wile's  Sister,  In- 

Mruolion,  MO 

[fm. 
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Himi,  Rt^ht  Hon.  J.  W.— wn(. 
RmI  ElUta  iDteaUor,  3R.  18«9 
SnDdif  tnd  Ragged  Sohooti.  Comm.  468 
Supplj— Rojal  Park),  &a.  BBS 
TndeiDniona,  3R.  1380 
UoiTenitf  TmU,  Comm.  TT3 


b-Majoh,  Hon.  J.  M.,  Suffolk,  E. 
GUditone,  Mr.,  >nd  th«  Independent  Onoge 
AuoeialiOD,  18S0 


,    Bight  Hon.   Major-Qeneral 
Pertry  E.,  Shroptkirt,  8. 
Am;— AdjuUoeies  of  Militia,  110 
Armj  Eitinutei — Arm;  AdmiDiitration,  1(7 

HsRBERT,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Serrg  Co. 

Parliament— Ladiei'  OaHerf,  ISO,   131 ;   Itsi. 

lasa, loss 
Heritable  Sights  Bill         {JU  Lord 

Advocate,  Mr.  SektiUr  Otnend  far  SeUland) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  t°  •  July  9  [BUI  301] 

Read  3°  ■  JiUi/  IS 

Hebuon,  Mr.  E.,  Prttton 

Supplf — Embaiij  Houses  Abroad,  1166 


Iriah  Cbareh,  Lordi'  AmeudU.  IS83 
MonsT  Lava  (Ireland),  3a.  Amendt.  176 
Farliameot — losuSaient  Aeoommodation  of  the 
HouM,  Res.  063 

Hibbebt,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 
Asieased  Rates,  Comm.  ct.  1,  383,  303,  367 
Bankraptof,  Comm.  ct.  130,  837  :  add.  cl.  118 
Contagious  Diseaus  ( Animalt),  Comm.  «I.  67, 

1830;  cl.  101,  1783:  ri.  7,  1763 
Pablio  Housea,  Ae.  Res.  1S8 
Supplf — Embaasf   Housea    Abroad,    Ameodt. 
1166, 1168 

Home  Office,  &e.  Departments,  1181 

HoDHs  of  Parliament,  Report,  1111 

Publio  Works  ( Ireland),  1163 

High  ConstahlBB  Office  Abolition,  ftc.  Bill 
{Ur.  Bunt,  Mr.  Sdaler-Baelk,  ifr.  StaveUy  HiU) 
e.  Read  3<>*  JuM  18  [Bill  ISO] 

Committee';  Report  Am  28 

Be-comm.  •  ;  Report  July  S  [Bill  105] 

Considered  •  JiUy  7 

Head  3°  •  Jviy  8 
I  Reid    !•■    (The   Duke  of  Baciingham  and 
Chandoi)  Jvlj/  0  (Mo.  SO) 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Coventry 
Dublin  Cilj  Writ,  133 
French  Treat;,  Motion  far  a  Committee,  329 
Ragina  t.  OTerend,  Qarner,A  Co.  086 

HoABE,  Sir  H.  A.,  ChehM 
AnnMi  Rntes.  Comm,  el.  1,  376 
Impriaonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  el  6.  SH 
Real  EiUts  Intestaa;,  3R.  1851 
n  of  Minoritiea,  131 


.yoL.  oxcvn.  [n 


»■] 


HOLHS,  Mr.  3.,  Saeiney 
Asseased  BatM,  Comm.  cl.  1 


Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bereaford,   Cambridge 

Uhivertitu 

Irish  Church, Lord*'  Amendts.  1080 

Marriage  with  a  Deoeaaed  Wife's  Sister,   In. 

straolion,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  16T,  170 

Parliament  —  iDsnffloient  AocommodatioD  of 

tlis  Uonae,  Res.  061 
Parliament— Ladies'  Gajler;,  Rea.  IS81 
Real  Ettate  IntAatief,  311.  Amendt.  1831 
Supplj— Chapter  House,  Westminster,  1200 
Hoaaes  of  Parliament,  Report,  1137 
Probate  Court  and  Regiatriea,  1211 
Univenitjr  Tests,  Comm.  770 


HosKTSB,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Hertford  City 

Agricullural  Retnraa,  Res.  833 
Army — Ordnance  Surref,  016 

HocOHTOs,  Lord 

Irish  Cbaroh,  Comm.  cl.  13,879;  eI.3S,llfi7; 
c;.68,  ISSB;  3R.  1033 

JBountlow  Powder  Milh,  Hxplotion  at 
Q,iisation,    Vjioaant    EnSeld  ;     Anaver,    Hr, 
Bruee  June  34,616  ;  Question,  Lord  Georg* 
HamiltCD ;  Anairer,  Mr.  Bruoe  /uly  A,  llflQ 

Houte  Tax 

MoTed,  "That  the  Houas  Tai  ought  to  b* 
aboliabed  beoanee  it  imposes  injurious  and 
nnneoesaarr  realrioliona  upon  the  erection  of 
dvellings  for  the  WorliiDg  Clnsaea,  and  be- 
sauie  the  Tax  presses  leij  uufqually  upon 
different  olaiui  of  the  oommunity,  and  tails 
most  lipaiilf  upon  perions  of  moderate  in- 
come" (,Mr.  Alderman  W.  LavtTenee)July  13, 
1802  ;  alter  short  debate.  Motion  witbdrawD 


HowABD,  Mr.  J.,  Bedford 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Comi 
1628 ;  d.  60, 1530 :  cl.  03,  1631 


HraHES,  Mr.  T,,  fVome 
Sankmptoj,  Comm,  el.  130,  81? 
Trades  Unions,  3R.  1311 

Hunt,  Bight  Hon.  G.  W.,  MrthamptOH' 

Baokrupter,  Comn.  el.  ISO,  326, 337, 33B,  330 
Canada— Kail nr  Loan,  Rea.  1418,  1161 
Contagious  Diaeaaes  (Animals),  Comm.  d,  15, 

1287,  1288  ;  Amendt.  1289 
Dublin  Cilji  Writ,  130 
EIretrio  Telegrapba,  Comm.  1233 
Exchequer  ami  Audit  Act  of  I8SS,  11S0 
SuppI'— Houses  of  Parliament,  Report,  1136, 
1111,  iltS,  1111 
Stationery  Office,  1700 

w.*,,4..ra,         Google 
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ImpriaoniRent  for  Debt  ire-eommitud)  Sill 

[Mr.  AUorniy  Oentrid,  Mr.  Solidtor  General, 

Mr.  Chanctllur  of  the  Exchtqaer) 

e.  CommittM  ■—>.?;  June  18  [Bill  98] 

Committee— B.r.  Jiate  22, 121 

Comniitl«e  ;  Report  Jane  25,  S73  [Bill  ITS] 

Caaaidered  Jane  29,  760 

RMd3*'  J'dyX 
L  Read  I**  (Tin Lord  Chimi)ta«r\JiJ«a 

EeBd3>'/u^8  (No.  166} 


luain  Lands  Bill  [>-i-] 

( Tht  Dute  af  Argyll) 


I.  PKKDtad  i  TSkd  !••  June  32 
Rend  2"  •June  84 

Commitlee*;  Report /une  3S 
Ke»d3'"  AwsSa 
t.  Rend  1'*  July  I 
Read  2°  ■  July  3 
Committee*:  Report /uly  6 
Rend  3°"  July  7 
Rojnl  AiMDlJufy  13    [32  A  33 


IndoBtire  Avardi  (Conaty  Pa1atia«  of 

Dnrham)  Bill  (ifr-  BenHnek,  Sir  BoutuUll 
Ftdver.  Mr.   Willimn  LoMlter) 
p.  Committee  ■ ;  Report  July  12         [Bill  2iaj 


Appeal;   QnestiOD,    Sir    Charle*   WingBeld  : 

Anawer,  Mr.  Grant  DutT  July  8. 1193 
Auditor   Qenenxl  of  Aecounti,  Qoeition,   Sir 

Stn^ord  Nortlicots  ;  ADaver^Mr.  Grant  Duff 

Jane2\,S61 
Barraeii  at  Morar,  Queition,  Sir  Dnrtd  Wed- 

derburn ;   Anawer.  Mr.  Gr&nt  Duff  July  S, 

1118 
Bcniial  Batik,  Bombay  Braneh,  Qaeation,  The 

M^irquDna  of  Salisboiy ;  Answer,  Tlie  Duko 

orArg}ll/une2t,S13 
Cotontli  in  (A«  Jmfitin  Army,  Question,  Colonel 

North  ;  Anaver,  Mr.  Cardwell  July  IS.  1888 
Eait  India  {Home   Aeamnit),   Qufation,   Sir 

Stafford  Northoote;  ADawer.Mr.  Graot  Duff 

June  17,  n  8 
MoTed, "  That  the  Home  Aocoonta  of  tho  Go- 

Ternment  of  India  [prea^nted  10th  Mnf],  be 

rererred  to    the  Committee  of  Public  Ao- 

oounta"   (Sit   Staford  NortliaOe)   July  6, 

1329  ;  after  abort  debute,  Motion  ngreed  to 
Fiiherit$,  Queation,  Sir  Stafford  Norlhcote ; 

Anawer.  Mr.  Grant  DattJune  31,  367 
Medal  for   Servie«  in  India,  Question,  Mr. 

Ktnnaird  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  June  SB, 

621 :  July  8,  1121 
Railwayi,  Queition,  Mr.  Kinnnird  ;   Anawer, 

Mr.Urant  Duff/utyB,  1121 
Relief  of  Rigimentt  in  India,  Queation,  Mr. 

Stiopoole;  Anawer,  Capuin  Viiian  July  8, 

1121 


In&nt  Life  Preservatiaii  Bill 

( The  Marqueu  TownAnd) 
I.  Bill  withdrawn  JiUf  13,  1739  (No.  89) 


InBolvent  Debtors  and  Bankrnptey  Re- 
peal (re-eomnittedl  Bill 
(Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Mr.  BoUeitor  OeneraTf 
c.  Read  3°  •  June  18  [Bill  1341 

Committee  ■  ;  Report  June  39         [BiU  180J 
Re-oomm.  :  Report  July  9,  1637 
Coniidered  *  July  12 
Read  3'*  July  13 
/.  Read  1>  *  (  TKd  Lord  duvtctlUr)  July  1 6 

(No.  198) 

Ituohmt  Dehton  and  Bankruptey  Eepeal 
\_IU-p9yment  of  Vnelaimed  Diviimdi\ 
Reaolation  reported  July  9,  1S2S;  after  shoTt 
debate,  Reaolution  ag^ed  to 

Ibelaot) 

AnketeU,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  Obier»ati<Hia,  Mr. 
Pollnnl'Urauliart ;  Replr.  Mr,  Chicheatsr 
Forieioae  June  18,  361 

CUrk  of  the  Crown  far  Kitt^t  Coaaly,  Qoet- 
tiona,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Aniiren,  Mr. 
Cliichestep  Forteaoae  Jufy  8,  1121 

Firtarms,  Uie  of,  iy  the  IrM  ComtAiJary, 
Queition,  Mr.  Vance ;  Answer,  Mr.  C. 
Forteaeue  July  IS,  1668 

Fithing  Smaekt,  Seiiure  of,  Qaeation,  Mr. 
Blaks ;  Ansiter,  Mr.  Ajrton ;  abort  debata 
thereon  Ju/y  1,918 

Gladitont,  Mr.,  and  lite  Independent  Orange 
Atioeiation,  Queation.  Mr.  Henniker-Major ; 
Anawer,  Mr.  Gladatone  July  IS,  1820 

Bowth  Bai-bour,  Question,  Ur.  Blake  ;  Anawer, 
Mr,  Ajrton  July  1,  917 

Iri$h  Fitherie;  Queation,  Mr.  Blake  ;  An- 
awer,  Mr.  Ayrton  June  26,  571 

Jury  Panel  {Monaglian),  Queation,  Mr.  Down- 
ing ;  Anawer.  The  Attornef  General  for 
Ireland  July  1,  1313 

Zoan«  to  DiAlia  and  Bel/aet,  Queitioa,  Mr. 
W.  Johniton;  Anawer,  ThaChunoellor  of  the 
Eiehequer  June  17,  126 

Orangeiim.  Queation,  Sir  John  Graf  ;  Aniwer, 
Mr.  Chieheaier  FortsMue  JWne  21,  369 

Party  Proeeirioni  (Ireland)  Ad,  Queition,  Sir 
Thomaa  Bateaon :  Aniwer,  Mr.  Gladaton« 
Jufy  9,  1172;  Question,  Mr.Downingi  An- 
awer. Mr.  Chioheeter  Forteaoue ;  abort  de- 
bate thereon  July  9,  1638 

PoTladoum,  Riot!  al.  Queationa,  Mr.  W.  Vemar, 
Mr.  Vanoe,  Sir  Jamea  Stronge  ;  Anawert, 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortcscue  July  S,  1170: 
Question,  Sir  Thomaa  Baleaon  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  ChiobeaCer  Forteaene  JiUy  13,  1666  ;— 
Jnfuetl,Ohser*BtiDna,TheDukeo(  Manohei< 
ter;    Reply,  Lord  Dufttrin  July  13,  1787 

ProcUtmaiion  of  Dnndalk  and  Louth,  Question, 
Mr.Callan;  Answer,  Hr.Chi[iheBC«rFarteBeu* 
July  12,  1666 

Proetamalion  of  Londonderry,  Queation,  Sir 
Herref  Brnoe  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Chiohisster 
Forteseue  July  12,  I6S7 

Btligiout  Ditturbaneet,  Queation,  The  Duke  of 
Abereom ;  Answer,  Earl  Spenotr  July  6, 
1236 

AotcotnniDn  and  Gaiway  Ltmatie  Jiylum, 
Question,  Colonel  French  ;  Anewer,  Mr. 
Chioheiler  Forteacue  Jun«  IS,  313 

Salmon  Paiiei  on  ike  Shannon,  Question. 
Colonel  Frenobi  Answer,  Mr.Ajrrton  June  23, 


618 


[MMt, 


Saditiom  Ltmgttaae  t»  the  Qhm»'(  Cetltget  of 
QaluiO}/ and  Belfiiit,  (tuealion,  Mr.  Dawioni 
Antver,  Mr.  Chiohealer  Fortraone  /un«  34, 
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Jriih  Church  Bill — oont. 
Committee  July  2.  966 
CUaie  31  ( Building  chkriie  to  be  pud  on  com- 

mutitian  of  uinnit;),  696 
Clause  36(Eiuotm«Bti  with  TMputtochBnhei), 


IrUh  Church  Bill 

Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  fif,  QuntioD,  Lord  Cairns ; 
ADiwer,  Earl  Gnnvilla  /um  IT,  1 ;  Quei- 
tion.  Colonel  North ;  Aniwer,  Ur.  Glwlilime, 

121 

Iiiah  Chnroli  Bill 

(The  Earl  OraauBe) 
t.  Order  for  reiuming  IVbite  od   Ameodt.    to 
Motion  for  SecoDU  Heading  rend /iir<  17, 18  ; 
BA«r  lonfc  dsbite,  further  Debnte  adjourned 
Adjourned  Debnte  regumed  June  18, 163  :  after 
long  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("non,")Ao. ; 
Coot.  179,  Not-Cont.  148 ;  M.  33  ;  reaolTed 
in  the  afflrmatiie  ;  Bill  read  3<    (No.  lOS) 
Division  Li(t.  Cont.  and  Not-ConL,306 
Protest  Ihereon  ( The  Barl  of  Claueartg),  307 
Nctiee   cf  AmeTuhiMuU,    Observations,    Earl 
Greji  Repi;,  Earl  GranTille,'  short  debate 
thereon  June  31,  893 
Ho'sd,  That  the  House  do  now  rvMlm  itself 
into  a  CommitUe  open  the  laid  Bill  Jmte  S9, 
988  ;  after  short  debate.  Committee ;  Title 
postponed 
Then  it  was  moved  that  the  Preamble  be  post- 
poned; which  being  objected  to  (7'Ae  Barl 
Grey) ;  resolved  in  the  aArmotive ;  Freamble 
postponed 
Clauaa  1  (Short  title),  743 
Clause  3  (Dissolution  of  legislative  union  be- 
tween churches  or  England  and  Ireland).  143 
Cluuie  3 (Appointment  ofeommlsiioner*),  793 
Clause  4  (Quorum  of  commissioners),  793 
Clause  S  (Appointment  of  otBeen).  7S3 
Clause  8  (Salaries  and  expenses),  7S3 
Clause  7  (Powers  of  oommiuionerg),  TfiB 
Clauses  (forma  of  applicatioD,  and  general 

rules),  759 
Clause  9  (Duration  of  office,  and  restriction  on 

sitting  in  Parliament),  780 
Clause  10  (Prohibilion  of  Tuture  appointment)), 
760 

Committee  Julg  1,  869 

Clause  11  (Property  of  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners vested  in  oommissioaers  under  Aot), 
S89 

Clsose  13  (Churah  property  tested  in  oommis- 
sionsra  under  Ael),  870 

Clause  13  (Dissolution  of  ecclesiastical  cor- 
poralions,  and  cesialioa  of  right  to  lit  in 
House  of  [j>rds),  874 

Clause  14  (CompensatiDU  to  ecclesiastical  per- 
sons other  than  curates),  880 

Clause  10  (Compensation  to  aurates).  9)8 

Clause  10  (Compensntion  to  diocesan  school- 
masters, clerks,  and  seitons),  931 

Clause  17  (Compensation  to  organist*,  vergers, 
and  others) 

Olaose  18  (Compensstion  to  la;  patrons),  923 

Clauses  19  to  32  [Ptieeri  of  ehurth  after  pau- 
iiif  of  Aet]  poetponed 

Cfatose  33  (Kedemption  of  annoitiei  and  lift 
interest  of  eooleeiaaticnl  persons),  934 

lemU. 


respect  to  bnrial< 


997 
Clause  30  (Eaaetmeola  with  r 

grounds).  668 
Clause  37  (Enietmeats  with  lespoct  to  eoele- 

siastionl  resldeneei),  1000 
Clause  38  (Power  to  oonvef  additional  land  to 

church  body),  1034 

Committee  Ju/i/S,  1108 

Clause  26  ( Ktiaotments  with  respect  to  pi'iVAte 

endowments),  1110 
Clause  ao  (Enactments  with  respeet  to  mind 

endowments),  1151 
Clause  31  (Mo«e.ible  oliattelt  belonging  to  see 

oreburch).  1IS4 
Clause  33  (Limitation  of  right  to  purcluse  fee 

simple  in  consideration  of  perpetual  rent), 

1134 
Clause  33  (Sale  of  tithe  rsnteliargs  to  owueri 

of  land),  1154 
Ctauso  S4  (Commiasionere  may  purobaie  sor- 

render  or  assignment  of  lease),  1107 
Clsuse  83  (I'ower  of  oommissioners  to  sell 

their  property),  IIST 
Clause  36  (Orders  of  commissioners  operating 

as  conveyance  or  mortgage  to  be  liable  to 

same  stamp  datr  as  converanee*  or  mort- 
gages). 1168 
Cluusa  37  (Haiment  of  mone;  into  bank),  IISS 
B  33  (Accounts  of  capital  and  teiennes). 


)  Doneon  forming 


lies 


Ola  use    30   (Compensa 
0,1158 


Clause  40  (Commulation  of  ni 
confoimiit  ministvi's  and  professors  at  Bel- 
fasi).  Ilea 

Clause  41  (Repeal  of  Mnjnooth  Acts.     Com- 
pensation on  the  ocBsution  of  certain  annuul 

Clanso  42  (Remission  of   debt   to   trustees  of 

Mnjnuolh),  1103 
Cbuse  43  (  Kfgulniions  as  (o  appeal),  1163 
Clause  44  (PossL-ssion  to  be  given  up  of  34, 

Upper  Merrion  Street),  1103 
Clause  49  (Compensstion  to  Ecclesinatical  Com- 

missionera  and  their  officers),  1164 
Clause  46  (Compensation  (o  vicars-general  and 

other  otBcers    by  annuities   equal    to   their 

average  income  for  the  three  jears  ending 

1st  January,  IS08),  1104 
Clanie   47    (Bentficos   of    Kilcullen,   Kildare, 

Saint  Mary,  Saint  Thomas,  and  Saint  George, 

Dublin),  11G9 
Clause  43  (Deliiery  up  of  books  by  registrars), 

1169 
Clauses  49  to  90  [/}iM/infri  viith  Property},  1106 
Clauses  60  to  09  iPouier  of  the  CtmmilaoMr* 

lo  raite  Xoitfy],  1109 
Clause  BO  (  Kules  as  lo  arhitration).  1169 
Clause  07  (Ecguistion  as  to  vacancies),  1169 


Committee  JaJ^  6, 1338 

Clause  08  (Cllimale  trust  of  surplus),  132S 

Clause  06  (Provhion  aa   to   Acts  relating  to 

United   Church  of  England  and   Ireland), 

1360 
Clause  10  (Saving  rights  as  lo  proprietary 

chapels  and  chapels  of  ease),  1261 

lemtt. 


{INDEX) 


Iriih  Ckurth  B<K— «ont. 
ClaoM  71  (RftTing  of  JUt  of  39  *  40  G.  3, 

e.  87),  1291 
CIudm  73  (Interpratation),  lasi 
ClBu*e  ID  (Repetl  of  Ikitb  prohlbitiog  holding 

of  ajnoda,  An.).  1361 
CIbuw  20  (EiiiliDg  lav  to  mbMit  br  oontrut), 

1987 
CIkom  31   (AbolitioQ  of  «a«1atiMtioal  ooniti 

anil  ecolcstaatieal  law),  13B7 
ClBBwas  (Inoorporalion  of  ohanh  bodj),  1369 
Pnamble,  a«  amended,  amcd  to  :  Title  read, 

and  agned  to,  1368  (No.  173) 

Amendmenti  reported  /u/y  9, 1  iSi 
CUdw  3  (Dtuolution   of  IfgiilsliTO  anion  be- 
tween  Chor«fae>  of  Borlaod  and   Ireland), 

1489 
Olaoee  10  (Prohibition  offutnroappointiasiiti) 

1489 
Clanie  13  (Cbaroh  propart;  Toated  in  Conimi>> 

aionere  under  Aot),  1490 
Clanae  SO  (Ultimnlo  truit  of  anrplne),  1400 
Clanae  13  (Diuolnlioa  of  eotUaiaatical  oorpo- 

ntlona,  and  ceualion  of   right  to    ait   in 

Uonae  of  Lordi),  1493 
Clanie  14  (Compenialion  to  eoelaiiaitioal  per- 

■on*  other  than  onratai),  IfiOO 
CUuie  31  (Eiiatiiig  law  to  inbaiat  b*  oontraot)^ 

1503 
Clanae  37  (Eoaetawnta  with  reapest  to  burial 

groundi),  1503 
Clause  38  (EDaotmenta  with  reapeot  to  eoole- 

liaatioBl  roiideuEea),  1S04 
Dirision  Liat,  Cont.  and  Not-Oont,,1018 
Clanse  SO  (Enactment*  with  reipeot  to  prints 

endowment!),    1017  ;    after    loo;    debate, 

Amendmsnta  made  (No.  183) 


after  debate,  Aoiendt.  withdrawn  ;  original 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3* ;  after  far- 
ther long  debate,  Amsndmenta  mads 
Dirieion   Lists,    Coots,    and  Not-Conta., 
1833, 1607 
On  Queation,  That  tbe  Bill  do  paaa  I  objeoted 
to  i  on  Question,  agreed  to ;  Bill  paiaed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commoiu 
Proteals  thereon — 
Afalnat  the  Third  Reading  of  U»  Bill,  1661 
Against  tb*  Pasaing  of  tbe  Bill,  1S63 

e.  Lords'  Amendments  oonsldered  Julg  IS,  1891 ; 
after  long  debate.  Farther  Consideration  ds- 
hrred  [BUI  309] 


Jamaica  Lobub  Bill 

IUt.  Staiu/eld.  Mr.  ChanetUor  of  the  Etchequtr) 
e.  Ordered  •  Jvly  6 

Read  !•  •  Julu  7  TBiU  3001 

Reada-'/B/yH 

James,  Ur.  H.,  Taunton 
Dublin  Freemen,  Leafs,  OSO 
Impriaonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  cl.  4,  138  ; 
Amendt.  428,  439 


jENsaaott,  Sir  O.  8.,   WUttMrt,  iV. 
Contagious  Diseasea  (Animals),  Comm.  el.  90, 

1781;  add.et.  1773 
Ineomennd  Aaeeased  Taxes,  Pa^maatof,  133 
Foor  Law,  Res.  44B 

Jer$ey  Juratt 
Ituestion,  Mr.   Loeke ;    Answsr,   Ur,  Broot 
Jidif  1,  94fi 

Jessel,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

Bankruptoj,  Comm.  «1. 130, 836 ;  ol.  181,  41<i 

odf-ef.  417 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  el.  4, 437 

JoHKSTON,  Mr.  A.,  £»iex,  S. 

Cattle  Diienie,  949 

Parliament — Ladisa'  Gallsr]',  Res.  1583 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Ireland— Loans  for  Dublin  and  Belfast,  I3S 
Party  Procesaiona  (Ireland),  3R.  8S3 

Joint    Stock  CompanieB    AiTang:ement 

Bill  (ifr.  Hmry  B.  Shtridan,  Mr.  Serjeant 

«.  Read  3°  ■  June  93  [Bill  140j 

Committee*  i  Report  Jane  33 

Read  3°  *  June  30 
I.  RuAfineEaHef  Liel^etd)  Julul 

(No.  187) 

Jodidal  Statistica  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lvrd  Advocate,  Mr.  Secrelarg  Bmee,  Mr; 

Solieitor  General  for  SeotUmd) 
e.  Read  3*  •  June  17  [Bill  143] 

Committee*;  Report  JuM  31 
Read  8" ■  Jmuli 
{.Read  1>*  ( 77u  Earl  of  MorUj/)  Jane  K 
Read  2'*  July  IB  (No.  161) 

Justices  of  tiie  Peace  analiflcation  Bill 

{TAaEarloJ  Albemtrle) 
I.  MoTsd,  "  That  tb*  Bill  be  now  read  3*"  Jane  Si, 
606 
Amendt,  to  leare  out  ("  now,'")  and  insert 
("thia  day  three  months")  (The  Duke  ef 
Richmond) ;  after  short  debata,  Amendt., 
original  Motion,  and  Billwithdnwu  (No.9S) 

EJEKETicH,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Bevonthire,  8. 
Catholio  Children  in  Workhouses,  1416, 1411 
Snpplj — Poor  Law  Commiaslon,  1693 

Ktu)  Oardeni 
Question,  Lord  George  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Ujard  June  17,  134 

KntBEBtBY,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Assessed  Bates,  2R.  1T50 

Irish  Chureb,  2R.  41,  48;  Comm.  Pr«*mbl«, 
730;  d.  6,  763:  d.  13,  879;  et.  14,801, 
910:  el.  18,634;  el.  23,  033;  el.  36,098; 
cl  36,  999,  1000  ;  d.  37. 1014  ;  «/.  38, 1009  i 
add.  el.  1110:  d.  30,  1143;  cl.  46,  1104; 
el.  68.  1349,  1353:  add.  d.  1360;  BMort, 
1489, 1501, 1603,  1004  ;  8R.  1688 


[ SESSION    186S-9) 


Kino,  Hon,  P.  J.  Locke,  Surrey,  E. 
■RmI  EaMte  InteiUef,  aR.  1630, 1835,  IBCS 
SnpplT — Uouia  of  CommonE  OeAcei,  UTS 
HouM  of  l«r<li  Offloai,  M7i 
Houiea  of  ParlianeDt,  flSD,  681 ;   AmeDdt. 

esi.  ess 

Induatrul  Munam,  Edinburgh,  1113 

Edwaibd,  Lord 

Ann;— Sobool  of  Haakstrr  st  Hf  tb*,  Motioo 
for  R«port,  1S93 

KiHKAiBD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 
Armr— Medalg  for  Serrioa  in  India,  eii 
ForeigD  Office— Unpnid  AtUohes,  Rea.  1674 
India— Medkli  far  BhooUo,  U3« 

Railwkji,  U3i 
Helropolia- Now  Publio  Offloei,  1671 
Pnrlinmeol — Morning  Silting*.  1187 
Paroohial  SohooU  (Sootluid),  3R.  1T3« 
South  Sea  lalandi- Slare  Trads  from  the,  B14, 

643 
Supply— Houaeii  of  Parliament,  681,  eSJI 

Oetoe  of  Wooda,  .to.  1103 

SUtionerf  Offlos,  1700 


ENATCHBCUrHiTOBSSBN,  Mr.  E.  H.  (Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home 
Depaxtment),  Sandicieh 
Bridge),  Repair  of,  188  S 

KwioHT,  Mr.  F,  W.,  Woreefterihire,  W. 
Armj — Campiog    Sjatem,   M;^oc  M'Qwire'i, 


Laibd,  Mr.  J.,  Birtenhtad 
Cflttle  Diiean  (Cheahin).  Ro.  1S18 
Oontagiooi  Diaeaaea  (ADimali),  Coann.  d.  7, 
Amendt.  1760 

LucBEBT,  Mr.  N.  Q.,  Buekinghamthire 
CoDtaglooi  Dii«Mef  (Animali),  Comm.  el.  IS, 
1181 

Land  Tax  Conunusioaen  Hamea  Bill 

(JA-.  Ayrton,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of&e  Exekejuer'i 
t.  CommitlM  •— B.P.  Jant  31  [BUI  S4] 

Committee*;  KepoTt  Juiw  31 

Coniiderad*  Jiin«  3S 

Read  3«  •  June  38 
/.Read    1*  ■   (TKe   Marqueu   of    Lantdavme) 
Jme  ae  (No.  168) 

laiA  "^K*.  I^f  Amendment,  Ac.  Bill 
<ifr.  CAonwUor  tf  the  Egthtquer.  Mr.  AyrUm) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  l°*  July  1  [BUI  183] 

Read3**/wtjf8 

Lawbence,  Mr.  Alderman  J.  C.  (Lord 
Mayor),  Lamleth 
Emigralion  to  WeaUrn  Anitralia,  IIM 
Sapplj— Rofat  Palaoea,  esi 
Bojal  Parka,  «a.  CSS 


Lawbenoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Hooae  Tax.  Rea.  1803, 1807 
Sgpplf— OSoe  of  Wood*,  be.  1701.  ITOI 
Uatea  on  GoTemmant  Propertj,  14S8 

Layaed,   Ei^ht    Hon.    A.    H.    (Chief 
CommiBsioner  ofWorka),  Southward 
Army — Buokipgham  PoImo  Guard  Room,  Mo- 
tion for  Paper*,  187 
Kev  Gardeni,  124 

Uotropolia— Nov  Publio  Oeftoea,  16T0,  1671 
ParliamoDl— Ladiea'  Gallerj,  130;  Res.  1S8S 
Supplf— Burlington  Uoun,  1313,  1214 
Chnpter  Houaa,  We*tminlt«r,  1209, 1310 
Embnaar  Uoaaea  Abroad,  1464,  146T 
Furniture,  Publio  Departmenti,  677,  078 
Bouses  of  Parliaaient,  6S0,  682,  663,  BSt ; 
Report,  1131  ;  Amendt.  144),  1442,1443 
Und,  Nen  Pnlnce,  Weatminater,  679 
Poat  Office,  ha.  Building*,  MM 
Probate  Court  and  Etpgiatriea,  1310,  1311 
Publio  Buildinga,  67e.  676 
Publio  Offioei  Site,  1202, 1303,  1304, 1207, 

1308 
Rojal  Pahioee,  663 
Ror>l  Parks,  Ao.  6S9, 660,  ASl,  668,  6U, 

668,  660 
Works,  dHi.  1706,1707,1708 

Leatham,  Mr.  £.  A.,  Ettddertfield 

EleoCious  (Wales),  Rea.  1316 

Lefevbe,  Mr.   J.    G.   Shaw  (Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Reading 
AgrieultnrBl  R«turna,  Rea.  834 
Feed  Stuffs  and  Manures,  Res.  074 
Snpplj— Board  of  Trade,  1681 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1456 
Lightbonaes  Abroad,  1463 


I^EIHBTES,   Duke  of 

Irish  Charoh,  Gomto.  d.  3,  716 ;  SK.  1611 


Lehnoz,  Lord  H.  G.  G.  O.,  CAmAm^ 
Local  Musenma,  046 
Naxj— Admiralty  CUrks,  112,  418 
Rfde  Pier.  368 

Supply- Office  of  Wooda,  tu.  1703,  ITOl 
Works,  Ae.  1708 

Leblie,  Colonel  C.  F.,  Monaghan  Co. 
Cab  SUnda  (HetropoUs),  1160 

LilMlBill 

(Jfr.  Bainet,  Mr.  Candtiih,  Mr.  UorUg) 
«.  BUI  withdrawD*  JtJy  14  C^iU  106] 

Lichfield,  Earl  of 

Muuidpal  Franahlaa,  2R.  ^*'V~'/-,,-iq|p 
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Lichfield,  Biahop  of 

Irith  Charch,  2R.3I3:  Camm,  el.  3,  TSU.TSa; 
cl.  U,  913  ;  cl  39,  1128  ;  lUport,  1S31 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  H.  G.,  Northumberhnd,  S. 
Chini — TwD'ttin,  Tccfttj  of,  MotioD  Tor  Papm, 

nai 

Contagioai  Diaeaws  [Aoimali),  Comm.  tl.  19, 

1391  ;  d.  63,  ISSa 
Greenwich  Ho&fnta],  Comm.  AnHudt.  553 
Poor  Law,  Res.  139 

Life  P«eragu  BUI 

(The  Earl  R-aitU) 
I.  Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  dow  read  >•  "  July  8, 
13BT  (No.  113) 

Amendt.  toUaTeout("  now,")iindiniert("  Ihig 
itj  itireemoatht")  (TheEarlofMalmeiburyj: 
on  Queition.  That  ("  now.")  ic.  ;  CoDI.  W  ; 
Kot-ConC.  lOS;  M.  30;  reaolTed  in  the 
DegatJTe ;  Bill  to  be  read  3*  od  thii  da; 
three  montha 

Divigion  Lid,  Cont.andNot.-Cont.  lUl 

LiFFOBD,  Viscount 
Irish  Charch.  Comm.  add.  el.  1108;  el.  68, 
Ameodt.  1356  :  Report,  1501 

LlMBEIOK,   "Rnrl   of 
Biahope  ReilgDation,  SB.  1741 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  el.  33,  Ameodl.   1161, 
nssi  3R.  Ameadt.  lOOU 


Local  GoTemmeiit  Sapplemental  (rt-eom- 
"iiited)  Bill 

{Mr.  Knattkbull-Hugetten,  Mr.  Scerttary  Bmet 
c.CommUtee*;  Report /une  IT        [Bill  155] 

Considered*  Jane  16 

Read  3'*  June  18 
i.  Read  1'*  (The  Earl  of  MwUy)  Jwk  22 

(No.  UO) 

Local  QoTemment  Sapplemental  (No.  2) 

BiU 
(Mr.  KnautJnUl-BugaHn,  Mr.  Secretary  Bruce} 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  July  I  [BiU  192] 

Read  3*  ■  Jidy  5 

Committee  *  -,  Report  Jtdy  S 

Considered  ■  Jvly  9 

Read  3°  •  July  9 
I.  Bead  1*  •  ( The  Eari  e/  Merl^}  July  13 

(No.  183) 

Zoeal  3fuitunH 
Question,   Lord  Heor;  Lennox ;  Aniwer,  Ur. 
GladitaDS./ufy  1,946 

LocEE,  Mr.  J.,  Southwark 

Assessed   Rates,   Comm.  «t.  1,  383 ;  Amendt. 

386;  Consid.  1098 
Jersey  Jurats,  SIS 
Poblie  Housei.  Ac.  Res.  ISl 
Supplj— Offlo*  ol  Woods,  Av.  1 703 
Probate  Court  and  R^slrtes,  131 1 


London,  Bishop  of 

Bishopa  Resignation,  3R.  1T4S 
Endowed    Schools,    Comm.  al.  15,  Amendt. 
1880 ;  d.  80,  Amendt.  1883 ;  add.  el.  1885 

LoNOKiBD,  Earl  of 
Irith  Churab,  Report,  113S,  1194 
Parliament— Order  in  the  Uonae,  103 

LoFES,  Bfr.  H.  C,  ZmmoMton 


Love,  Bight  Hon.  B.  (see  Cbasoellos 
of  the  ExcHEQrEB) 

LowTHEK.  Mr.  J.,   York  City 
Dublin  Cilj  Writ,  130 
Dublin  Kreemen,  LesTe,  950 
Iljpde  Park,  Forion*  Riding  io,  1591 

LowTiiER,  Mr.  W.,    Westmoreiand 

Foreign  Offioe— Unpaid  AtlaohA*.  Bm.  1673. 

1676 
Friendlj  Soeletie*'  Returns,  STl 
Supplf — Foreign  Offloe,  1679 


Ho» 


I,  119 


Audit  of  Public  Acoonnta,  B33 
Foreign  Office— Unpaid  Attaehfs,  Ret.  1675 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  eL  18, 5S3 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1633 

Chnpter  House,  Westminster,  1310 

Charit;  Commisaion,  ie»3 

Consular  Buildings,  die,  IlTl 

Foreign  Office.  16TT.  1680 

Foreign,  4e.  Sorrices,  1710 

tlarboura  of  Reluge,  1156 

UomeOflice.  1481 

Houses  of  Parliament,  Report,  14S7 

Land,  New  Halaee,  Westminster,  6T0 

Lighthouses  Abroad.  1463 

Poor  Law  Commiiiion,  1663 

Post  Office,  Ae.  BuUdings,  1U6 

Probate  Court  and  Kegislrie*,  1311 

Publio  Buildings,  671 

Public  Offices  Site,  1201 

Pubtlo  Works  (Ireland),  li6I 

Queen's  and  Lord  Tressnrer's  Department 
(Scotland).  Amendt.  1710 

Rates  on  GorarnmeDt  Propertr.  11S7,  IIW 

Rofal  Palaces,  653 

Royal  Parks,  ie.  6S7,  667 

Lyttelton,  Lord 

Endowed  Schools,  Comm.  1868,  1870  :  d.  19, 
Amendt.  1876  ;  tl.  15,  18B0,  1881 ;  tL  10, 
Amendt.  1883  :  rl.  30,  1884 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  il.  3,  753  ;  3R.  1810 
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LTTEDxir,  Lord 

Lib  Peerage),  3R.  1391 


McCleait,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Slaforiihir*,  K 
ImprfwmmMit  for  Debt,  Comm.  gl.  6,  S74 

McOoMBiB,  Mr.  W.,   Alerdtemhirf,   W. 
CoDlkgiom  Diu*Mi  (Ammalt),  Camm.  d.  Ifi, 

ISTS  ;  d.  i6.  1G3S  ;  tt.  60,  AiDtndt.  IS2»  ; 

a.  03,  ISSi ;  «t.  67,  1S3S  ;  Ameadt.  1940 ; 

eJ.  SO,  ITSGi  mU.  ct.  17T0 
Oune  L*«i  (ScotUud)  [Mr.  H-LanDl.  SR. 

603 


Uacfie,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Imth,  ^e. 

Annuitjr  Tnn  (Edinbnrgh),  3R.  SSS 
ElectriD  Telegrapht,  Comm.  1334 

Sapplf— SutioDciT  Office,  1S90 

McLaoait,  Mr.  P.,  Zinlithgowthire 
•Agrieallnral  RetDrni,  Ret.  823, 831 
CoDtigioaa  Diieaiei  (Aatnuli),  Comm.  add.  el, 

ma 

Feed  Stoffk  and  Manorei,  Rei.  073 

Game   U»i  (SoMlud)   [Mr.  M'Lagan),  itR. 

Ptfoobi*!  Sohooli  (SeotUnd),  2R.  1733 


HcLaoek,  Mr.  D.,  ^Edinburgh 
AnnaitT  T&i  (Edinburgh),  ZR.  836,  SftS 
Armj  Eitioutee — SnperanniuttaD  AUomuwsa, 


FaroebUt  Sotiooli  (Sootlaod).  2R.  1723 

Sappl]'— Publio  Offlcei  Site,  1208 
Pnblie  Worki  (Ireland),  1461,  IISS 
Qunn'i  and  Lord  Treaiorer'a  Department, 

nil 

Rate*  OD  GoTemDMnt  Preptrtj,  I4£8 
Sutioiwr;  OOhM,  ISOS 
Worki,  *o.  1708 

McMaeoh,  Mr.  P.,  JVea  Sou 
Bankrnpter,  Comm.  add.  el.  Hi 
iDpriMmmeitt  fat  Debt,  Comm.  el,  C,  Auradt. 
430,  612,  B13 

Uaodixe,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Cori  City 

Amj— Clerki  of  the  Work*  and  Rejkl  En- 


mtmT,  Earl  of 
Iriah  Cbureh,  Comm.  d.  38,1026;  d.  68, 1234 
Lib  Peerage*,  SR.  Amendt.  1387 
pRriiuwat— Ordw  in  the  HtoM,  IDS 


MatU 

Hored,  "Tlwt.  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houie,  it 
i*  aipedient,  in  acoordanee  with  pledges  given 
in  the  name  of  tbe  Sorrreign,  to  rettore  to 

tbe  people  of  Malta.  *ith  euoh  modiflentionl 
aa  preaent  oircunislancee  may  require,  their 
anoient  reprsMntatire  initilution,  the  'Con- 
greuD  Popolare :'  (o  re-eatablisb  the  E^ieouliTe 
Council '  a*  a  diitinct  bod},  aiding  the  Go- 
rernor  in  adminialering  the  CitM  Athin  of 
the  lalaad  ;  and,  reTerting  to  the  poller 
abandoned  in  183S,  to  lever  theoflloe  of'  CiTil 
Governor"  from  that  of  '  Oommnndor  of  iba 
Foroei "  (.Vr.fiofart  Torrem)  July  13,  1774; 
after  abort  detiate,  Motion  witbdrann 

MANCHEsrea,  rhike  of 

Ireland — Portadown  Inqoeat,  1737 
Iriah  Chnrob,  Report,  1109 

MAifNXRB,  Biffht  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
Leicnterthirs,  JV. 
Iriab  Cburob,  Lorda'  Amendt*.  19611 
Parliament — Iniufflcient  AccommodatlDD  of  tbe 

Honae.  Rta.  961 
Soppl J— Burlington  IIoDae,  12U 
Connilar  Bolldingi,  Ac.  1471 
Embaa*]'  Houm  Abroad.  1168,  U<7 
Furniture,  Public  Departmeaii.  677 
Qoutea  of  Parliament,  683,  68S  ;   Report, 

1439 
Indnitrial  Muaenm,  Edinbnrgh,  I2I3 
Poblie  OfBeea  Site,  1203, 1200 
Ratea  on  Government  Property,  liSB 
Royal  Palaeei,  664 

Rojal  Parks,  ko.  696,  663,  664,  «67,  663 
Trades  UDiont,3R.  1365 
United    Stalei  —  R«eent    Negotiations    witb, 
1437 

MASJ.BOS0T70H,  Duke  of 

Endowed  Schoola,  Comm.  d.  8,  1879 ;  «(.  15, 

1880:  ri.  42,  Amendt.  1884 
Iriah  Church,  Comm.  d.  26,  9OT  ;  el.  38,  1030 
Univeraitj  Teats,  Comm.  add.  el.  1095 

SJUTu^  witb  a  Deceased  Wift's  SiBter 

Bill    iMr.  Tlumas  Chambett,  Mr.  Morley) 
e.  AdjoDmed  debate  [8th  June]  reaumed  June  33, 

466  [Bill  23] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

(Mr.  Berttford   Sope) :    A.    52,  N.   100 ; 

M.  4S 
Qneation  again  proposed  ;    after  short  debate. 

Moved,  ■■  That  this  Houae  do  now  adjonra '' 

{Sir  ^HTy  Behna^-iHumtn'i ;  A.  43,  N.  101 ; 

M.  98 
(^ealion    again  proposed  ;    Moved,    "  That 

the   Debate   be    now  adjoamed"   (Cdonei 

BariUliA) ;  after  further  short  debate,  Debate 

adjonmed 

Harried  Women's  Fropetfy  (r<.«>mm»«rf) 
BUI     (^r.  RuiteU  Oumeif,  Mr.  Eeadlam, 
Mr.  Jaeeb  Bright) 
t.  Committee  * ;  Report  /une  17  [Bill  30] 

Re»d8°»/it^0  r^ 


(INDEX) 


Mastih,  Mr.  F.  Wykeh&m,  Soehetttr 
Arm]' — GnnpowdsT  HsfBiiasi  at  Upaor,  1168 
AiHued  R«te«,  Comm.  el.  1,  381 

Uatthewb,  Mr.  H.,  Dunaarvan 
Jreland—Seiiareor  Fithtag  Sttuoki,  91S 

Midicai  Edtteation  and  Segitiration — Ge- 
n«ral  CouneU  of 
QoHtloD,  Sir  John  Graj :  Aniwer,  Mr.  Braoe 

/uiy  B,  laas 

Xedical   OfflceiB    Saperanauation   (Ire- 
luuUBiU 

{Xr.  Brady,  Mr.  Pirn.  Mr.  Trant  BamiUon) 

p.UoTdd,"  That  the  Bill  bo  dow  read  S°"  Jinw  23, 

1S6 ;  after  dabate.  Bill  reaa  2"     [BUI  18} 

Commitlee  ■  ;  Report  Jm%t  29        [Bill  18fi] 

Ra-oomni,"  ;    Report  Jvlg  G 

Conitdered  *  Jviy  7 

Rnd  3°  •  July  8 
I  BMil"  {Tlie  Lord  Gnatard)  Jttly  9  (,So.  ISO) 

UsLLOs,  Hr.  T.  W.,  A»hl<m-und»r-Lyn» 
Snpplf — Homo  of  CommoDS  Offloes,  IITT 
Rojsl  PaUuM*,  ess 

Melly,  Mr.  0.,  Stoke-t^im'lVtnt 

AiieuBd    Saloa,   Comm.  cl.  1,  391 ;    Gontid. 

1080 
Catil*  Ditean  (ChMhIre),  Rm.  161T 
Supplf— foreign  OBloe,  1679 

MitropoUs 

Cob  Standi,  Queition,  Oolonel  Lailie ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bmee/ulye,  1169 
Sydt  Park — Comntliim  for  Furiou*  Siding, 

Question,  The  Earl  of  WinohilMu;  Aniwer, 

Enrl  GranTlUe /uly  e,  1106  ;  ObMrvatloTU, 

Captain  White ;  Replf,  Mr.  Brace  ;   ihort 

debate  thereon  July  6,  ISSl 
New  Public  V^M$,  ObierTalioni,  Mr.  Goldner  j 

Iteplr,  Mr.  Layard ;    abort  debate  thereon 

^iy  13,  lOeO 
St.  MaryUhont   Workhoute  School,  Queition, 

Mr.  Cogan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Goiohen  J^dy  1, 

844 
St.    Panerat    Wnrlchi/aie,    Queatipn,   Colonel 

Barttelot ;   Aniwer,  Mr.  Goioh'en  July  13, 

ITS*  ;  Qaeation,  Dr.  Brewer  ;  Aniwer,  Mr, 

Goschen  Jvly  It,  1B30 

Xetropolifl    Local     Xanagement    Acta 
Amendment  Bill 

[Tht  Martpieu  Toumihend) 
I.  BiU  withdrawn*  June  31  (No.  SB) 


KetropolitasBoard  of  WoTki  [Loam]  Bill 

(Kr.  Dodtm,  Mr.   Chanallor  oftht  Exthequer, 

Mr.  Ooichen) 
t.  R«iolutioni  in  Committee  /un«  31 

Reiolntioni  reported  i  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1"" 
Jtm26  [BiU  181] 


MttropoUtan  Bottrd  of  JForh—Morialilf 
at  Barking 
Queition,  Mr.  Eaitwiek  ;   Aniwer,  Mr.  BmM 
Junt  31,  Bll 

Xetropolitaa  Building  Act  (185fi)  Amend- 
ment Bill 
(Mr.  KnaUhbull-Hiigtiten,  Mr.  Seertlary  Unut) 
c.  Ortered  "  Jvly  6 

Readl°*  JuJ^IS  [BUI  311] 


lEetropolitan  Poor  Act  (1867)  A 

Bill  {Mr.  0(llcben,i^.A.Pttl.Mr.Ayrtai) 
0,  Committee  *— h.f.  June  35  [Bill  eS] 

KetiopoUtan  B«galationB  Bill 

(TAe  Margveil  Townlhmit) 
t.  BiU  withdrawn*  Jutw  31  (No.  ST) 

Mtxico,  R»laiu>m  mth 

Queition,  Mr.  Somereet  Beanmont;   Aniw^ 
Mr.  Otwa;  June  IT,  Ufl 

Hilitia  Pa;  Bill  [ifr-  Dediat,  Mr,  StertUty 

Cardvttl,  Captain  Vivian) 
c.  Ordered*   June  18 


MlUiEK,  Mr.  J.,  Edinburgh  {City) 
Annuitj  Tax  (Edinburgh),  ait.  8i8 
Contagioui  Diaeowi  (Animali),  Coram,  el.  31, 
Amendt.  1303  ;  el.  fiS,  Amendt.  1S3S  ;  tl.  B3, 
IS3S  1  rl.  133,  Amendt.  ITOS,  ITBB 
Scotland  —  Waterniita   Charob,  I*le  of  Skfe, 


-HouHB  of  Parliament,  883 
iitrial  Muieum,  Edinburgh,  1313 

FublioOmDei  Site,  13DT 

Stationerr   OfiSoe,   1697,   1699  :    Amendt. 


Mr.  Murphy,  the  Protettant  Ltcturtr — 
Arrest  of 
Qneilion.  Mr.  Greene  :  Aniwer,  Mr.  Brno* 
June  IT,  131 ;  Questioni,  Mr.  Greens,  Mr. 
Kewdegnte  ;  Aniwen,  Mr.  Brnos  Jvnt  33, 
111;  Queition,  Mr.  Mewdente;  Anawer, 
Mr.  Bruce  July  9,iei3 

MoNCK,  Viscoimt 

Iriib  Chureh,  Comm.  ct.  1,  Amendt.  763:  el.  G, 

Amendt.  761;  cl.  29,  1136 

Hone7  Lavs  (Ireland)  BUI 

[Mr.  Delahioily,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr,  Davieen) 
e.  Mored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>" 
June  23,  ITl 
Amendt.  lit  lenire  ant  "now,"  and  add  "npon 
Chi)  dar  throe  monthi  "  (Sir  Frederlei 
W.  Heygatt)  ;  Queilion  propD*«d,  "  That  the 
wordi,  Ao.  :"  after  debate,  Amendt.  and  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  i  BiU  withdrawn  [Bill  16] 


MON        MO^        [SESSION    1868- 


MTJN        NEW 


UoHK,  Sir.  C.  J.,  OhuenUr 

CitniLilii— RkllwKj  Loan,  R«i.  1148,  IIBS 
Gitil  OffloBt  (PcMiona).  Contid.  SS9 
Uftrringe  with  n  DrecDud  Wits'*   Siiter,   In- 

Wruetion.  407.  *7I) 
Sapplj— ConauUr  Buildingi,  &<i.  1188.  lill 
EmbAMf  Uoum  jtbroad,  USl,  llOfi 
Farnllurc,  Pablio  Depnrlmcnd,  B78 
Uoum  of  Pnrliiiment,  676  ;   Amcndt.  OBI 
lodnslriiil  Mumuid,  Edinburgh,  1312 
Probite  Court  *Dd  RogUtcie*,  Ammdl. 

1310 
Pnblio  Bailding*.  076 
Pnbtio  OSen  Site,  1307 
Publlo  Vttk*  (Iraluid),  1180,  US9 
RmoH  OSea,  )M3 
SutioDorj  Offloe,  1007 

MoHBELL,  Bight  Hon.  W.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Coloniea), 
Zimtrict  Co. 

Caoada  and  (he  Hndton'*  Bar  Companj,  1JI30 

Cape  of  Good  Hope— Bosn  of  the  Traua-Vial 
Kppublii],  1343 

Obion — [long  Kong  Gtnibiing  Houwt.  1M7 

Emigntion  to  WeeUrn  Auttrullo,  IISS 

Mnlta,  R«*.  1776 

South  S«a  blandi,  SUto  Trade  from  the,  641, 
S44 

Wm(  Indie*,  The,  1S8B 

HoirTAair,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  Suntinif' 
dontkire 
Contagioai  Diieaan  (Aninali),  Comm.  el.  IS, 
1371,  1270:  el.  10,ADi«Ddt.  1301 

MoNTOOHEBY,  SiT  0.  0.,  PuUtmhiri 
Annnitir  Tax  (Edinburgh),  3R.  Anendt.  848 

MooKE,  Kr.  G.  H.,  Mayo  Co 

Friaonen  fPolilioal  OScnoai),  Rai,  706,  SOB, 
'     B13, 81(,Sie 

MoKQAK,  Mr.  Q.  0.,  BMhighthirt 

Bnnkropto;.  Camni.  el.  130.  315 
■Eltotioni  (WaUi),  Re*.  1308 
Priionen  {Poliiioal  OSenoei),  Re«.  810 
Real  Eitate  Inteataoj,  SR.  18fi4 
Uninnitr  Tcit*,  Comm.  add.  eL  lOM 

MoBLET,  Earl  of 

Infant  Life  FmerratiOD,  !R.  1799 
Salmon  Fiiherr  Act  (SooUand),  I7S3 

Hori:bt,  Mr.  8.,  Bristol 
Bankruptsj,  Comm.  el.  130,-317  i  d.  181,  IIS  ; 

add.  cl.  418,  tlO 
Impriionment  for  Debt,  Comm,   tl,  I,  S76  ; 

cl.  14,  Amendt.  580 
Sapplf— Uoaae*  of  Parliament,  681 

MoBBiBOH,  Mr.  W.,  Flymrmth 
Regina  v.  OiwoDd,  Onroej,  t  Co.  003 

UowBBAY,  Bight  Hon.   J.  B.,   Oxf«r4 
Univfrsily 
UniTcrait;  teiU,  Comm.  tl.  1,  788 ;   «J.  6, 

798 
VOL.  CXCfVII.    [thibb  bsbqu.] 


MuiTDELLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

French  Trent]',  Motion  for  a  Dommitin,  3S0 
PrlKine™  [Polilionl  OBtnoea),  Rei.  810 
Reginit  t.  Ovorend,  Gurner,  A  Co.  080 
TradeaUnioaa,  3a.  1373 

Kanicipal  Franchise  Bill 

( Tie  Earl  of  UthfiHd) 

L  Mored,  "  That  (b*  Bill  be  no*  read  V  My  B, 

1417:  Bill  read  3'  (No.  135) 

CommittM'  My  13  (No.  187) 

Mmrrz,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 
AHEtnd  RaIm,  Comm.  el.  1,  394 
Billa  of  Eiolianf^e,  Rei.  140 
French  Trtatf,  Motion  for  a  Oomnilttee,  840 
Rcgmn  >.  Orerend,  Gurnsj,  4  Co.  004 
Snpplj — Conmlar  Baildingi.  Ao.  1478 
GmbsH;  Honiea  Abroad,  1406 
Honm  of  ParliameDt,  Report,  14S8 

Mttbphy,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 
PriionEr*  (PoUUsat  OnuoM),  Rc«.  810 

AdmiraUy  CUrkt,  Queation,  Lord  HoDrj' 
I«nnoi  i  Anawer,  Mr.  Childera  June  33,  419 

Plying  Sguadran,  Obaervationa,  Sir  John  lla;  ; 
Replf,  Mr.  Childera  Jim»  18,  309 

Nelboit,  Earl 

Biahopa  Rmignatioo,  3R.  1741 
Endowed  Sobooli,  3R.  613  :  Comm.  ol.  8,1815 
Irtih  Chareh,  2R.  114;  Comm.  el.I6,  Amendt. 
931:  e(.3S.098:  el.  40,  1164 


Ur.  B.,  Somtrut- 


Nbville-Gkesville, 

*hire,  Mid. 

Endowed  Sohooli,  CIO 

Sopplf— Furniture,  Pnblio  DepartmeBtt,  677 
Ror>>l  Parka,  &e.  660,063 

Newdboatb,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Waneichhiri,  If. 
Contagioui  Diieaaei  (Amuala),  Comm.  d.  16, 

1389 
Freooh  Trcatf,  Motioo  for  a  Committee,  340 
Impriaonment  for  Debt,  Conaid.  tl.  5,  763 
Iriah    Church,    Lorda'   Amendti.  1016,  1041, 

1043,  1004 
Murphj,  Mr  ,  Arreit  of,  411,  1543 
Poor  Law  (Removal  of  Children),  R«.  1340 
Public  Houaea,  Ac.  Roa.  466 
Univeraitr  Teala,  Comm.  786  ;  add.  d.  109S 

Hew  Farishei  and  Church  Bnildii^:  Acti 
Amendment  Bill 

( The  Lord  Arthbiihop  of  Ytrk) 
I.  Commlttes*  ;  Report  /toM  94      (No.  184) 
Re-comm.*  July  13 
Report  *  Jvlg  13 
Read  8*  ■  ^u^  15 
BojalAtaent  Ji^aulli   [33*  SS  VM(.e.04.] 

New  Peer 
July  3  —  Lord  RoUo,  Baron. Danaiiig  of  Um 
United  Kingdom  CoCl'^jrC 
3  Y  febtf. 


{INDEX  i 


Who  Puri—eont. 
SatFirtt 
Jane  31— Tha  Lord   Hawkc,  ftAor  ibe  duth 

of  hi*  Brother 
June  23— Tbs  Lord  Stuart  of  Caitte  Stuart, 

aftsr  the  death  of  hit  Father 
JuM  3S — The  Lord  Aihburton,  afler  tha  death 

of  hi«  Father 
July  I— The  Lord  Stanla?  of  Aldetlef,  aftar 

tha  death  of  bis  Father 

Iltpre»entativ«  Peer  for  Scotland 
<Writatid  Return.) 
July  S— The  Earl  of  Kellia ;  CartiBcate  read 

Repr*ttiitativ«  Peer  for  Ireland 
(WritaDdRatom.) 
July  S— Tha  Earl  of  Bantr?,  v.  The  Earl  of 
Wioklow,  deoeaied 

Jfew  Mfmier  Sworn 

Jun*  IT— -Charlei  See!;,  the  jrouager,  esquire, 
Nottingham  Town 

Hewspftpen     Printiiig     and    Beading 

Booms  KI1(T^  Marqtixu  of  Lamdetme) 
I.  Committee*;  Report/un«I8       (No.  13T) 
RendS" /un«31 
Rojal  Asseut  July  13    [33  &  33  Viet.  o.  3«] 

NtCOL,  Ur.  J.  Dyce,  Kineardinathiro 
CoatagiooB  Diaeaui  {Animali},  Couun.  tl.  132, 
IW 

Nitro  OlrcATine  Bill  (Sir  Jckn  Bag,  Mr. 

Atderman  Lawrenet,  Mr.  Qravti) 
e,  Reeolntion  iu  Committee  ;  Reaolution  reported  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  road  l"*  July  13  [Bill  311] 
B«ad3>*Ju/ylS 

NoETH,  Colonel  J.  S.,  Or/ordehirt 

Armj — Colooela  in  the   Indian  Arm;,   1888, 
1880 
Crimean  Priia  Hone;.  1SS9 
Arm; — Adjutanciea  of  Militia,  Rei.  139 
Bright;  Mr.,  Letter  of,  131 

NoETBBBOOJt,  Lord  (Uader  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Army — School  of  Masketr;  at  Iljthe,  Motion 

for  Report,  IBH 
Iriih  Ghurefa,  Comm.  el.  U,  SSB  ;  el.  IS,  930  ; 
tl.   33,   1165,   11S6  ;    Repon,   1600;    SR. 
ISSl 


NoBTHcoTE,    Eteht   Hon.    Sir   8.    H., 
Setonehirf,  N. 
Central  Alia.  1677 
Elaotione  (Walei),  Res.  1333 
India— Aadi  (or  Genenl  of  Aoeonnti,  SA7 
Flaherie*,  367 
Borne  Account!,  118 
IndU— Eait  lodla  (Home  Aceoniita),  Motion  for 
Papen,  1338 


NoEirooD,    Mr.  C.  ii.,   KingtUyn-upon^ 
Hull 
AsMased  Ratei,  Comm.  ei 
Bankrupto;,   Comm.  d.   131,  il9  : 

Ameadt.  419, 120 
Feed  Staffs  and  Mannrei,  Res.  974 
Debt,   Comm,  el. 


:  aid.  el. 


1,  678 


4,   439  ; 


O'Beien,  Sir  P.,  Swing's  Co. 

Dublin  Preeman  Commission,  3R.  1180 
Ireland — Clerk  of  thaCrowo  for  King's  Count;. 

1421 
Regina  r.  Orerand,  Gume;,  A  Co.  933,  984 
Sup^;— Emhaia;  Houiei  Abroad,  14S4,  14<7 
Foreign  Offioe,  1677 

OSoe  of  Wood),  *c.  Amendt.  1704,  1701 
Ro;aI  Parks,  Ao.  667,  663 

O'Neill,  Lord 

Irish  Chnroh,  Report,  1489 


OuBLOw,  Mr.  G,,  dvitdford 
Supplj — Houses  of  Parliament.  0BS 

Order  of  St.  Patriek 
Qnestion,  The  Earl  of  Portarlington ;  Answer, 
Earl  Spencer  July  G,  1 106 

O'Eehxy,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 
Arm; — Adjotanciei  of  Militia,  Re«.  139 
Arm;  Estimates— Arm;  Administration,  143, 
U7 

O'EEtLLY-DEASE,  Mr.  M.,  Louth  Co. 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals),  Comm.  eL  69. 

1634 
Elections  (Vnlos),  Res.  1337 
Malta.  Res.  1776 

Prieonars  (Political  Olbnoe*).  Res.  811 
Supplj— Sutioner;  OfBee,  I6S6 

Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Forei^  Affaire),  Chaiham 

China— Pckin,  Affair  at,  63e 

China— Tien-tiin,  Treat;  of.  Motion  for  Fapart, 
1798 

Egjpt- Snei  Canal,  1664 

Foreign  OSIce — Unpaid  Attache,  1676 

JeoB  in  Roumania,  1535 

Meiico — ReUtions  with,  119 

Sooi6t6  Industriella  et  Agrioote  d'Egjpta,  11S7 

Spain — Treat;  of  Commeroo,  1426 

Supplj- Eml»»r  llooses  Abroad,  146? 
Foreign  OfBoe,  1077, 1679 
Publio  Buildings,  876 


OxFOBD,  Biahop  of 

Irish  Church,  364;  Comn.  Preamble,  713: 
el.  3,  7SI  :  a.  38,  lOJi ;  el.  60,  Amendt, 
1360,1361 


PAL  {SESSION    1868-9) 


Ofiter  and   HnaBel   Pisheriet   Snpple- 
mental  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  KivAtrley) 
I.  Rrod  3'"  June  17  (No.  139) 

CommittM*;  Report /him  31 
RsmIS**  JinuSa 
Rofil  AMant  July  13     [33  A  33  Ftcf.o.  TO] 


OytUr  Dredging 
Qa«BtiaD,   Mr.   BUks  ; 
Mj,  13, 1SS7 


Aoiwer,  Mr,   Bright 


Packet  and  Telegraph  Contract! 

Mared,  Th>t  the  &nt  Resolution  of  the  Hauu 
of  the  21Ch  Julj,  ISSO—'-That  in  ill  CoD- 
tnclB  eitending  OTer  a  period  of  jeors,  nod 
oreuting  a  pablio  obarge,  setaal  or  praipsc- 
ti»o,  entered  into  by  the  QoTernnient  for  Che 
ConTejaDee  of  Mail*  by  Sea,  or  for  the 
pnrpoM  of  Telegrapbio  CammnnieiitioDi  be- 
yond Sea,  there  should  be  inserted  the  eon- 
dition  that  the  Contract  shall  not  be  binding 
until  it  haa  been  laid  open  the  Table  of  the 
House  oF  CommoDi  for  one  Month  witbont 
disapproial,  aniesa,  prerioiu  to  the  lapse  of 
that  period,  it  has  been  approTed  of  bj  a 
Resalotion  of  the  House,"  be  read  and  re- 
scinded :  and  in  tieu  thereof,  that  it  be   re- 

"  That  in  all  Contract!  extending  orer  a  period 
of  jears  and  creating  a  publia  charge,  aotual 
or  proipcotiTe,  entered  into  by  the  Govern- 
neDt  for  the  Conveyance  of  Mails  by  Sea,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  Telegraphio  Comuinnica- 
tioaa  beyond  Sea,  there  should  be  inaerted 
the  oondttloQ  that  the  Contract  shall  not  be 
bioillng  until  it  has  been  approved  of  by  a  Re- 
iolation  of  the  Uonse  "  ( The  Mar^um  of 
HartingUm)  July  13,  181B ;  Motion  sigreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  aoid  Resolntiou,  and  the 
Rasolutiona  of  the  Hoese  of  tbe  31th  July 
18S0,  be  Standing  Orders  of  thu  House 

Pakdjotom,    Eight   Hon.    Sir    J.    8., 
Droitwieh 
Army  Eitinuttei— Army  AdminJatnition,  118 

Military  Education,  143 
Begina  t.  Orerend,  Gumey,  A  Co.  688 

Palk,  Sir  L.,  Devonthire,  3. 
Dublin  City  Writ,  133 
Parliamentary  DiaqnaliSeation,  Sfil 

Pauieb,  Sir  E.,  Richmond 
Bankruptcy,  Comni.  el.  130.  31S,  333 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  Consid.  cl.  6,  Tfll,  T6T 
Irish  Churob,  Lords'  Amendta.  1830,1 8S«,  1973, 

1979 
Law  CourU.  New,  HotionforaCommitlce.lel 
UnlTenity  TeiU,  Oomm.  cl.  6,   194 ;  add.  cl. 

1090,  1093,  10S9 

PjjJiEE,  Mr.  J.  Hinde,  Lincoln  City 
Bankruptey,  Comm.  ct.  131.  416  ;  add.  d.  418 
^w  Courts,  New,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

462 
^ti^  Ketale  InUslacy,  2R.  I3S8  , 


Parkek,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Periktiire 

Endowed  Hospitals,  Ao.  (Scotland).  Comm.ISB 
Game  Uws(Soolland}[Ur.M'L*gan],3R.fiOS 

Park  Gate  Chapd  Marriosea  (re-a»njnitud) 

Bill 
e.  Committw*— a.p.  Jane  31  [Bill  111] 

Committee*;  Report /uit«  34 

Considered  *  Juiu  30 

Read  3°  *  June  38 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [33  i  33  Vicl.  o.  SO] 

^ailiamntt 


Order  in  the  Hoiae,  ObserTatianB,Lord  Romilly{ 
Reply,  Earl  Graniille  ;  debate  tbet«oii 
June  33,  400 

COUMONl — 

Dublin  City  Writ,  Order  read,  for  resuming 
Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  [Uth  June],  "  Thnt  Mr.  Speaker 
do  issue  bis  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  tbe 
Crown  in  Ireland,  to  make  out  a  new  Writ 
for  the  electing  of  a  Ciliien  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  fur  the  City  of  Dublin,  in 
the  room  of  Sir  Arthur  Guinness,  baronet, 
whose  Election  has  been  determined  to  be 
Toid  "  {Mr.  Noel:)  nnd  which  Amendment 
was,  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"leave  be  given  to  bring  in  ■  Bill  for  dii- 
frane biting  the  Freemen  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  "  (Sir  Oeorge  Grey) 
Question  again  proposed,  '■  That  those  words 
be  there  added  ;*'  Debate  resumed  Jane  17, 
136 :  alter  short  debate,  QueslioQ  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
'■  That  leave  bo  given  to  bring  In  a  Bill  for 
disfranchising  tbe  Freemen  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,"  put.  and  agreed  to 

Boate  o/ Comment — IntufieieiU  Aeeommodation 
oftheBoiae,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Snpp^ 
Jidy  1,  To  leave  oat  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  before  granting  the  sums  required  for  the 
mainteninee  and  repair  of  the  present  Honses 
of  Parliament,  this  House  deems  it  right  to 

dation  tor  Members  is  not  sufflolent "  (Mr. 
Beadiam),  963 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
tbe  wordi,  Ac. ;"  after  «bor(deb«l«,Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Ladiet'  Galleriei,  The,  Question,  Mr.  H.  A. 
Herbert  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Layard  Juae  17. 120 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  9,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  grating  in  front 
ol  tbe  Ladies'  Gallery  should  be  removed  " 
(ifr.  Herbert),  1083  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  lliat  tbe  words,  bn. ;"  after  abort  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Sunne$M  of  the  Haute  —  ifornino  SiUinyi, 
OhsenatiMS,  Mr.  Bentinok  ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Gladitono  ;  short  debate  thereon /uly  3, 1131 

Parlianientary  Diiqualijtealion — Treaiary  AU 
loaaitce  on  Abolition  of  Cfgiee,  Question,  Sir 
Lawrence  Palk ;  Answer,  The  Allonw; 
General  yuM  31,  331 

try  Ifetumt,  Question,  Mr.  Peekii 

,  Ur.  Ayrton  /w'y  IS, 

leant.' 


-lb 


{INDEX} 
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PiBLiun  RT — cent. 
Piiliee  Cmutablit,  ftncBtion,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan; 

Anairar,  Mr.  Emce  JWif  13,  1863 
Publie    Butineis.    Queition,   Mr.    Cnirford; 

Aniwer,  Mr.  Gladstooe  July  12,  1609 

Parochial  Schools  (ScotUsd)  Bill  {Lmdt) 

t.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  b«  ooir  rend  S° " 
July  12,  1711  :  aRar  abort  debate,  Bill 
rend  3'  fBill  1041 

CommUMe* :  Report  My  13         [BUI  219] 

Purtf  FrocMoong  (Irelaud)  Bill 

(Jtff ,  JTilliam  Johtulon.  The  (fDonoghue) 

e.  Adjanrned  DslMte  on  QueHion  [ISth  March], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3° "  rsaumed 
Ja<M  30,  861 :  >ftar  debate.  Debate  further 
adjonmad  [Bill  6] 

Patten,   Ei^ht  Hon.   CJolonel  J.  W., 
Zaneashtre,  JV. 
Irish  Church,  Lordt'  Amendtl.  19S1 
Party  Procesiions  (Ireland),  SR.  868 
Supply—  Heuie  oF Commons  Offloea,  11T6 

Peabe,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham  S.   - 

CoDtagioas  Diieaias  (Animala),  Comm.  el.  SS, 

1S33 
Supply— Beiue*  of  Parliament,  630 

Peek,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Surrty,  Mi. 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  Comm.  c[.  4,  437 
Parliament — Morning  Siilingi,  1197 
Pnrli.imentary  Keturni,  1687 
Valuation   of   Property   (Metropolis),  Comm. 
el.  11, 1482 

Peel,  Mr,  A.  W.  (^Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  Commisaioners),  Warwick  Bo. 
Asaeawd  Ratea,  Coniid.  add.  el.  I0B3 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  LeieetUrihire,  S. 
Bctlen'a  Cbarity,  SAO 

CoQiRgioua  Diaeaaes  (Animala),  Comm.  el.  IS, 
138:;  ;  el.  04.  IS38 :  tl.  03,  IS33  ;  el.  73, 
1B40  i  odd.  el.  1773 

PsuBERTON,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Sent,  E. 
Ireland— Selinre  of  Fiahing  Smacte,  94S 

PeiuioiiB  Commntfttioii  BiU 

{Ur.  Dtdiiai,  Jfr.   ChaneitUoT  of  the  Exehequer, 

Mr.  Starufeld) 
e.  Beiolations  in  ConimiElee  Jane  SS 

Resoluiiona  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  :  read  1°* 
June  29  [Bill  187] 

Read  !•  ■  July  6 

Commiilee*:  lteport/u(yO 

Considered  ■  July  7 

Read  3"  •  July  8 
I.  Read  \'*{Thelfarmuiiof  Lanidowie)Jidy9 

Read  2"  Jutjf  15  (No.  138) 

Penzance,  Lord 
Irish  Church,  Comm.  el.  7, 7SS  ;  Amendl.  7118 
8R.  1617 


Pbtebbobodob,  Biefaop  of 

Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  U 

Iriah  Church,  3R.  306;  Comm.  el.  7.  7S7; 
el.  13.870;  el.  11,  Amondt.  386,  8fil,  007, 
S17;ef.20,1000;cf.29,llSa:Reporl,1900, 
IC03 

Petroleum  Bill 

{Mr.  Knateh&ull-Buge»un.  Mr.  Secretary  Bmai) 
Report  Julys         [BUt  1S4] 


Philips,  Mr.  E.  N.,  Surf/ 
French  Treaty,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  SSO 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  ConflrmatHni 

Bill    {The  Earl  of  KiB^erUy) 
I.  Readl"/un«17  (No.  184) 

Read  3>*  Juiie  18 
Committee*;  Report  Jiin£3S 
Reads**  JitM  38 
Royal  Aaaeot  Jvly  13    [32  A  33  VUi.  e.  71] 

PiM,  Mr.  J.,  J>ubliit  City 

Iriah  Church,  Lords'  Amendts.  1961,  1985 
Money  U«>{lreland).  aR.  480 
Supply— Stationery  6C5ce,  1690 


Platfair,  Dr.  Lyon,  Sdtnhurgk  and 
Andrew' *  Vniversitiet 
Endowed  Hospitals,   &c.    (Scotland),    C< 

Amaodt.  100 
Fnradny,  Proposed  Monument  lo,  1173 
Paroehinl  Schoola  (Scotland),  3R.  1T31 
Uniiersity  TesU,  Comn.  add.  d.  1091 


Pollard  -  Ueqohakt,    Mr.    W.,    Wtit- 

mealh  Co. 
Army  Estimate* — SuperannnntloD  AllovanMi, 


PooE  Law 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hodm, 
a  closer  nnd  more  h.irmoniouB  correspond 
denoe  between  tlie  Crntral  and  Loonl  Poor 
Law  nulhoritiea.  nnd,  in  oonsequenoe,  a  mor* 
nnifarro  and  efficient  ayslem  of  pnroohisl  ad- 
miniairntiou  wauM  be  ettabiish«l,  snd  the 
inoidenoe  of  Local  Tnialion  would  be  aafaly 
reclifled  if,  ns  in  the  oaae  of  Education,  gmnta, 
condiiianal  on  efficiency,  were  made  from 
National  sources,  through  the  medium  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board"  {Mr.  Ralhbene)  Jane  ii, 
430  :  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Catholic  CMd'en  in  Worklioutet,  Queation, 
Mr.  Kekewich ;  Answer,  Mr.  Goscben  /u/yS, 
1419 


FOO        FOO        {SESSION     1868-9} 


l/arberlh  Unioa  —  Trtatmtnl  of  Rtpacimy 
Vagrant*,  IJuotiaii.  Mr.  F.  A.  Tftjlor ; 
Answer,  Mr.  GoachsD  Juat  18,  308  ;  July  16, 
18U0 

Poor  in  England  and  Walet,  Morad,  Tbat  an 
humble  Addreu  be  preuntedto  Her  MBJeitf. 
pn/ing  lb>t  Her  Mnjestjr  irill  b*  grnoioatlr 
pleased  ta  iuue  s  Royal  Commiuioa  Co  in- 
quire  inlo  the  ownlioa  and  sdmiDlitraliiin 
of  Ibe  Lawi  for  Cna  Keliefoftbe  Poor  in  Eng- 
land and  Walei  ( TAt  Maxquett  Taamtliend) 
June  33,  399  ;  »ft«r  ibort  dsbale,  Motion 
irithdraon 

Btmoval  of  Childrtn,  MoTed,  "That  In  anj 
Gate  Hhere  a  board  ofguardianioranf  pariab 
or  union  ehall  bare  made  due  proTuion  iiilbia 
the  workhouse  or  ditlriet  scfaool  for  tbe  in- 
■truotian  In  their  own  fnitb  of  children  not 
of  the  EBtabiished  Church,  their  religious 
righlB  being  nmpij  woured  and  the  apiril  of 
the  law  effealuallj  carried  out,  it  is  ineipe- 
diaot  (hat  the  Poor  Law  Board  ihaDld  exer- 
oiia  ilB  diHireliooar*  power  to  enfbrae  the 
removnl  of  luoh  children  to  sobooli  not  under 
the  control  of  the  guardians  or  of  tbe  parish 
authorities"  (ifr.  Thomai  Chambert)  July  9, 
138< ;  after  short  debate  ;  A.  ae,  N,  71  : 
M.  4S 

SU  MarylAimt  Worthoutt  SekoU,  Question, 
Mr,  Cognu  ;  Auiwer,  Mr.  GoMben  Jtdt/  I, 
944 

St.  Pancnu  Worktimite,  Queetion,  Colonel 
Barltetot;  Answer,  Mr.  Gosohen  Jvty  13, 
1734;  Qunlion,  Dr,  Brewer;  Aniver,  Mr, 
GosehtD  Juiy  H,  IBZO 

Poor  Lav  Board  FroTiaioiul  Orders  Con- 

flrmation  Bill    {JA-.  Pti,  Mr.  Gatelitn) 
c.  Read  a*  •  Jane  17  [BiU  IBS] 

Committee*;  Report JuM  18 

Rend  S^'/umSI 
1.  Read  I*  ■  ( The  Eari  6/  KimberUy)  Jmt  33 

Head  3*'  July  13  (Ko.  143) 

CommlttM*:  Report  July  It 

£oor  Law  (Irelaod)  Amendment  (Ho.  3) 

Bill  {Mr.  Gregory,  Colonel  Vandelair) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  23  [BIU  173] 

Rend  3°  •  June  38 
Referred  to  Select  Comm.  July  6 
Select  Com mitiee  nominated ;  ListofUMCom. 

Diiltee  July  3, 1341 
Report*  July  13 

Poor  Lav  Union  Loans  Bill 

(ifr.  Candlith,  Mr.  Bibberi,  Mr.  DUUefn) 
e.  Committee* ;  Report  J^u^e  17        [Bill  137] 

Re<comm.*:  Report  Jun«  31 

Coneidrred  *  June  S3 

Read  3°*  June  23 
I.  Road  I*  ■  (  The  Earl  of  Devon)  JuiM  34 

Read  3>  ■  Julu  S  (No.  148) 

Comnitlee*  Jvly  16  ** 


POBTABUHOTOH,  Earl  of 
Irish   Church,   Report,  1493 
St.  Patrick,  Order  of,  UOfl 

PoETMAK,  Lord 
Irish  Cburvb,  331 
Juitloes  of  the  Peace  Qualifleatlon,  Sit.  311 


PoTis,  Earl  of 
Bishops  Elesigantioci,  3R.  1743 
IrilhChnrob,  Comm.  o{.  39,  1193;  «I.  41, 1169 

Prisoners  (Political  Offimeet) 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  the  duty  of  lb«  Government 
talnttitnCe  a  publio  inquirj  into  the  penal 
discipline  of  our  Prisons,  for  the  purpose  of 
a  better  cluiiBcstiDii  of  prisaneri  geiierall;  ; 
distinguishing  the  tried  from  the  untrled,aiid 
those  who  mnj  be  charged  with  offences  from 
those  who.  under  exceptional  cireumslanoei, 
maj  be  lemporarilj  detained  without  any 
specific  charge  having  been  preferred  against 
them"  {Jfr.  Oeorge  Moore)  June  39,798; 
■ner  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  31,  N.  171 ; 
M.  140 

Mored,  '•  That  Iler  M^estf's  Government 
•bonld  inquire  how  far  politioal  offeadera 
should  ba  regarded  as  a  sepanit*  chue,  and 
bow  far  tbe  seTeritjr  of  the  punishment  to 
whieh  tbe  political  convicts  in  our  Priiona 
have  been  already  subjected  may  he  regarded 
as  reasonable  grounds  for  n  faiourahle  oon- 
sideraiion  in  their  ease"(Jfr.  Oearge  Moore), 
813  ;  Question  put,  and  aegatived 

Prisons  (Scotland)  AdminiBtratioii  Act 
(1860)  Amendment  Bill    (The  Lord 
Advoeate,  Mr.  Secretary  Bruce,  Mr.  SoUeHor 
Oeneralfor  Scotland) 
e.  R«ad  3°  *  June  1 7  [BiU  145] 

Committee  ■  ;  Report  June  31 
Read  3°*  Ju«e  38 
I.  BMdl—(TheEarlo/  Morley)Jiai*2a 

(So.  139) 

Pvhlie  ffoiaes,  Sfe. 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoaee, 
it  is  expedient  that  any  measure  for  the  gene* 
ral  amendment  of  the  Lawa  for  Licensing 
Public  Houses,  Beer  Houses,  and  Refresh- 
ment Houses  should  include  the  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  Uquors  on  Sunday"  (ifr. 
RgUmdt)  June  29,  til ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 


(No.  191) 


Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Act  (1863)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {TKe  PUeovU Li/orO) 
I.  Read  3**  June  31  (No.  134) 

Committee*:  Report Juiw2S 

Head  S*  *  Jane  38 

Royal  Assent  July  13     [33  A  33  Viet.  e.  33] 


Pnblio  Parks  (Ireland)  Bill 

(The  Viuoimt Liford 

.Bead's- */«..«  31 

(No 

131) 

Committee  *  July  1 

(No 

183) 

Report  •/«Ii,  a 

Road  3" /u/vS 

Royal  Aseent/B^jf  13    [33  4  33  PSa.o.  38] 

PnWo  Schools  Aet(1868)AmendmentBilI 

(Mr.  Secretary  Bruce,  Mr.  Solicitor  General) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  July  U  [BJU317] 


j  INDEXI 


197. 


Pnblio  Works  (Ireland)  Bfll 

(Mt.  AyrCim,  Mr.   Chanedlor  of  the  Exchtqutr) 

c.  Ordered  ;  reul  1°*  Ji^y  8  [Bill  303] 

Queen  Anne's  Botmly  Bill  [h.l.] 

[  Tht  Lord  Anhbiilup  0/  Canlerburt/) 
I.  PFeunt«<i;  read  !••  July  13        (No.  1S5) 

Baizeb,  Mr.  H.  C,   Chetier 

UniTerait;  Testa,  Comm.  cl.  6,  fSO,  793 ; 
add.  cl.  1094, 1099 

Railway   ConBtraction    Facilities   Act 
(1864)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.   WhaUey,  Mr.  M'Xahon) 
e.  R«ad3°*/u^S  [Bill  91] 

Kailways  Abandonment  Bill 

(Mr.  ShawLefaire,  Mr.  John  Briqhl) 
c.0rdere4;  md  1° ■ /un<  29  [BUI  IBfl] 

Read2<*  Jufy  S 

Eathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

Aeuased  lUtea,  Conun.  cl.  1,  Amendt.  386, 
£91),  394,  SOT,  393:  cL  10,  Amendt.  S33i 
add.  el.  G36  i  Conaid.  Amendt.  108S 

Bankruptof,  Catam.add.cl.  11? 

Imprieonment  Tor  Dabt,  Cooaid.  d.  6,  TOT 

Poor  Law,  Km.  430,  443,  44T 

Read,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Agrlcnltural  Retunia,  Kes.  837 
Contngioaa  Diawnea  (Animals),  Comm.  </.  IS, 

Amendt.  12TI,IST3, 1390,  I39I;  d. 7, 1768; 

add.cl  1770.1771,1773 
Feed  Stu%  and  Mannrea,  Res.  974 

Seal  Estate  Intestacy  Bill 

{Mr.  Locke  King,  Mr,  Botaterie,  Mr,  Eindo 
Palmer,  Mr.  BeadUm) 
c.  Moved,    '■  That  the   BiU  be    now  read   3" " 
July  14,  IBSO 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  apon 
this  da;  three  montht"  {Mr .  Bere^ard Hope); 
after  debate,  QnesCion  put,   "  'Tfant   '  now,' 
Ao. ;"  A.  108,  N.  U4 ;  M.  3fi  ;  main  Quea- 
tiOD  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3°  [Bill  49] 

Bedesdai^e,  Lord  (Chairman  of  Ckim- 
mittoes) 
Bishops  Resignation,  3  R.  ITIT 
IrUh  Church,  311.05,  TO.  83, 391  ;  Comm.  <;2.6, 
7Bt :   el.  13,  Amendt.  883  :  Report.  1188, 
1193  :  add.  cl.  1496,  1499;  3R.  ISIS 
ParlitmeDl — Order  in  the  Honae,  40T 

Beed,  Mr.  C,  Eackney 

Snndar  and  Ragged  Schools.  Comm.  IM.  469 

Segina  v.   (herend,  Gumey,  if  Co. 

Question,  Ur.  Ejkjin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brace 
June  30,  821  ;  ObserTaUooa,  Hr.  E^kjn, 
97s ;  lUptr,  Mr.  Bruce  ;  debate  thereon : 
MoTod. "  That  this  Honse  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Fawcett),  put,  and  nfgntlTcd  July  1 ,  960  ;  ' 
Obsemliona.  Mr.  FawoecE :  Iteplr,  The  ' 
Solicitor  Gcoenl  JiUy  i,  1 194 


Betigions,  Edncational,  ftc.  Societiet  In- 
corporation Bill    { The  Lord  BomiUy) 

t.  UoTed,  "  That  the  Honae  do  now  resoW*  itaeU 
Into  a  Committee  "  Junt  33,  SOT  ;  after 
abort  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Sopreientation  of  the  People  Mt,  1867— 
Repretentation  of  Minoritie* 
Question,   Sir  Henrf  Eoare  ;    Auwer,   Ur. 
Gladatone  Junt  IT,  134 


RiCHAiLDS,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Cardiganthire 
Eleetions(Wales),  Res.  1331,  1323 
Impriaonment  for  Debt.  Comm.  d.  5,  STT 

RtouuoHD,  Duie  of 

Endowed  Sohoo1^  Comm.  ISSS,  1808, 187S 
J  natloea  ofthe  Peaoe  ftualifloatjon,  3R.  Anundt. 
610,611 

Bmifv,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Northumba-land,  N. 
Agricultural  Labourers,  Etas.  690 
Contagiona  Dimmm  (AnimaU^  Comm.  et.  48, 

1S31 


Boada  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill 
( The  Lord  AdvoeaU,  M-.  SoUeitor  Geaeral 
for  SeoUaad) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  July  9  [BiU  SOT] 

BiU  withdrawn  *  Jidy  10 

RoDEN,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Stoke-m-Trent 
ImprlMonwDtfor  Debt,  Comm.  d.  6, 6T8 

RouiLLY,  Lord 
Baakraplcy,  2R.  UlS 
Irish  Cbureh,  Comm.  cl.  7,  TST;  d.  19, 128S, 

1366;  c;.31.  Amendt.  1267 
Parliament — Order  in  the  floase,  400 
ReltgiouB.   Bduoalional,   Ac.   SMietiM  InoM^ 

poratioo,  Comm.  687, 669 

RoUKET,  Earl  of 
Charitj  Oommissionen,  2R.  1719 
Endowed  SohooU,  Comm.  cl.  30,  lS8i 

RoBBE,  Earl  of 

Iriah  Cburob,  Report.  1401 

Romnania,  Jewt  in 

QueittOD,  Mr.  Alderman   Salomou  ;  AmwM*, 
Mr.  Otwa;  July  9,  1631 

Rru^ELL,  Earl 
Irish  Church.  2a.  103  ;  Comm.Pr«amU#.798  ; 

e^3T.10ia:e;.33.10Ii;  Report,  1104,1519; 

3K.  1010 
Lile  PMrage^ 3K.  1398        QqqoI^^ 


{ SESSION     1868. 


BuTLAiTD,  Duke  of 
IriihChDrah.Comm.Pnuabla,  738;  «1. 3,710, 
7S3 ;  d.  41,  11S3 

£yd»  Pier 

QoMtioni,  Sir  Jun«  Elphlnitona,  Lord  'Btnrj 
Lannox;  ADtirer«,Mr.CfaUderB  JuM31,9fi8 

BYl.un>e,  Mr.  P.,  Warrington 
AHMHd  IUCm,  Comm.  el.  1, 39JI 
Publia  HouMB,  id.  Bei.  417,  4S8 
Supid;— Publio  Work!  (Ireland),  1403 
Kslea  on  Oorenimtnt  Propratr,  14S9 
SUtioDar7  Offloe,  16B3 

St.  Datid'b,  Bishop  of 
Iriih  CboToh,  Conun.Preambla,  730 ;  el.  13, 871 


jSob  of  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Hond,  "  Tbtit,  in  tbe  opinion  of  thl*  Hodw, 
it  ii  eipadiaat  tfaat  anj  mrainre  for  tbe  gene- 
ral  kmcndmsnt  of  the  Liwi  for  Lioeoiing 
Publio  UonMi,  Beer  Houaet,  and  RefrcBh- 
ment  Houaei  abould  include  the  prohitHtion 
of  the  ule  of  Liqaon  on  Sunder  "  (Jfr. 
Rvlandi)  Juan  33,  447  :  after  abort  debate, 
MotioD  witbdrawn 

Sausbuiit,  Marquess  of 
Bright,  Mr.,  Letter  of,  Ifi 

Endowed  SobooU,  Comm.  1S74  ;  et.  14,  Amendt. 
1BT7, 187B  ;  et.  19,  18S3  ;  el.  30,  1863 


IriihCburoh,  3R.  81,  83  j  Comm.  Preamble, 
73S 1  el.  3,  74a  :  et.  0,  7S4  :  et.  13,  8T7  ; 
eZ.  14,  Amendt.  901,910  1  Bf.  15,  Amendt.  ei8, 
930;  el.  37.  Amendt.  1001  ;  cl.  38,  lOeS; 
tl.  3S,  1130;  cI.S3, 1167, 1104  ;  cf.S8,134S, 
1348  ;  Report,  Amendt.  1490,  1307,  1508, 
IS30, 1534 

Parliament — Order  in  tbe  Hddm,  404 


Stilmon  Fiiheriet 
Select  CommitteB  appointed, "  to  inqnire  into 
the  preient  >tate  of  Iba  Lawa  affecting  the 
Salman  Fiaheriei  of  England  and  Walea,  and 
to  report  nhetber  anj  and  what  amendments 
are  reqnired  IbereJn"  {Mr.  Doddt)  June  17, 
lei  I  Liat  of  the  Committee,  161 

Stlmon  Fitlieries  Law  Amendment  Bill 
{Mr.  EmtOlmtUBagatm,  Mr.  Setrttary  Brvee) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  *  June  17  [BiU  130] 

Saiouoits,  Mr.  Alderman  D.,  Grunwick 
ImprlMomeot  for  ebt,    Comm.  el.  6,  673; 

d.  18,  081 
Inaolveat  Debtor*  and    Bankmpte]'  Baptal, 

1326 
JewB  in  Bonnania,  1323 
Sapplf— Home  OfBoe,  Ao.  Departmentc,  1480 
BOBHI  of  Farliainent,  083 


Sauuelson,  Mr,  B.,  Banhury 
Aueaied  Ratea,  Oenaid,  add,  d.  1083 
Education  Voice,  513 

Sauuelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,   Cktltenham 
Parliameot— Ladiei'  Gallerf ,  Rei.  1383 

Samikin,  Viscount,  Lietrpool 
"'    ■■       (Walea),  Res.  1338 


SAnTOSis,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Carmarthtnihire 
Armr— Adjotaneiei  of  Militia,  Kei.  138 
UniTeraitjt  Teete,  Gonun.  add.  el,  1093 

SavingB  Banks  and  Post  Office  Savings 
Bajlks  BiU     OVr,  DodMon,  Mr.  SUaufeld, 

Mr.  ChanHlhr  of  the  Exeheqaer) 
e.  Beiolntian  in  Coiamittee  Jvlg  3 

Reiolu^n  reported;   Bill  onlered  ;   read  1" 
July  7  [Bill  199] 

SoLATKE-BooTH,  Mr.  &.,  Hampshire, 
Bankmptoj,  Comm.  cl.  130,  314 
Ciril  Offloea  (FeDaiona),  Conaid.  cl.  3, SSI 
Snndajand  Ragged  Soboola,  Comm.  463 
Sapplj— Board  of  Trade,  1383 

Furniture,  Public  DepartmenCa,  077,  678 

Home  Office,  &c.  Department*,  1480 

House  of  Commona  OtRcea,  1473,  14TT 

Bouae  of  Lorda  Offleea,  147S 

HouBoa  ofParliament.OSO  ;  Report,   441 

LnnaOf  Commiuion,  1689 

Poor  Law  Commiation,  1088 

Probate  Court  and  Regtitriei.  131 1 

Public  Bnitdinga.  374,  e7fi,  676 

Public  OfflcH  Site,  1303,  1206 

Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's    Ueput- 
ment  (Scotland),  1710 

Rofal  Parks,  ho.  638,  671 

Treaiurr,  Ac.  Departments,  1478, 1479 

Works,  Ac.  1705 

SOOTLAKD 

Seotch   Salmon  Fithm/  Act,  1863,  Q,aeBtion, 

Lord  Abinger  ;  Ana:wer,  The  Earl  of  Morle* 

July  13,  1T53 

IVtwiJrt,  Question,  Sir  DaTJd  Wedderburn ; 

Mr.  Bruce  July  IS,  If" 

"'     '    '■     •  S*  .    , 

,   Bruce  July  IS, 


ScouitFiELD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Pembrokethire 
Agricnltoral  Labourers,  Rea.003 
Eleotloni  (Wales),  Bei.  1919 
Snpplf — Poor  Law  Commission,  1388 
SUtionerj  Ofke,  1693 

Sea  FlsberieB  Act  (1868)  Eztenaion  BiU 

( Mr.  Andrtm  JohnMton,  CoUuul  Brxte,  Mr. 

Donald  DalrympU) 

c.  BiU  witbdrawn*  Jviy  14  [Bill  tS6] 


Sea  TuharisB  Act  (1866)  Sn^lememtal 

Bill  {TUEm-lo/KimberUti) 

I.  Read  »•  June  17  (No.  133) 

Conimitlcc  *  ;  Report  Jtine  24 

Read  3'  *  Jmt  33 

Rojnl  Auaot  Jul!/ \2    [31  ft  33  Fwt.  e.  81] 

Seamen's  Clothing  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  Tht  Earl  of  Camperdoan) 
I.  Prenoted ;  read  1*  ■  Julg  13        (No.  189^ 

Seeds  Adolteratioa  BiU  [Mr.  WeOy,  Mr. 
Brand.  Sir  Mlehatl  Hieki-BatA,  Mr.  Btadf 

«,  Bcferred  to  Select  Commilteo ;  Selmt  Com- 
mitiee  DomiBBtod  ;  List  of  the  CommittM 
/•uM  28  [BiU  19] 

Sbelt,  Mr.  0.,  Lincoln   City 

Supplj— Embus;  Houiss  Abroad,  1136 

SsLwm-lBBBTSON,  Sir  H.  J.,  .Essex,  JT. 
Aoeued  Rntei,  Comid.  add.  el.  1083 
Contngiona  DiHuial  (AniniDla],  romm.  cl.  IS, 

1363 
Marringe  with  a  Decerned  Wife's  Sister,   Id- 

slruetion,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  IST 
ParliamsDl — Moraiog  Sittiags,  1190 

Shertdam,  Mr.  H.  B,,  DudUy 
Police  CcDitables,  Pa<r  of,  1668 

Sheblock,  Mr.  D.,  King's  Co. 
Dublin  Freemen,  Lenre,  9B3 
Suppl; — Stationer;  OIBce.  ITDO 

Shipping    Duel    Szemption  Aet  (1867) 
Amendment  Bill 
(Jfr.  Rutull  Oumey,  Mr.  WilHam  Ctwptr) 
c.  Resolution  in  Committee  ;  Resclution  reported  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  road  V  *  Jane  38  (BUI  181] 
Read  2°  •  Ji./y  6 
Committee*:  Rtpart  Julg e 
Considered  '  Jitty  T 
■      Read3»»/>Jy7 
I.  Read  !•  ■  ( fAe  £itr(  of  SXnAerley)  July  9 

(No,  1T8) 

SmsBOTTOif,  Mr.  J.,  StaUylridgt 
SociiM  ladnitriella  •(  Agriool*  d'Egjpl«,  1167 

Silk  Manttfaeturet 

Ameodt.  on   Committee  of  Snpplj  Jimt   18, 

To   leave  oat   from   "  Ttinl,"  and  add   "  a 

Scteot    Committee   be  appointed   to  inquire 

into  and  report  upon  the  operation  of  the 


SUTTH,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Sttclport 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animnli),  Comm.  «!.  67, 
1339:  el.W,  1TS3:   el.  93,  Amendt.  1T59, 
1701,  1703;  el.  101,  it. 

SoucixoR   General,   Ths    (Sir  J.    D. 
Colebidoe),  Exeter 
Impriaonment  for  Debt,  Conaid.  d.  S,  763 
Re.ll  Estate  Intestacf,  3K.  1S60 
Reginn*.  OTerend.  Gumer,  diCo.  1IS6,  IIH 
Unirersit;  Teats,  Comm.  c(.  1, 789  \  d.  6, 793; 
add.d.  1997,1101,  11U3 

SOMEHBET,  Duko  of 

Biahopa  Reaisnntion.  3R.  1T43 
Endowed  School*,  Comm.  cl.  13,  1S76 
Iriah  Church.  Comm.  el.  1 8,  8T1 ;  «I.  H,  999  i 
Beport,  1193;  3K.  1338 

South  Eattem  Railway 

Question,  Captain  Groin 

Bright /uiw  21,  SSd 

Soutk  Eentington  Mttteum 
Qooation,    Lord    Elclio  ;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forater  June  29,  S70 

South  Sea  Islands — Slave  Trad*  from  th* 

Question,  Mr.    P.    A.    Tnjior;    Anawer,   Mr. 
MoDsell  i  short  debate  thereon  Jtut*  28,  333 

Spain — Treaty  of  Gommfrce 
Qoeation,   Mr.   Biile; ;    Aniwsr,  Mr.   Otwaf 
July  8.  142S 

Speaker,  The  (Bight  Hon.  J.  E.  Deki- 
son)  Noitinfhanuhire,  N. 
Elections  (Wales),  Kea.  1333 
Irish   Church,  Lords'   AmendU.   1931,   1911, 

191S,  1949.1938 
Reginn  T.  Oterend,  Gimejr,  A  Co.  B7T,  980, 


9DJ),  1 1 


-  Esoaat    Negotiatkna  with, 


Ccmmercial  Treat;  with  Fr 
the  13th  dn;  of  Janunrf  ]  830,  and  partioa- 
larl;  aa  it  affecta  (he  Silk  Manufacture  in  this 
Countr;  "  {Mr.  Suntiry  UUl),  339  ;  Quc*- 
tion  propoied,  "  That  the  worda,  Ac. ;"  aller 
debate,  Queation  put ;  A.  135,  N.  101 ;  M.  SI 

SDfON,  Mr.  Seijeant  J.,  Deuishury 

Baahraptc;,  Cona.  d.  131,  Amendt.  IIS 
^  Impi'isooment  for  Debt,  Comm.   cl.  S,  675  ; 

d.  (0)  13,673;   d.  H,  886;  Contid.  cl.  H, 

Amendt.  761,761,766 


Special  and  Common  Juries  Bill 

(  Viscount  Eafitld,  Mr.  Beadlam,  Mr.  Denman) 
t.  Read  1"  •  June  23  [Bill  1 JS3 

Special  BailB  Bill 

(Mr.  Badfidd,  Mr.  DtKBiim) 
c.  Commi(tee~B.F  June  35  [BiU  183] 

Committee':  KeportJ«n«28 
Conaidered*  JuM  29 
Jane  31 


ifled  I  2.  Read  \'*  {The  Lord  CluaceUor)  July  1 


Sfencer,  Earl  (Lord  lieutenant  of  Ir«- 
Und) 
Ireland — Religrioui  Diaturbancea,  1317 
St.  Patrick,  Order  ot;  1107 

Stacpoole,  Mr,  W.,  £nni) 
Kraj — Relief  of  ReglfficDti  in  India,  14 


"^^ 


STA        SUN         (SESSION     18  6  8-9} 


SxAimoPE,  Earl 

labnt  Life  PraHrTation,  3  El.  1739 

liirii  Cboroh,  3EI.  98  ;  Comm.  el.  3,  7J>1 ;  el.  S, 

Am«Ddt.  704 :  cl.  37.  1001,  1031  ;  add.  et. 

12fl9,  1360:  Beport.  11S8 :  AmfnJt.  1190, 

1493  ;  SR.  Amandt.  IflSfl,  16fi4 
Life  PeBrage*,  SR.  1363 
Pkriitmeut — Ordir  ia  tbe  Hoan,  106 

Staklet,  Hon.  Captain  F.  A.,  Lanca- 
shire, JV. 
Qi-saniiieb  HofidUl,  Comm.  5GT 

Stakspeld,  Kight  Hon.  J.  (Lord  of  the 
Treaaury),  ffaHfax 
Supply — Consulu' BuildJDgi,  Ao.  1 170 
OfBoe  of  Woodi,  to.  1704, 170fi 

SxAFLEtoif,  Mr.  J.,  Berwici-on-Tieftd 


Stepney,  Colonel  J.  8.  C,  Carmarthen, 
^■ 
ElMtloni  (Wain).  Rm.  1333 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 
UniTsnigp  Tm(*,  CiHiim.  cl.  1,  Amandl.  738 

StipflndiatT  Ki^iatrates  (Deputies)  Bill 

( VUamnt  Sandmt.-Mr.  Uunti,  l£r.  BalhbvM) 
e.  OrdBr»a :  md  1<>  •  Jme  33  [BUI  ITB] 

Rrad  2<>  ■  June  39 

' ;  Report  Jidg  B 
..•  Juti/a 
amaa  o-  *  July  8 
1.  Rudl'*  {The  Sari  of  CeoTiarvoa)  Ma  9 
(No.  17B> 

Stbonqb,  Sir  J.  M.,  Armagh  Co. 
iTsland'Fortadoini,  Kioto  at,  1 171 

Satmrban  Commons  Bill 

(Jfr.  Coviper,  Mr,  LiddeU) 
c.  Orderad  ;  read  1°*  June  93  [BUI  174} 

lUad  3"  •  July  1 

Sullivan,    Bight   Hun,    E.    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Malbw 
Dublio  FraoniBD  Oommisiion,  LeaTo,  819, 9Sa: 

3R.  1188 
Ireland— JdiT  Panel  (Monagbao),  1343 
Iriih  Chnrob,   Lords'  AmandLi,  ISfiS,   IMO  ; 

Amendt.  1963,  1976,  1976 
PriKmen  (Political  OOeaoei),  Km.  813 

Stmday  and  Baggod  Schools  Bill 
(ifr,  CharUt  Reed,  Jfr.  Baiten,  Mr.  Qravt; 
Mr.  M'Arthm) 
c.  Committee  ;  Report,  after  ikort  debate  JiiM  33, 
4Si  [Bills  67-170] 

Re-oomm.* — a.F,  Jiau  35 
Ke-comm.  *— B.F.  JuJ 


eport  Juh)  5  [Bill  SOfi] 

Conildered  *  July  8 
ReadS^'/ulvlS 
I.  Ktia  l^»  (Tie  £artofShafteibury)J^gl> 
(No.  18B) 
VOL.  OXCVII.  [thihd  seuim.] 


SVPPZY 
Considered  in  Committes  Junt  17,  IIS— Aunr 

EsTDUTia — Resolutions  nportad  Junt  IS 
The  Edacatioji  Fbe<(,  Question,  Mr.  Sainadson; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  34,  SIS 
Considered    in    Committee   June   28,   653  — 
Civti.  S«ETici  EsTiaiTii — Resolution!  re- 
ported July  8 
Considered  in  Committee  Jidy  S,  1300 — Citil 
SiBvici  Eatnuiia  —  Roaolutiont  report«d 
Julye 
Considered  in  Committee  Ju/y  8,   115S— Citil 
SxBTicB  EsTDUTii  —  Reaolutioo*  reported 
Julyi 
Considered  in  Committee  July  13, 10T7 — Oim, 
SiBTicE  EsTiiuTis  —  R«soliitiou   r*MrtMl 
Julff2? 

Svkeb,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 
Cbina— Uong  Kong  GambUng  Hodmi,  1687 

Pekin— Affiiir  at,  635 
China— Tien-Tain,  Treatr  of,  Hotion  fiir  Papan, 

1779 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  Comm,  «/.  15, 
13S0  ;  d.  45,  Amendt.   1391 ;  el.  63,  1633  : 
el.  101,  ITSl;  add.  el.lfJO 
Supply — Consular  Buildings,  As.  1169 

Embass;  Uoutei  Abroad,  11Q7 

Foreign  Office,  1879 

Famiture.  Pnblto  Departments,  677 

Hoase  of  Lords  OCBoes,  117S 

Indastrisl  Museum,  Edinborgb,  ItlS 

Fublio  Boildings,  676 

Rojal  Parks,  Ao.  BOS 

Stationer;  Offlee,  1697 

Woriu,  A«.  1708 

SvNAM,  Mr.  B.  J.,  Limerick  Co. 
Medical  OSoers  Snperannuatioo  (IrolandL  SR. 

490 
Poor  Law  ( ElemoTal  of  Children),  Rea.  1810 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Smt,  W. 
UniTonity  Tests,  Comm,  el.  6,  761 

Taunton,  Lord 

Endowed  Schools,  aR.  616 

Irish  Chnreh,  Comm.  <^.  28. 102S ;  el.  K,  1337  ; 

Report,  1 493 
Parliament — Order  in  the  Hoase,  406 

Tayloe,    Eight   Hon.  Colonel    T.   E., 
Ihiblin  Co. 
Dublin  Freemen,  Lears,  Modon  for  AdjODm* 
ment,  830 

Taylob,  Mr.  p.  A.,  Leicester 
Poor  Law — Vagranla  in  Sacks,  Narberth  Unioii, 

308, 1800 
South  Sea  Islands— SIstb  Trade  from  the,  63S 

Tenants  FnTohase  hj  Instalfflenta  (Ir». 
land)  Bill  [b.i,.]    ( The  Lord  £>>nuiu^) 
A  \-*  Jidy  I  (No.  161) 


TrPi-iKO,  Mr.  W.,  Stockport 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals],  Comm.  ti,  83, 
1893 

Tite,  Mr.  W.,  Balh 
Supplj— Uousci  of  Parluuneot,  Report,  1438 
3  Z 


(INDEX) 


TitlM  of  Beligions  Congregatunu  Act 
Exteiudon  Bill 

(rSn  Duke  of  Saint  AOmi) 

OommittM'  ;  Report  My  6 

Read  3'  *  Jvlii  e 

RojbI  AiMDt  July  13    [83  A  33  Vict.  o.  30] 

Titles  to  Land  Conwlidstioii  (Scotland) 

Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill 
(Tht'Lord  Advaude,  Mr.  Stattary  Bnuse,  iix. 

Selieiler  Oentral  for  Satieaid) 

e.  R*id  a°»  JiM«  17  [Bm  169] 

;  Rsport  June  98 


ToLLEMAOHE,  Mr.  3.,  ChetMre,  W. 
CaUle  Diuue  (Chediire],  Raa.  1811 

ToEBXMS,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Cambridge  So. 
Anrawd  EUtsi,  Comin.  el.  i,  B3T 
Malta,  Ret.  t7T4,  1770 

ToKBBiTS,  Mr.  "W.  M.,  Fitubur^ 
DabliD  FrMRMD,  L«aTe,  MS 
Supplj— [loyal  Psrki,  Ao.  679 

Tnuary,  Ao.  DepartmenU,  14TS 

TowssHENB,  Marquess  of 
Childran,  Ao.  ProtMtJoa.  2R.  IS64 
EdooBtion  of  Childran,  9R.  1T38 
lobnt  Lif^  FreMmtion,  2R.  1739, 1740 
Poor  ia  England  and  Widoi,  Addrni  for  a  Com- 
miuioD,  399 

IradM  Uniou,  fto.  BUI 

IMr.  Thimiu  EugUt,  Mr.  MtmdeOa) 

t.  MoTod,  ■•  That  the  Bill  bo  now  r«ad  2"  "  Juiy  7, 

1311 :  aftor  ahort  debate,  Bill  raad  3° 

Bill  witbdnwn  •  Jaly  13  [BiU  flS] 

Trades  Unione  (ProtMtion  of  Fonda)  Bill 

iMr.  Steretary  Brace,  Mr.  KmUcUnill-EugeMMen) 
«,Ordend;  raad  1°*  Jutp  13  [BiU  313] 

Tretelyan,  Mr.  0.  0.  (Lord  of  tlie  Ad- 
nuralty],  Hatdek,  ^e. 
OraoQTich  Hoqiital,  Comm.  361 


TTnireraity  Testa  BiU 

(ifr.  Sclieitir  General,  Mr.  Souiierie,  Mr. 
OrantDufi 
e.  Ordar  for   Committoe  road  :   Hoied,  '•  That 
Mr.    Speaker  do    now   teare    (he    Cbalr " 
June  26,  737 
Amendt.  to  leaTe  ont  from  "  Jhat,"  and  add 
"thia  Houw  will,  uponthiidaf  thraomontbi, 
resolTS  itaelf  into  tb«  lald  Committee  "  (Mr\. 
Benlitick) :   Q,aealion   propoaed,  "  That  tha 
worda,  Ao. ;"   after  debate,  Amandt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Qneation,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ao.,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — B.r. 
188  [BiU  13] 

Committee  ;  Report  July  9,  ID90 
Coniidered  ■  Juiy  8 
Read  3°  ■  July  8 
I.  Raad  1-  ■  ( r&«  Eari  RueuU)  July  9  (No.  ITT) 

Tacdnatios  Amendment  Bill 

[TKe  Manfuat  Towmkend) 
I.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  15  (No.  83) 


Talnation  of  Property  Bill 

{Mr.  Qouhtn,   Mr.  Arthur  Feet,   . 
It  withdrawn  '  Julji  I 


TcAM,  Bishop  of 
•Iriah  Chnroh,  3(1.  lOi; 
8R.  1313 


Comm.  el.  13,1131 


TCENOE,  Mr.  E.,  Zineolnthire,  S. 
Cattle  Plague  in  RonmaDift,  1081 

Tompike  Acta  Continuance,  Ac.  Bill 
(Jfr.  Enatehbidt-Hugtiien,  Mr.  Seeretary  Sniee) 
e.  OHer«l :  read  !>•  /xhi  1  [BIU  191] 

Read  a" 'July  8 

United  Statea — Eectnt  Ifegotiationt    with 


k  AyrlMi) 
[HUH] 


Vatoation  of  Property  dbtropoUa)  (**■ 

committed)  Bill 
(Mr.  Ootchen,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Mr.  Ayrtcn) 
e.  Committee— B.F.  Ju^  8,  1183         [Bill  100] 
Oommittee  *  ;  Report  Jii(y  13 

Tamoe,  Mr.  J.,  Armagh  City 
DuWiD  ciir  Writ,  laa 

Ireland — Firearma,  Uae  of,  by  the  Iriah  Con- 
Btabniary,  1608 
Portadown— Rioti  at,  1171 
Iriab  Chnroh,  Lordi'  Amendta.  Amendt.  1003, 

1961 
Snppty — Motion  for  reporting  Prograu,  1183 


Vesmet,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Oaoada— Hudaon'a  Bay  Company,  IBIO 
Snpp^ — Connlar  BuiUiop,  Ao.  1170 

VnxiBBa,  Bight  Hon.  0.  P.,    WohiT' 
haittpton 
Aiaenad  Ratot,  Coniid.  Amendt.  1088 

VmAif,  Hon.  Captain  J.  0.  W.  (Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Ti^o 
Anny—Relier  of  Regiment*  ia  India,  t(91 
Army— Cterki  of  tha  Wotk*  ud  Royal  En* 
gineen,  Raa.  13S 

Walker,  Major  0-.  Q.,  Jhmfrieithire 
Conugioua  Diaeaaaa  (Animala),  Coma,  tf,  M, 
Amendt.  1736 1  d.  132, 1763         ,  J  |  C 


„Coogle 


